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Pope Francis’ confidante Jesuit Fr. Antonio Spadaro attacks Catholic ministry
In reverse chronological order till page 13.
The Left attacks. And gets it back as good as it gives
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The hypocrisy of the Left, both the political Left and the theologically heretical, dissident Left, is Luciferian in its scope, which stands to reason since the globalist, anti-Catholic forces are controlled by him. You may have heard that a close personal advisor of Pope Francis last week savaged us, Church Militant, in a hateful article, denouncing faithful Catholics generally and us specifically. 
The man is Jesuit priest Fr. Antonio Spadaro, who has publicly voiced his support for the ordination of women as Catholic priests. That the unchanging dogmatic position of the Church has always been that the Church has no authority to ordain women as priests, recently reaffirmed by not only Pope St. John Paul but also by Spadaro's boss, Pope Francis, all of which makes Spadaro in direct conflict with Church teaching. That is not a good place to be for a priest in the Vatican. But trying to overthrow 2,000 years of divinely revealed truths makes no difference to the socialist-globalist, anti-Church crowd, even the anti-Church crowd in the Church.

See, for whatever reason, Church Militant keeps popping up on the radar of the Left. First, it was the assault at the beginning of the year from the secular media led by a hit piece in The New York Times and followed by all the usual suspects — USA Today, Huffington Post and so forth. Then The Atlantic came to our studios and did a relatively fair piece on us but consider — The Atlantic! — not exactly a politically conservative outlet. We showed up on their radar as well. And now an attack from lefties in the Vatican —heretical lefties who support gay everything, climate change for everyone, income redistribution, no walls or borders, open immigration, all their topics not ours. And think about that list.  

First, it's becoming rather obvious why there is a growing chorus for everything gay coming from inside the Vatican because practically everybody in the Vatican appears to be gay. When it comes to the issue of nations, redistributing their wealth to the poor, well, why don't we start with the Vatican bank getting its own books in order and "redistributing" some of its vast holdings? Oh, wait, the priest who runs it, Msgr. Battista Ricca is gay. Sorry, I forgot. And about getting rid of a nation's walls because walls are unchristian, isn't the Vatican surrounded by a 500-year-old wall of its own? Father Spadaro, "Tear down this wall!" 

Regarding open immigration for refugees fleeing persecution, well, how about letting some orthodox heterosexual clergy inside the Vatican for a change. Reports indicate they come under heavy persecution. And on the particular issue of global warming, it doesn't seem too far a stretch that many of these men, if they don't repent before they die, are going to experience their own particular global warming when they die. For the past five decades, they have slowly converted the institutions of the Church into instruments to push their evil, heretical, Marxist, liberation theology poison around the world.

It's almost hysterical that Spadaro accuses Church Militant of tying itself to a political agenda that demonizes its enemies. Yo,' Father, have you seen a mirror lately? Talk about a blind spot. But this is what you get from the Left — a bastion of malcontents who want to see men enslaved to their passions so they can be more easily controlled by a globalist agenda. 
How do any of these theologically perverse men think they can escape damnation? But then again, they don't really believe in Hell or think the only people who go there are people they label as mean — people who just happen to be sounding the sirens about them.

Make no mistake what's going on here in the big grand scheme of things. All the Marxist, Socialist forces have been combining in the areas of politics, theology, commerce, media and so forth and carrying out their plans for world domination. And of course, they are. They have a certain view of the world that excludes the authentic Catholic faith. (I know it's hard to believe that the crowd always preaching about inclusion actually doesn't really believe it, but sip some tea, you'll be okay.)

The perception that Trump is for God in some manner or shape or form, correct or not, drives the Left completely crazy. They wanted abortion-Hillary so bad, they can't stand it. So, backed by billionaires and all the power they have at their disposal, they have started the Russia-Russia-Russia chant and not stopped. Trump must go. Church Militant must go. Anyone who even gives the appearance of even believing in God must go. Diversity, Satan monuments, gay rights, inclusion, co-exist, multiculturalism and Planned Parenthood funding everywhere for everyone!

As many you know, last week our homepage got hacked, which shut us down for most of Tuesday. We aren't going to give details about that, but we are going to say that we are taking necessary steps to secure our internet borders as much as we can and we need your help to do it. By total coincidence or Providence, we were just putting the last pieces in place for our Preserving Catholics campaign when we got attacked. Then we get this broadside from a very influential leftist Vatican priest, excoriating us for mixing religion and politics and calling out evil for what it is. Hmmm … There is no way these attacks from the Left are going to end.

We have switched our frame of mind here to understand that as long as we keep telling it like it is, exposing the gay stuff, the evil of Socialism and its devastating effects, the cultural imperialism that the Left wishes to impose on the world with the help of so many twisted priests and bishops, there's going to be no end to their attacks.

That's why we are asking for your help in assisting us in the ongoing battle against these forces by donating to our Preserving Catholics Campaign. While their political machinations were temporarily thwarted in the last election, they do have more than one weapon in their arsenal, and we need to be prepared to handle whatever comes our way that we can handle. No system is bulletproof. Every website and organization have weaknesses. It's just the reality of the modern world, but that doesn't mean you stand around and do nothing.

For 12 years this apostolate has preached Catholic truth to tens of millions of viewers and supporters, and given the current climate and political, cultural realities, we have drawn the Eye of Sauron, and that's what happens when you preach the Truth. So please help us preserve the Catholic faith on the internet — unvarnished, straight-talking, in all its terrible glory and truth, fighting the good fight like the Church Militant exists for.

It's a hell of a war to fight against the diabolical and that is who we are fighting here. St. Paul called it all the way back then, "For we are not contending against flesh and blood, but against the principalities, against the powers, against the world rulers of this present darkness, against the spiritual hosts of wickedness in the heavenly places."

Yes, it is, and this present darkness can only be defeated with the light of truth. So, please help us today by making a donation so we can keep preserving Catholics.

2 of 49 readers’ comments

1. We need Pope Francis to speak up against all of the homosexual priests and the orgy scandal and all of the priests who have come forward as homosexual and those who are writing books promoting the homosexual lifestyle and promoting receiving the Holy Eucharist. Why doesn't Church Militant insist on this? Maybe if the Pope started to condemn some of this garbage and get rid of the clergy who are guilty of all of this, things would change. The Pope has the pulpit and the power to put an end to this. If he doesn't, why not? Silence is acceptance. So, does the Pope accept all of this? He is the head of the Catholic Church on earth and it is his responsibility to keep the Holy Catholic Church, Holy. Why is he not doing it?

2. So, tell me again why this sad excuse for a Catholic priest is working closely with Pope Francis in the Vatican? So, tell me again why he has not been called on the carpet? Fired? Publicly humiliated? Denied access to the Pope? So, tell me again how he continues to be able to write, and speak against Church Teaching? So, tell me again why we continually hear (from Michael Voris and others) that this man is "a close advisor" to Pope Francis?

So, tell me again that Pope Francis knows nothing about any of this, and more importantly that Francis has no power over this stuff, that he is powerless to stop it all because it's been around for decades? So, tell me again that this bad priest is so valuable an advisor that Francis can't fire him? Or discipline him? Is there no one faithful to Catholic teaching within reach that Francis can hire?

One man’s response to Fr. Antonio Spadaro
https://www.churchmilitant.com/news/article/one-mans-response-to-fr.-antonio-spadaro
By Timothy Gordon, July 15, 2017
My faithful, gentle Father Spadaro:
First: Thank you, thank you, and thrice thank you for providing a touchstone by which the basis for Church Militant's customary vehemence might be lucidly appraised. As my 32nd President quipped, one ought to be judged more by the view of his opponents rather than his supporters. So once more, thank you for making the lines that separate us nice and bright. I deem low insults from you constitute high praise anyway.


Second: I understand from your recent article at La Civiltà Cattolica that you find my president's inclusion of Steve Bannon on his team to be more ridiculous than it would be to team up with (as you have) an ordained, celibate author of a book titled Heal Me With Your Mouth: The Art of Kissing. Most folks would not agree with you, by the way. (The typical response by hearers to Abp. Fernandez's book title is intermittent laughter and nausea lasting three days.)

I also gather vaguely that you find my president's cultural commentary — by Twitter and otherwise — to be hasty and injudicious. Well, stone the crows: We may agree just a little. Twitter is an effete, indirect, jejune, asinine method of communication — a permanent memorializer of kaffeeklatschand, thereby an attractive nuisance to childish adults. Naturally, you've learned this the hard way.
So perhaps we don't agree, after all; you've tweeted five times and created, like, three fake Twitter accounts just since I wrote this. You've erased or apologized for more tweets than even President Trump — which is saying a lot — as you are the only public person in the civilized world to tweet more frequently and outrageously than he does. Your most recent thoughts about my beloved republic, together with many of your, shall we say, less-than-stolid tweets over the past year are flatly indefensible. Thus, it is strange to hear your criticism of the procedure and substance of the American interest you impute to President Trump — an interest you can scant understand.

You apprehend American politics as enshrining the "theology of prosperity." Seriously, with all apologies for briefly infecting your badinage with uncharacteristic substance, this is your article's one valuable point. (One is better than none, I daresay.) 
America was founded as a desacralized Protestant and Enlightenment haven where outward prosperity was received as the "tell" for anointedness, toil and moil being cheap filler for the daily grace of the musterion abjured by America's Protestant-Enlightenment founders. But the problem is that you mishandle this first premise by crossing it with puerile European misconceptions like "right wing = one kind of socialism, while left wing = another kind of socialism."

And hence Europe and her defenders are always running from one population-controlling, eugenics-embracing despot into the arms of the next. She has made the state almost holy in place of the Church and has rendered social(ist) conscience prior to private judgment.  

America lacks Europe's Catholic foundation, but at least America still somewhat embraces crypto-Catholic social principles like subsidiarity and natural rights, unlike Europe, which threatens and manhandles poor, heartsick, world-weary parents of sick infants whom the pan-European Court of Babel is trying effectually to euthanize. By the way, I sent a panegyric of my sarcastic praise to Abp. Vincenzo Paglia for his initial siding with Europe's neo-pagan Leviathan court conglomerate over Jesus Christ and the Gard parents. 

Good thing for my president on that one, eh? You may not like American "ultraconservatives," but we sure know how to kick up some dust on behalf of the most defenseless. Oh wait; am I overemphasizing petty life issues?

And come now: aren't we both engaging in coprophagia? Or is it coprophilia? (It's embarrassing: I always confuse those two common concepts!)

Third: Below are four brief inquiries that certainly won't be posed to you elsewhere. These are points of badly needed clarification, if you please:

A) By criticizing America's "fundamentalist ecumenism," do you intend to suggest that there should be no nexus whatsoever between American Protestants and Catholics regarding even undisputed Christian cultural principles (e.g., that Christ is king of kings or that the wicked should be punished proportionally)?  

If not, why does the confluence of American political action by scripturally non-heterodox Protestants and faithful Catholics startle you? Recognizing legitimate ideological overlap with certain Protestants is not "ecumenism of conflict" (whatever that is, it's also the newly-minted dumbest expression I've ever heard). Really, it just means something as simple as that faithful Catholics agree a priori with those good-faith Protestants who do not, in the recent fashion of unfaithful Catholics, say Christ meant "no" when he clearly said "yes." 

Today's apparatchiks of neologism in the Church (like yourself) would call a temporary battlefield cessation between opposing generals an "ecumenism of conflict." Ridiculous.

B) By criticizing America's election of President Trump in late 2016, are you actually putting forward American infanticidist Hillary Clinton, whose inspiration for entering politics was the loathsome Margaret Sanger, who herself aimed to extirpate ethnic minorities via demographics-targeted abortion? I thought you hated that stuff.
Please be clear, for once.

The Church teaching, as confirmed in the 2004 Congregation for the Doctrine of the Faith document "Worthiness to Receive Holy Communion," is that not all moral issues have the same moral weight as abortion and euthanasia. For example, if a Catholic were to be at odds with the Holy Father on the application of capital punishment or on the decision to wage war, he would not for that reason be considered unworthy to present himself to receive Holy Communion ... there may be a legitimate diversity of opinion even among Catholics about waging war and applying the death penalty, but not however with regard to abortion and euthanasia.

In other words, in matters of morally non-categorical prudential judgment, one is not strictly governed by edicts of the Church — even and especially if a bunch of high-ranking Churchmen join Europe in condemning American "xenophobia," while crouched safely and hypocritically behind their own border walls.

C) Speaking of which, how high are the walls around Vatican City — 18 feet or 21 feet? If America fashioned its border wall precisely around the Vatican's model, would this palliate you and your friends?



D) What is it to "encounter," as you used it in your article? Am I not encountering you now? One cannot discern from your article, but from what I can tell it involves confirming adulterers and border line-cutters while condemning anyone who attempts to hold the line. Is that pretty much it? At any rate, no offense, encounter sounds dumb, like "accompany." It sounds like a brainwashing device, since you refuse to define it. More precisely, it sounds opposite to the word's actual meaning — like something a couple dozen cardinals made up two months ago in some dark corner of the Gregorian Pontifical University, the way you like to do.

I invite you cordially to debate these four issues in print or in person. Please, use your voice to clarify these four matters and "heal us with your mouth." Just don't kiss us.

1 of 86 readers’ comments

I'll be shocked if Fr Spadaro accepts the challenge to a debate. He's got influence with the Pope, little to gain and something to lose: it's highly unlikely he'd win any conservatives or much of anyone else in a debate with an intellectual's spotlight critically shining on his positions, and it's fairly likely he'd embarrass himself and by extension all those in high positions of power who retain him as an adviser.
But conservative US Catholics (and Protestants) need intellectual defenders -- especially the Catholics. Protestants can likely ignore a broadside from the Vatican, as they don't accept the Papacy, but Catholics should respond or risk appearing as though they have no defense, and that their silence means surrender and falling back in line behind liberal Catholicism (i.e. heresy).
Article by pope’s confidantes adds little to understanding Trump’s America
https://cruxnow.com/commentary/2017/07/15/article-popes-confidantes-adds-little-understanding-trumps-america/ 

By Fr. Raymond J. De Souza, July 15, 2017
A recent article in the influential Rome-based 'La Civiltà Cattolica' - which is reviewed by the Vatican's Secretariat of State before publication - politics of the Trump administration has its roots in an unholy alliance between “Evangelical Fundamentalism” and “Catholic Integralism.” But does it patronize Evangelicals and mischaracterize certain Catholics to make its point?
If Jesuit Father Antonio Spadaro was not the editor of La Civiltà Cattolica, his recent attack on the “ecumenism of hate” he diagnoses in the United States never would have been published in that venerable journal.
Indeed, had such a commentary on the theological roots of contemporary American politics been submitted to the Jesuit magazine America, the authors would have been invited to give it a major re-write, or better, to choose another topic altogether on which they had some expertise.

Wrong on Protestant history, ignorant of contemporary Catholic life, tendentious in its analysis, patronizing in tone and damning with faint praise the very policies of the Holy Father it seeks to defend, it is hard to understand what ambitions were had for a piece that does not even rise to the level of mediocrity.

Pope Francis deserves much better from those he has entrusted to interpret his thought.

Authored with Marcelo Figueroa, a Protestant pastor personally chosen by Pope Francis last year to be the editor-in-chief of the new Argentinean edition of the Vatican newspaper L’Osservatore Romano, the article argues that what they consider the hate-filled politics of the Trump administration has its roots in an unholy alliance between “Evangelical Fundamentalism” and “Catholic Integralism.”
These “new crusaders” - George W. Bush, went down this path too, they argue, and, to a lesser degree Ronald Reagan before him - are little different in their theological inspiration from the “jihadists” they oppose. The theological inspiration of the current American administration has, they submit, quite a bit in common with the religious thinking of Osama bin Laden.

Spadaro and Figueroa argue that Evangelical fundamentalism subjects politics to a biblical literalism which rejects dialogue and peace in favor of bringing about salvation through apocalyptic wars. Such theology has opposed “the black civil rights movement, the hippy movement, communism, feminist movements,” inter alia, “and now in our day there are the migrants and the Muslims.”

Catholic “integralists” are their allies in this exclusionary and violent approach to politics, hence the emerging “ecumenism of hate.”

Experts in American Protestant history will, soon enough, expose the many errors made by Spadaro and Figueroa, who assemble a mishmash of fundamentalism, the “prosperity gospel,” “Christian reconstructionism,” Norman Vincent Peale, and Rousas John Rushdoony, in presenting their account of American Evangelicalism’s history of hate.

Permit one bit of history to suffice:

“The term ‘evangelical fundamentalist’ can today be assimilated to the ‘evangelical right’ or ‘theoconservatism’ and has its origins in the years 1910-1915. In that period a South Californian millionaire, Lyman Stewart, published the 12-volume work The Fundamentals. The author wanted to respond to the threat of modernist ideas of the time. He summarized the thought of authors whose doctrinal support he appreciated. He exemplified the moral, social, collective and individual aspects of the evangelical faith. His admirers include many politicians and even two recent presidents: Ronald Reagan and George W. Bush.”

Spadaro and Figueroa appear to think that The Fundamentals is the work of a single “author.” In fact, it consists of some 90 essays by more than five dozen authors, including most of the major Protestant denominations. But that’s a relative quibble compared to the charge they make, patronizingly, that American Evangelical theology, suffering from an incapacity for proper biblical exegesis, is thus hell-bent on precipitating Armageddon. But perhaps it is better that Pastor Figueroa’s fellow Protestants in the United States enter into a fraternal dialogue with him about their “jihadist” theology.
On the Catholic side, Spadaro and Figueroa are alarmed, as they write in this key paragraph:

“Some who profess themselves to be Catholic express themselves in ways that until recently were unknown in their tradition and using tones much closer to Evangelicals. They are defined as value voters as far as attracting electoral mass support is concerned. There is a well-defined world of ecumenical convergence between sectors that are paradoxically competitors when it comes to confessional belonging. This meeting over shared objectives happens around such themes as abortion, same-sex marriage, religious education in schools and other matters generally considered moral or tied to values. Both Evangelical and Catholic Integralists condemn traditional ecumenism and yet promote an ecumenism of conflict that unites them in the nostalgic dream of a theocratic type of state. However, the most dangerous prospect for this strange ecumenism is attributable to its xenophobic and Islamophobic vision that wants walls and purifying deportations. The word ‘ecumenism’ transforms into a paradox, into an ‘ecumenism of hate.’ Intolerance is a celestial mark of purism. Reductionism is the exegetical methodology. Ultraliteralism is its hermeneutical key.”

All that would certainly be alarming. But is it happening? Who are “those who profess to be Catholic” who “dream of a theocratic type of state”? What journals expound their thoughts? In what faculties do they teach? What books have they written? What movements does their thought animate?

None of that exists. But there is Michael Voris and his Church Militant site. After their superficial survey of a century of American Protestant thought, Spadaro and Figueroa offer only this on the Catholic side:

“There is a shocking rhetoric used, for example, by the writers of Church Militant, a successful US-based digital platform that is openly in favor of a political ultraconservatism and uses Christian symbols to impose itself. This abuse is called “authentic Christianity.” And to show its own preferences, it has created a close analogy between Donald Trump and Emperor Constantine, and between Hilary Clinton and Diocletian. The American elections in this perspective were seen as a ‘spiritual war’.”

Perhaps Michael Voris is successful, but only a vast ignorance of the American Catholic scene would consider Church Militant to be influential, let alone representative. Voris has been forbidden to use the name “Catholic” in his ventures, and just last week was asked to leave the Convocation of Catholic Leaders in Orlando, American Catholicism’s largest such recent gathering. Did Spadaro consult his Jesuit colleagues at America, or Figueroa his American colleagues at L’Osservatore Romano, about the relative importance of Voris on the American “theological” scene, as it were?

Selecting such a singular and extreme example fatally undercuts the argument that Spadaro and Figueroa are advancing, and evidences a willingness to think ill of the character of American Catholic discourse.

We might then ask how this is supposed to serve the ministry of Pope Francis.

Surely Spadaro and Figueroa know that they are widely considered papal confidants and authentic interpreters of his thought. That is why attention is duly paid to what they write, edit and tweet. A piece that patronizes Evangelicals and mischaracterizes Catholics would seem to retard the very ecumenism that the Holy Father seeks to advance.

Surely this is not the vision that Pope Francis has of Christian theology in the United States?

Spadaro and Figueroa, having outlined the “ecumenism of hate,” note that there is “an enormous difference between these concepts and the ecumenism employed by Pope Francis.” Well, yes. One expects that the Holy Father has a rather different approach than spreading hate. But that is a rather low bar.

Spadaro and Figueroa have a slightly different aim in bringing Pope Francis into this odd piece. In ramping up the threat of the integralist ecumenism of hate, the authors amplify the supposed danger of being contaminated by them. If condemning “jihadism” for example, might ally you with “crusaders,” perhaps it is better to say nothing at all, or simply insist upon “dialogue,” without specifying its substance. But Pope Francis has not done that, as witness his recent speech to a Muslim audience in Cairo.

Spadaro and Figueroa appear to favor a more neutral approach, and attribute it to the Holy See:

“And this is why the diplomacy of the Holy See wants to establish direct and fluid relations with the superpowers, without entering into pre-constituted networks of alliances and influence. In this sphere, the pope does not want to say who is right or who is wrong for he knows that at the root of conflicts there is always a fight for power. So, there is no need to imagine a taking of sides for moral reasons, much worse for spiritual ones.”

La Civiltà Cattolica derives much of its prestige from the fact that its pages are reviewed by the Vatican Secretariat of State before publication. Do the Holy See’s top diplomats agree with the characterization of their work as not “saying who is right or who is wrong” because all are fighting over power?

Spadaro and Figueroa’s theological assessment of the “ecumenism of hate” does not bear scrutiny. Their charges will dissipate quickly enough for lack of substantive argument. But the claim that the Holy See refrains from distinguishing between right and wrong in a world of tyrants and their victims needs a correction soon.

It would have been opportune for the Secretariat of State to have done so before publication.

Vatican advisor attacks Church Militant
https://www.churchmilitant.com/news/article/vatican-advisor-attacks-church-militant
By Christine Niles, M. St. (Oxon.), J.D. ChurchMilitant.com, Vatican City, July 13, 2017 
Fr. Antonio Spadaro, SJ accuses this apostolate of "shocking rhetoric" and "ultraconservatism"
An influential Vatican advisor is slamming Church Militant as belligerent, an apostolate that employs "shocking rhetoric" to allegedly impose an "ultraconservative" political agenda in Catholic dress.
Father Antonio Spadaro, S.J. is Editor-in-Chief of La Civiltà Cattolica, considered the official voice of the Vatican and whose contents are reviewed and approved by the Vatican Secretary of State before publication. Spadaro is also one of Pope Francis' closest associates and an influential advisor. In an article titled "Evangelical Fundamentalism and Catholic Integralism in the USA: A Surprising Ecumenism," published in the current issue of the journal, Spadaro goes on the attack against American conservatives, Evangelicals and President Trump, and laments "Catholic integralists" who allegedly insert politics into their work of saving souls.

"There is a shocking rhetoric used, for example, by the writers of Church Militant," Spadaro writes, "a successful US-based digital platform that is openly in favor of a political ultraconservatism and uses Christian symbols to impose itself. This abuse is called 'authentic Christianity.'"

Michael Voris, founder of Church Militant, responded. "The hypocrisy of Fr. Spadaro is shocking," Voris says. "He accuses Church Militant of using theology to advance a political agenda — which isn't true — while he spends every waking hour using the Vatican and the Church to publicly advance a left-wing agenda."
In his article, Spadaro — referring to Michael Voris' commentary comparing the work of the current president in protecting the Church to that of secular emperor Constantine before his conversion — continues, "And to show its own preferences, it has created a close analogy between Donald Trump and Emperor Constantine, and between Hilary [sic] Clinton and Diocletian. The American elections in this perspective were seen as a 'spiritual war.'"

Spadaro goes on:
This warlike and militant approach seems most attractive and evocative to a certain public, especially given that the victory of Constantine — it was presumed impossible for him to beat Maxentius and the Roman establishment — had to be attributed to a divine intervention: in hoc signo vinces.

Church Militant asks if Trump's victory can be attributed to the prayers of Americans. The response suggested is affirmative. The indirect missioning for President Trump is clear: he has to follow through on the consequences. This is a very direct message that then wants to condition the presidency by framing it as a divine election. In hoc signo vinces. Indeed.

He complains, "This vision generates the ideology of conquest."

In spite of the fact that La Civiltà Cattolica is vetted by the Vatican before it goes to press, questionable articles have been published promoting positions contrary to Catholic teaching. In February, Vaticanista Sandro Magister noted the "peculiar" nature of an article promoting the possibility of a female priesthood:
La Civiltà Cattolica has published an essay by its deputy editor, Father Giancarlo Pani, which seeks to reopen the possibility of ordaining women to the priesthood. This journal, published by the Jesuits but vetted by the Vatican Secretariat of State, has long been a means of communicating lines of thought which reigning popes consider important. Therefore, the kindest way to describe this particular article is "peculiar." It is, in fact, peculiar in at least three serious ways: politically, administratively and theologically.

Church Militant spoke with Dr. Christopher Manion, who writes for The Wanderer, and offered his reaction to Spadaro's current piece. 

"Spadaro conjures up a curious mélange of American factoids — apparently the result of a desperate Google search — and patches them together to condemn American Catholics, Evangelicals, and other believers as the personification of evil itself — when in fact they actually recognize sin," Manion remarked.

"Spadaro notices that these faithful Christians believe that Satan is at war with the Church, hungry to devour as many souls as possible," Manion continues. "How violent! Spadaro dismisses this 'combative' pose with the same insouciant wave of the limp wrist that he dismisses the reality of sin itself."
"Rest assured, however lame and uncharitable Spadaro's attack might be, it will undoubtedly be required reading in 'social justice' classes in Jesuit universities throughout the country this fall," Manion concluded.

And in comments to Church Militant, Michael Hichborn of the Lepanto Institute said: 

Father Spadaro, often described as Pope Francis' "mouthpiece," is an open critic of Tradition and orthodoxy. It was Fr. Spadaro who wrote a post on Twitter referring to the four Cardinal signers of the dubia as "witless worms."  He then created a fake Twitter account to continue his attack on the four Cardinals anonymously. Father Spadaro was also the one who infamously claimed that Catholic theology is not mathematics because, according to him, in theology, sometimes 2+2=5 (see page 18). If Catholic priests are called to be lights unto the world, Fr. Spadaro's personal disposition to the Truth has made him about as relevant as a glow-in-the-dark T-shirt.

Voris observes, "Father Spadaro occupies an important position with neither the wit nor intelligence to fill his position well. His article is poorly reasoned and incompetently written."

"Both the Church and Pope Francis are badly served by him," Voris adds.

6 of 410 readers’ comments
1. Fr. Spadaro, or "Tony" as I expect he prefers to be called, is shocked by orthodox Catholics. I am shocked by the drugged-up sodomite priest orgies taking place within the Vatican walls. His priorities are shockingly all part of the perverted picture.
2. Keep shining the light on the heretics!

3. The Catholic Church must be ultra conservative, because that is what the truth is. No one can change the truth. Only those who deny the teachings of Jesus Christ oppose the truth. This truth will set us free!

4. Why does the pope continually choose to surround himself with the types of Spadaro, Paglia, Martin, Cocopuffs, etc., etc. Sadly, the Church is badly served by all of them INCLUDING this pope.

5. Spadaro should go ahead and become an Episcopalian, already. Then he can promote all his favourite liberal causes without being a massive hypocrite, from divorce, to sodomy, to destruction of national sovereignty. It's a win-win!

6. The man himself owes respect to the position he holds. He and the many like him are like Nero with the fiddle. Same city; same action taken by leadership. The Church is in crisis and its leadership worries about border walls, faux climate change, and the enforcement of legitimate laws in sovereign countries. I am sure the slaughtered Catholics and Christians in the Middle East, Philippines, and Africa do not give a damn about those issues. Why do the shepherds of the Catholic Church? Their individual judgement probably will not depend upon those temporal issues, but rather the saving of immortal souls.
Jesuit journal close to pope says “Manichean vision” behind Trump 
https://cruxnow.com/vatican/2017/07/13/jesuit-journal-close-pope-says-manichean-vision-behind-trump/
By Charles Collins, July 13, 2017
An article in the influential Rome-based Jesuit publication ‘La Civiltà Cattolica’ argues “a strange form of surprising ecumenism is developing between Evangelical fundamentalists and Catholic Integralists brought together by the same desire for religious influence in the political sphere” in the United States.

Two of Pope Francis’s closest collaborators have accused religious leaders close to the administration of President Donald Trump of having a “Manichean vision,” based on a “gradually radicalized” theology growing from the early 20th century fundamentalist movement.
Jesuit Father Antonio Spadaro, editor-in-chief of the influential Rome-based Jesuit publication La Civiltà Cattolica, and Marcelo Figueroa, the editor-in-chief of the Argentinean edition of the Vatican newspaper L’Osservatore Romano, co-wrote an article in the latest edition of La Civiltà Cattolica looking at the relationship between “Evangelical Fundamentalism” and “Catholic Integralism.”

Since the election of Francis, Spadaro has often been seen at his side, and has published interviews with the pope and transcriptions of some of the pontiff’s private encounters with members of religious orders. Figueroa, a Presbyterian pastor, is an old friend of the pope, and was personally chosen by Francis to head up the new Argentinian edition of the L’Osservatore Romano, which began publishing in December 2016.

In the article, the authors directly attack Church Militant, a conservative digital media company covering Catholic issues run by layman Michael Voris.

Spadaro and Figueroa claim the organization favors “shocking rhetoric” and “uses Christian symbols to impose itself.” (Voris and other personnel from Church Militant were recently asked to stop distributing flyers in the hotel hosting the July 1-4 “Convocation of Catholic Leaders” sponsored by the U.S. bishops in Orlando, Florida, after convocation organizers said the activity was being disruptive.)

In the article, the authors give a brief history of American fundamentalism, as well as other conservative evangelical movements such as proponents of the prosperity Gospel and “dominionism,” which seeks to establish government based upon “biblical law.”

The article says these fundamentalist groups see the United States to be a nation blessed by God, and in recent years have “demonized” their enemies.

“The panorama of threats to their understanding of the American way of life have included modernist spirits, the black civil rights movement, the hippy movement, communism, feminist movements and so on. And now in our day there are the migrants and the Muslims,” the authors write.

“To maintain conflict levels, their biblical exegeses have evolved toward a decontextualized reading of the Old Testament texts about the conquering and defense of the ‘promised land,’ rather than be guided by the incisive look, full of love, of Jesus in the Gospels.”

The article states this world view is not averse to physical conflicts, and even often compares modern wars to the “heroic conquests” of biblical figures such as Gideon and David.

“In this Manichean vision, belligerence can acquire a theological justification and there are pastors who seek a biblical foundation for it, using the scriptural texts out of context,” the authors state.

Spadaro and Figueroa attribute this view to White House strategist, Steven Bannon - a Catholic - and accuse him of being a “supporter of an apocalyptic geopolitics.”

Trump - despite his many marriages, multiple casinos, and limited understanding of Christian doctrine (he once said he has never asked God for forgiveness) - won 81 percent of the white evangelical vote.
Catholics, on the other hand, gave about half of their votes to Trump (some data suggests Trump won the Catholic vote; others say Hilary Clinton did), but the president received strong support from some conservative Catholic organizations such as Church Militant.

Spadaro and Figueroa argue “a strange form of surprising ecumenism is developing between Evangelical fundamentalists and Catholic Integralists brought together by the same desire for religious influence in the political sphere.”
They suggest the plan is to set up a “kingdom of the divinity” and this generates an “ideology of conquest.”

Spadaro and Figueroa go on to say the religious and political should not be confused, and that this goes against the political philosophy of Francis.

“An evident aspect of Pope Francis’s geopolitics rests in not giving theological room to the power to impose oneself or to find an internal or external enemy to fight,” they write. “There is a need to flee the temptation to project divinity on political power that then uses it for its own ends.”

The article in La Civiltà Cattolica is the latest chapter in the tempestuous relationship between Francis and Trump.

In February 2016, controversy started during the pope’s flight back from Mexico, mere hours after visiting Ciudad Juarez, a city on the northern Mexican border, where he’d lamented the “human tragedy” of immigration.

Journalists traveling with the pope asked him about Trump, and his proposed border wall.

“Building walls instead of bridges is not Christian; this is not in the Gospel,” the pope said.

He added: “I’d just say that this man is not Christian if he said it this way.”

Trump responded to the comments, saying it was “disgraceful” for a religious leader to question another person’s faith.

Trump also accused Francis of being “political,” and said the pontiff doesn’t understand the problems Americans face.

On May 24, the two men met for the first time in Rome, in what was viewed as a successful encounter.

However, when Trump pulled out of the Paris climate agreement a week later, Argentine Bishop Marcelo Sánchez Sorondo, head of the Vatican’s Academy of Sciences, called it a “slap in the face” to the Vatican.
Although not an official publication of the Vatican, La Civiltà Cattolica is reviewed by the Vatican’s Secretary of State before publication, and under Spadaro has been considered one of the foremost vehicles for understanding the views of the current pontificate.

Correction: An earlier version of this article implied staff of Church Militant attended the recent Convocation of Catholic Leaders in Orlando. They were distributing flyers in the hotel in which the convocation was taking place. 
A Q-and-A with Fr. Antonio Spadaro, a Jesuit who has the pope’s ear
https://www.ncronline.org/news/people/q-and-fr-antonio-spadaro-jesuit-who-has-pope-s-ear 
By David Gibson, Rome, December 27, 2016 (The National Catholic Reporter is liberal. Left. Pro-Spadaro)
Jesuit Fr. Antonio Spadaro doesn’t have any of the titles or authority or cachet normally associated with influential churchmen in the Vatican.
But this Italian Jesuit has interviewed Pope Francis several times and is known as one of the pontiff’s trusted advisers.

Spadaro's main job is as editor of La Civiltà Cattolica, an authoritative periodical that is reviewed by the Vatican before publication. Yet it is his identification with Francis and the pope’s efforts to reform the Catholic Church that has made Spadaro, 50, a lightning rod for the pontiff's many critics, especially conservatives.

Spadaro sat down for an interview with RNS in late November at his office at the Villa Malta, the headquarters of Civiltà Cattolica. In a wide-ranging conversation he spoke about the opposition to Francis, what’s next for the pope and the church in 2017, how the 80-year-old Francis deals with his workload, and why Spadaro is tired of seeing the popular pontiff described as a “nice” pope.

Pope Francis has started so many different projects and reforms on a range of issues, many of them controversial. What is next for the pope and the Catholic Church in 2017?
The way that Francis makes decisions is not to make plans and proposals, with big things to do here and little things there. No, it’s just real discernment. He understands what to do by walking along the way. So it’s unpredictable, even for himself. He told me, in our first interview in 2013 and at other times, that it’s always a surprise. There’s no way to foresee what he’s going to do.

But I would say that what I have felt (from him) is a little sense of, not rushing at all, but an urgency to take advantage of the time. To seize the moment.

And in fact he turns 80 years old in December?
But it’s not a sense of pressure. He has no sense of hurrying at all because he knows the church is up to God. It’s not up to him. So he is leading by opening processes. He can see at least the end of some of the processes he started. He doesn’t feel any kind of pressure or hurry. But he wants to seize the moment, to take advantage of the time which is given to him. It’s a sense of responsibility; it’s not a sense of hurry.

And I see that because he is always calm and quiet. This is amazing to me — it’s kind of a miracle!

In a recent interview he said he “sleeps like a log” for six hours a night. He also said he prays a lot, and his stamina is “a grace of the Lord.” What's his secret?
Yes, he’s never stressed. He’s always at work but never stressed. That’s kind of a miracle. But as he says, he is a man of prayer.

All of this is born out of prayer …?
It starts in his chapel. He doesn’t have an office. He has a room in Santa Marta. His office is his chapel.

OK, but any guesses of what might be coming next?
That doesn’t really interest me …

The next Vatican synod, set for October of 2018 on the theme of young people, certainly seems like a major focus, no?

The big topic, or theme, that I am seeing coming up many times in recent months is "discernment." That is at the core of Amoris Laetitia, especially discernment for priests and seminarians. (Editor's note: Amoris Laetitia is the lengthy "exhortation" that Francis published last spring summing up his take on the deliberations of two major church meetings, or synods, on the church's approach to the modern family. The document has sparked much controversy for seeming to allow pastors to bend the rules with communicants.)

He realizes that the problem at the core of Amoris Laetitia is not a dogmatic problem. Which it’s not — it’s not a dogmatic problem.

The problem is that the church must learn to apply the practice of discernment better and more deeply and not just apply rules in the same way for everyone. The church must be attentive to people’s lives, to their journey of faith and to the way in which God works in each person. So a pastor can’t be a pastor by applying general rules to individual people. The church has to grow in discernment. That would be also one of the most important topics of the next synod.

Meanwhile, the critics of this discernment – like the famous four cardinals – say they need "yes-or-no" answers?
I don’t know if they are critics of the discernment. I just know that the pope has said that life is not black and white. It is gray. There are a lot of nuances, and we have to discern nuances.

This is the meaning of the Incarnation — the Lord took flesh, which means we are involved with real humanity, which is never fixed or too clear. So the pastor has to get into the real dynamic of human life. This is the message of mercy. Discernment and mercy are the two big pillars of this pontificate.

Is there a sense the opposition to Francis’ approach is growing and more intense?
No, no! The problem is that some opponents make a lot of noise, especially on social media. They create an echo chamber. But you can hear the noise only inside the sacristies (Editor’s note: the rooms in a church where priests and bishops change into their vestments). If you get out of the sacristies you can’t hear anything. So only the people inside the sacristies can hear this big noise.

The question is not about four cardinals or any others. Francis has said it many times, that he likes opposition. It is not a problem for him. He has always had opposition in his life. He got used to opposition and he realized that life is made by tension. And because life is made by tension, if there is no tension there is no life. A good sign of the effectiveness of the process of reform is exactly the emergence of the opposition.

But Pope Francis distinguishes between two kinds of opposition: There is opposition which is criticism by people who care for the church. They love the church. They really want, in good conscience, the good of the church.

But there is another kind of opposition, which is just imposing one’s own view, which is ideological opposition.

The pope listens to the first and is open to learning. But he doesn’t pay too much attention at all to the second kind.

Is the “good” opposition growing? And what would that mean for the pope’s approach?
The good opposition is discreet. There are people who talk to the pope and are very straightforward. And he likes these kind of people since they don’t make noises that are theatrical expressions.

In 2013 he told me, at the start of our first interview, if you think that something I am saying is wrong please tell me. I was very struck by that. It was a little thing but it showed me how open he is to being criticized.

But you have to take account of the fact that there are some gestures or documents, like Amoris Laetitia, which is the fruit of a long process. It is not just the pope saying this, it is two synods, and the synods were very open and straightforward. And he liked that a lot.

And at the end he wrote his exhortation because he knows his job as pope — because he is not just a "nice" pope.

What do you mean by that? So many people think he is in fact very nice and that’s why they love him.
I am tired of seeing this, that the pope is "nice and kind." Yes, he is nice and he is kind, of course. But he knows what being a pope means. He is absolutely aware of his job. He knows what to do and he knows what kind of power he has — which is a power of service.

He is the pope, and he knows he is pope. He is fully conscious of his ministry as the successor of St. Peter. So he exercises the authority of the keys of Peter when it is necessary. But he listens a lot, he gets information, he is open. He prays a lot before doing something. But when he takes a decision, this decision comes from a long process. This is very important. Listening, praying and discerning.

So when he acts as pope it is not a personal whim?
He is very tough. He takes decisions. But it is the result of a process. He is not nice; he is tough. He is merciful. He is quiet and calm. … I don’t like the image of just a "nice" pope. Jesus gave a witness of the love of God. He wasn’t just nice. The pope’s way of acting and of saying things comes from the Gospel. It is shaped by the Gospel. It is not shaped by the desire to be nice.

Looking forward, people are also talking about what happens “after Francis.” He is 80 years old. What is the future of the papacy? We have seen reaction after Obama, with the U.S. electing Donald Trump. Is there going to be a similar dynamic with Francis?
I am not interested in this question. It does makes sense, of course. But I’m not interested in that because I really believe in the surprises of God and I think there is the right pope at the right time, as there has been in the past decades.

I just think that the process that Francis has started is not reversible. But this does not mean that his successor has to be like him. He could be completely different. We will see, but we don’t know.

Francis also seems to respect tradition in ways that are often overlooked. He hasn’t gone over the limit of 120 cardinals, for example, the way John Paul II often did.

He’s not liberal, absolutely. He’s not conservative but he’s not liberal. He’s something different. And he also doesn’t like to be surrounded by "Bergoglians" — by people like him. So it’s a completely different way of understanding.

How is the reform of the Roman Curia (the papal civil service) going? There have been many organizational changes.
Structures can change, but Francis has said you have to change the soul before changing the structures. And the soul is changing. … The vision of the departments is very inclusive, not dividing each office up into a different part of church life or teaching.

For me, the biggest challenge is not to cut the people of God into rules and parts, so the priests are here and the laypeople are over here. There is a different vision, a more pastoral vision, more global, more rooted in the Second Vatican Council (Editor's note: the reforming council of the 1960s).

The reforms are ongoing but the spirit is the right one and the spirit is going to reshape things, slowly. It takes time, but we are not in a hurry. It’s the fruit of a consultation. It is going forward. Things are going on. They are developing quite well.

What is most important for me is: What is the intention of the pope? Once I asked him: But do you want to reform of the church? His answer was: "No." I remember this very well. We were in his room at Santa Marta. He said: "I just want to push Christ to the center of the church. I mean, more and more. So if Christ is at the center of the church, he will do the reform. It’s not up to me. It’s up to him."

If you put Christ at the center you will be able to change everything. This is very important for me because it made me realize that he is not interested in doing lots of changes, he is not worried about changes. He is worried about the inner wheel of the church. For him it has to be Christ.

For example, mercy — mercy means putting the core of the Gospel inside the heart of the church. Not rules, not problems, not norms. The center of the church is the mercy of God. So if the mercy of God is at the center you can understand everything in a different perspective. And you can do all the reforms that you like.

That also helps you to understand his own role in the church. He doesn’t feel himself to be the center of the church, as if everything was up to him. That’s why he doesn’t feel the pressure, the stress. It’s not up to him. It’s up to God. He is a channel and he works for that. After concluding his working day he eats well and sleeps well. This is his perception of his role in the church.

His health is good?
Very good, yes. In the evening he is tired. But he recovers very easily. Sometimes during the trips, for example, I can see him very tired at the end of the morning. Then he goes to sleep for two or three hours, and then, pow!

He knows how to deal with himself. I told him a couple of years ago, "Take care of yourself, preserve your energy." He said, "Don’t worry about that. When I feel tired I stop." So he will cancel audiences, or sometimes when he feels tired he eats an apple and he takes a nap. So he knows how to deal with his health.

Jesuit close to pope says attacks on ‘Amoris’ are ‘part of the process’
https://cruxnow.com/interviews/2016/12/04/jesuit-close-pope-says-many-attacks-amoris-result-bad-spirit/
By Austen Ivereigh, December 4, 2016

In an exclusive interview with Crux, Jesuit papal confidant and director of the journal La Civiltà Cattolica, Father Antonio Spadaro SJ, takes issue with the tone and tactics of social media critiques of the pope and directly responds to the four cardinals who have publicly criticized Amoris Laetitia.
[Note by Austen Ivereigh: Father Antonio Spadaro SJ, editor of La Civiltà Cattolica and one of the Jesuits closest to Pope Francis, recently got in touch with me to ask if he could clear up misunderstandings over a tweet of his which had caused offense in some quarters. The tweet was in response to a barrage of ill-tempered criticism he had received for defending Pope Francis’s exhortation on the family, Amoris Laetitia.
I suggested that, as well as clarifying the tweet, he could use the opportunity to respond more fully to the so-called ‘dubia’ letter recently made public by four cardinals who wrote it. He kindly agreed, on the understanding that we make clear that he was not responding on behalf of anybody but himself. The interview was conducted by email.]

You recently asked for, and got, an apology and correction from a newspaper columnist after he claimed you had insulted the four cardinals who wrote to the pope asking for clarification of Amoris Laetitia. Others have repeated the allegation, which has taken wing on social media. Do you want to first of all clear this up?
The whole thing is ridiculous. And deeply offensive, that anyone should believe that I could ever refer to a cardinal as a ‘worm’. I might not agree, or make a light-hearted joke, but offense is something else together.

What happened was the exact opposite of what is claimed. I tweeted that Amoris Laetitia was an act of the magisterium. Someone quoted my tweet and compared both Pope Francis and myself to Tolkien’s characters Grima the Wormtongue and Saruman. In a light-hearted, ironic riposte, I simply posted a screenshot from the Lord of the Rings movie without any comment, in which Saruman says, ‘to bandy crooked words with a witless worm’. The reference was to myself, not to anyone else.
So what was the source of the misunderstanding?
I have no idea. Someone decided I was insulting the four cardinals who wrote the ‘dubia’ letter, and this idea took off and went viral. How anyone decided I was referring to the cardinals is a mystery - ask those who tweeted it!
When I realized what was happening I deleted the tweet, which was being used in ways that were unseemly by people who present themselves as defenders of Catholic orthodoxy. Then the fact that I deleted it was used as proof that I now regretted insulting the cardinals. Sadly, the manipulation continues.

How does that make you feel?
I dislike the fact that some groups resort to such tactics simply in order to be heard. Ross Douthat, the New York Times columnist, repeated the claim but when I pointed out the mistake he apologized and corrected his article, which was very honest of him. Sadly, that’s not true of First Things, which doesn’t come out of this looking so good. Every newspaper or magazine is responsible for its own quality standards.  
There’s also the issue of a Twitter account which some of your critics claim you are ‘hiding’ behind. 
What do they mean, “hide”?! The account was simply an under-used one of three or four I operate, including that of the journal. I often re-tweet from one to the other.
If I had really wanted to throw stones from an anonymous account I would never, obviously, have re-tweeted it. And why should I feel any need to hide? I was merely quoting the view of an American friend who was commenting not on the behavior of the cardinals but the way the expression “the four cardinals” was being used on so many blogs in ways that reminded her of 1960s rock bands.

The funny thing was that when I sent that tweet, Raymond Arroyo of EWTN tweeted the photo of a cardinal [Timothy Dolan of New York] dancing the can-can with his legs in the air along with the Rockettes. His tweet was cheered by my detractors, from which I deduce that this attack on me is organized and deliberate.

What’s behind it, do you think?
I think that some people are exploiting the cardinals’ letter in order to ramp up the tension and create division within the Church. These groups feel sidelined, so they’re yelling, and attacking anyone perceived as being close to the pope. I’m not here referring to the case of the tweet, but more generally.

It’s painful that this is taking place within the Church, among Catholics. In some cases it’s enough to be positive about the Petrine magisterium to be attacked. It’s a deeply unpleasant opposition, incapable of articulating a thought without at the same time turning it into an attack.

But why are the attacks so unpleasant - what’s going on?
I think there are three things happening here. The first is that Francis’s actions have been highly effective; they’ve hit the nail on the head.

And that means, secondly, that, “the spirits are expressing themselves,” as Bergoglio would say. The hatred and viciousness directed against him are always signs of the bad spirit which has nothing to do with the Gospel.

That’s easy to discern. And by the way, that disturbance of spirits is a reaction to the good spirit: if there were no reaction, it would be worse.

The third point is that those who are hostile to Francis are in the main self-enclosed groups who cannot handle an open, serene debate, and who simply repeat each other, like in an echo chamber. Some of those sites, and Twitter accounts, are simply copies of others.

What is the proper response?
Patience. We need patiently to bear the insults and attacks, and just trust in the process that’s underway. The attacks are an inescapable part of the process.

Some might hear you as saying that all criticisms of Francis are motivated by the bad spirit. 
St. John Paul II often endured vicious attacks from those who accused him of a heretical openness. I’ve seen one site which claims he said 100 heretical things. So there’s nothing new under the sun.

But no, of course, not all criticisms of Francis are like that. Some are criticisms which he is the first to accept; in other cases they are criticisms intended not to provoke but to open a dialogue that is calm and authentic.

How does the pope himself react to the attacks? There have been reports that he’s enraged by the letter.
Oh please! Such comments make me laugh. To get Bergoglio angry it has to be something very different. His real concerns are pastoral. What disturbs him is poverty, injustice, the martyrdom of Christians, violence, and so on, not these kinds of criticisms.

I can assure you, because I have direct knowledge of this, that Francis simply doesn’t get annoyed about this kind of thing. I think he sees the anger in some quarters as evidence that some people feel challenged by the hermeneutic of mercy, by the Gospel sine glossa [‘unglossed’ - i.e. presented directly].

Cardinal George Pell recently said in London that the four cardinals’ letter was “significant.” Do you agree?
It depends what you mean by “significant.” Certainly it has given encouragement to certain environments where there is resistance to the teaching of Amoris Laetitia.

Why hasn’t the pope responded to the cardinals?
The pope doesn’t give binary answers to abstract questions. But that doesn’t mean he hasn’t responded. His response is to approve and to encourage positive pastoral practices. A clear and obvious example was his response to the Buenos Aires area bishops, when he encouraged them and confirmed that their reading of Amoris Laetitia was correct.

In other words, the pope responds by encouraging, and indeed loves to respond to the sincere questions put to him by pastors. The ones who really understand Catholic doctrine are the pastors, because doctrine does not exist for the purpose of debate but for the salus animarum [‘the health of souls’] - for salvation rather than intellectual discussion.
Certain Catholic newspapers and journals in the UK and the U.S. who support the cardinals’ dissenting letter claim that ‘AL’ is essentially “ambiguous” over the question of communion for the divorced and remarried, and that the pope has not settled these questions adequately.
Francis loves dialogue when it is in loyal and sincere and motivated by the good of the Church. The four cardinals’ questions had in truth already been posed during the Synod, where the dialogue was broad, deep and above all frank.

The approval of all the points in the synod final report by a qualified majority is testimony to the high degree of convergence that was achieved. Amoris Laetitia is the mature fruit of the synod.

And in the synod all the necessary responses were given, and more than once. Afterwards many other pastors, among whom were many bishops and cardinals, carried on and deepened the discussion. Amoris Laetitia is very clear.

I think a questioning conscience can easily find all the responses it is seeking, if it is seeking sincerely.

The four cardinals claim to be motivated by a pastoral concern for the good of souls, in order to resolve “doubts which are the cause of disorientation and confusion.” Do you agree? 
All the cardinals can ask the Holy Father whatever they want and if they have doubts they can speak to him and open their hearts to him. A well-founded and discreet dialogue, without media exposure and without seeking to make waves, is always useful. Always.

It’s rather different when a dialogue is used in a calculated way, or when people pose questions in order to place another in difficulty, provoking divisions.

As in this case, however, anything which touches on people’s lives should not be resolved by hitting people over the head with abstractions, but should be dealt with - as the four cardinals have themselves stated - through “calm and respectful reflection and discussion.”

The cardinals want to know whether Amoris Laetitia ever makes possible absolution and Holy Communion for people who are still validly married but having sexual relations with another. They claim that hasn’t been made clear. 
I think that the answer to that has been given, and clearly. When the concrete circumstances of a divorced and remarried couple make feasible a pathway of faith, they can be asked to take on the challenge of living in continence. Amoris Laetitia does not ignore the difficulty of this option, and leaves open the possibility of admission to the Sacrament of Reconciliation when this option is lacking.

In other, more complex circumstances, and when it has not been possible to obtain a declaration of nullity, this option may not be practicable. But it still may be possible to undertake a path of discernment under the guidance of a pastor, which results in a recognition that, in a particular case, there are limitations which attenuate responsibility and guilt - particularly where a person believes they would fall into a worse error, and harm the children of the new union.

In such cases Amoris Laetitia opens the possibility of access to Reconciliation and to the Eucharist, which in turn dispose a person to continuing to mature and grow, fortified by grace.

Their other area of concern is the compatibility of AL with St. John Paul II’s teaching on objective truth and conscience in Veritatis Splendor. They want to know if after AL, church teaching continues to exclude “a creative interpretation of the role of conscience.” 
Amoris Laetitia is underpinned by a clear objectivity of the good and of truth. The proof of it is in the development of understanding and the commitment to carry out what is for the good of man in via [‘along the way’]. We find ourselves here at the very opposite pole from a situational morality in which the norm is perceived as somehow extrinsic to the act that is carried out.

In situational morality the subject is freed from the objective norm, which is conceived in an abstract fashion, in favor of a pragmatism linked to circumstances. The Catechism of the Catholic Church is right to say that “the truth about the moral good, stated in the law of reason, is recognized practically and concretely by the prudent judgment of conscience” (#1780).

The moral justice of a particular concrete act includes, inseparably, the search for the objective norm which I must apply to the complexity of my case, as well as the virtue of prudence, which disposes us to discern in every circumstance our true good.

It is in function of who I am and the context in which I find myself that prudential judgement seeks, judges, chooses that which seems just and right in a concrete case. “When he listens to his conscience, the prudent man can hear God speaking,” as the Catechism (#1777) also says.

St. John Paul II already opened the door to an understanding of the position of the divorced and remarried through the discernment of the different situations which are not objectively identical, thanks to the internal forum.

Francis has taken an important step in obliging us to clarify what had remained implicit in Familiaris consortio, namely the link between an objective situation of sin and the life of grace faced with God and His Church and, as a logical consequence, of the concrete imputability of the sin.

As Cardinal Christoph Schönborn reminded us, Cardinal Ratzinger [the future Pope Benedict XVI] had already explained this in the 1990s: we can no longer automatically speak of a situation of mortal sin in the case of a new union. There cannot exist a general norm which is capable of covering all the particular cases. Just as the general norm remains clear, so it also remains clear that such a norm cannot cover all cases in an objective way.

Which means, I guess, that it’s possible to be objectively culpable without being so subjectively?
In certain cases, when we are in an objective situation of sin without being so subjectively, or at least only partly, it is possible to grow in the life of grace and charity, receiving for this purpose the help of the Church, through the sacraments, including the Eucharist, which is “not a prize for the perfect, but a powerful medicine and nourishment for the weak” (Evangelii Gaudium, 47).
Moving from the general rule to individual cases cannot be made only through considerations of formal situations. It is therefore possible that, in certain cases, a person who is in an objective situation of sin can receive the help of the sacraments, yes.

When the pope speaks of “objectively sinful situations” he is not only referring to cases of different kinds as in Familiaris consortio #84, but in a broader way to include those “who do not objectively embody our understanding of marriage” and whose “individual conscience needs to be better incorporated into the Church’s praxis” (AL #303).

Francis notes at the start of AL (#3) that “each country or region…can seek solutions better suited to its culture and sensitive to its traditions and local needs.” But do you believe that this also allows for latitude in interpretation of AL? Is one bishop’s view of AL as good as another’s? 
No. One thing is to implement AL according to local circumstance, another thing to interpret it differently. Every bishop can find his own way of formulating his pastoral strategy for the family, and indeed, that of the divorced and remarried. The bishop is both doctor and judge and knows how to implement AL, giving concrete expression to the correct interpretation of it.

The pope’s letter to the bishops of Buenos Aires leaves no doubt both that bishops must implement AL according to local needs, and that AL must be correctly interpreted.

The cardinals behind the ‘dubia’ letter are all retired or, in Burke’s case, do not lead a diocese. It’s also striking how many of AL’s critics are lay intellectuals, rather than pastors. Do you sense there is a basic division in the reactions to AL between, as it were, the pastors and legalists?
The best reactions to AL have come from priests with long pastoral experience. They have immediately understood why AL speaks from experience rather than from abstract theory. AL speaks of a pastoral response that is attentive to concrete lives. And the Gospel always takes shape within a concrete life. So those who have been exposed to pastoral ministry get it straight away.

The pope leaves no room for doubt about the teaching of the Church, and in case there should be any, he says that “in no way must the Church desist from proposing the full ideal of marriage, God’s plan in all its grandeur” (#307).

But earlier, using very strong language, he asserts that “it is reductive simply to consider whether or not an individual’s actions correspond to a general law or rule, because that is not enough to discern and ensure full fidelity to God in the concrete life of a human being” (#304). We must not be reductive.

Pastoral ministry always demands the discernment of situations. The Church’s doctrine is that of the Good Shepherd. Pastoral ministry is not a second-rate, or even pragmatic, application of doctrine. Doctrine without the pastoral element is a ‘clashing cymbal’. We have to continually return to the kerygma, to that which is essential and which gives meaning to our whole body of doctrine, in particular to our moral teaching.

What is your sense, overall, of how AL is being accepted by bishops’ conferences across the world? Are most behind it, or must we wait and see?
It’s early days, and it’s difficult to generalize. But from what I see and sense around me, and from the number of invitations I get to present AL to dioceses - most of which sadly I can’t take up - I can say with total certainty there is a great commitment to following the Petrine ministry, to following Francis.

My sense is that the vast majority of the cardinals and bishops are with him, and very few are resisting Amoris Laetitia.
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UPDATE

Michael Voris the most dangerous man in the Catholic Church? Yes, says the Vatican!
http://torontocatholicwitness.blogspot.in/2017/07/michael-voris-most-dangerous-man-in.html
July 16, 2017

The Vatican has marked Michael Voris as a very dangerous man, a threat to the Faith. So dangerous, that he was singled out by the Pope's right hand man. 
In an article published in La Civiltà Cattolica, under the approval of the Secretariat of State, Fr. Antonio Spadaro S.J. excoriated Michael Voris. Voris advocates, "...a political ultraconservatism and uses Christian symbols to impose itself. This abuse is called 'authentic Christianity'."
Fr. Spadaro followed up the article with an interview, elaborating some of points he made in an interview with the ultra-modernist, America. Increasing his rhetoric against Michael Voris Fr. Spadaro also claimed that Voris was transforming: "the church (sic)... into a kind of sect...pure...to impose its vision on society, prescinding any form of dialogue...very conflictive, belligerent...warlike...militant...fringe groups of Catholic integralists". 
Strong words indeed. But is Michael Voris really that dangerous? 
According to the Vatican, it is a resounding "YES". 
In our exclusive publication yesterday of an interview granted by Fr. Aidan McNutty of the Secretariat of State, we know that Voris has been under top secret Vatican surveillance for a number of years. 
We now know that the Vatican has a secret dossier on him. We know that - according to the Vatican - Michael Voris held a secret conclave in Quebec City, Canada and was elected Pope in 2013, following Benedict XVI's abdication. Perhaps this is the genesis of Fr. Spadaro's claim that Voris has set up "a kind of sect". It is interesting that Fr. Spadaro did not come out and openly state that they have information that Michael Voris was elected Pope. This was left to a lesser functionary, Fr. McNutty. 
We also know - again, according to the Vatican - that Michael Voris appointed a Canadian blogger as the new head of the Congregation of the Doctrine of the Faith. Therefore the statements by Fr. Spadaro begin to make sense when he claims that Voris is "belligerent...warlike...militant..." Obviously the Vatican is very concerned that the new Prefect of the CDF will issue doctrinal statements that will contradict recent initiatives that are doctrinal, but being masqueraded as pastoral. It all becomes very murky.  
However, we need to know what you think, dear readers. 
For all of the accusations against Michael Voris, do you really believe he is the most dangerous man in the Church today?
This leads me to my "Question of the Week.
"Who is the most dangerous Catholic alive"?
When voting please not only consider the secret dossier that the Secretariat of State has on Michael Voris. By all means consider the allegations that Michael Voris has established a secret papacy, but also do not forget other issues: rampant homosexuality in the clergy, pedophilia, corruption, money-laundering... Also, consider the state of the Catholic Faith: moral relativism, liturgical abuse, liberalism, feminism, modernism, false ecumenism...
QUESTION: 
WHO IS THE MOST DANGEROUS CATHOLIC ALIVE?
Pope Francis?
Fr. Antonio Spadaro S.J.?
Michael Voris?
Fr. James Martin S.J.?
Vox Cantoris? 
After prayer and thought, PLEASE VOTE. Thank-you.
Vatican-reviewed magazine accuses Catholics of ‘hate’ for supporting Trump 
https://www.lifesitenews.com/news/u.s.-catholics-and-evangelicals-supporting-trump-are-fostering-an-ecumenism
By Pete Baklinski, July 13, 2017

Conservative Catholics in the United States have formed an "ecumenism of hate" with Evangelical Protestants in their united support for President Trump and his policies, claimed an Italian Jesuit magazine that is reviewed by the Vatican prior to publication.
The article published July 13 in La Civiltà Cattolica claims that some U.S. Catholic conservatives have built ties with fundamentalist Evangelicals for political purposes that evince "enormous differences" with Pope Francis.

“Appealing to the values of fundamentalism, a strange form of surprising ecumenism is developing between Evangelical fundamentalists and Catholic Integralists brought together by the same desire for religious influence in the political sphere,” the article states.

“Some who profess themselves to be Catholic express themselves in ways that until recently were unknown in their tradition and using tones much closer to Evangelicals. They are defined as value voters as far as attracting electoral mass support is concerned.”

“There is a well-defined world of ecumenical convergence between sectors that are paradoxically competitors when it comes to confessional belonging. This meeting over shared objectives happens around such themes as abortion, same-sex marriage, religious education in schools and other matters generally considered moral or tied to values. Both Evangelical and Catholic Integralists condemn traditional ecumenism and yet promote an ecumenism of conflict that unites them in the nostalgic dream of a theocratic type of state,” it adds. 

The authors of the report are two of Pope Francis’ close confidantes, editor-in-chief Jesuit Fr. Antonio Spadaro and Marcelo Figueroa, an Argentine Presbyterian pastor who was appointed by the pope to head up his country's edition of the Vatican newspaper, L'Osservatore Romano.

Spadaro and Figueroa state that the “most dangerous prospect for this strange ecumenism” is a “xenophobic and Islamophobic vision that wants walls and purifying deportations.”

“The word ‘ecumenism’ transforms into a paradox, into an ‘ecumenism of hate,’ the writers state. 

“Clearly there is an enormous difference between these concepts and the ecumenism employed by Pope Francis with various Christian bodies and other religious confessions. His is an ecumenism that moves under the urge of inclusion, peace, encounter and bridges,” the writers add. 

The writers specifically name the U.S. Catholic news service Church Militant run by Michael Voris as an example of what they call a “warlike and militant approach” of forcing theology into politics.

“Francis wants to break the organic link between culture, politics, institution and Church. Spirituality cannot tie itself to governments or military pacts for it is at the service of all men and women. Religions cannot consider some people as sworn enemies nor others as eternal friends. Religion should not become the guarantor of the dominant classes. Yet it is this very dynamic with a spurious theological flavor that tries to impose its own law and logic in the political sphere,” they write. 

The traditionalist Catholic blog Rorate Caeli called the article “unprecedented” in its “overreach.”

“Due to its unprecedented nature, and the direct attack it makes on the United States, its current administration (including President Trump and Steve Bannon, one of the President's highest advisors), American Evangelicals, Conservative Catholics in the United States (and Europe and Africa, concerned with the rise of Islamism), and even on a specific website and person (Church Militant and Michael Voris), the article's overreach is nothing if not breathtaking,” the blog stated. 

Wall Street Journal Vatican correspondent Francis Rocca said that it's “unlikely” that the authors would have written the article without the Pope’s “approval, presumed or explicit.”

10 of 154 readers’ comments

1. Francis is pretty ruthless for a man who says "who am I to judge."

2. Father Spadaro was the wacko who said that God could contradict Himself and make 2+2=5 (see page 18). I couldn't care less what he says on any subject.

3. Except that La Civiltà Cattolica is vetted by the Vatican Secretary of State before publishing and Spadaro is its head and he is PF's Jesuit spokesman. –Fr. RP
4. Does that make him not a wacko?
5. No. It makes him a wacko who should be listened to if one wants to understand the mind of Pope Francis. So, yes, one should care what he says as it is relevant to the current situation gripping the Church. –Fr. RP
6. This is the result of a social Marxist inhabiting the Holy See and empowering the most vile of the vile within the Church to carry his water.
Pope Francis has been sowing division from day one and continues to do so, and it is purposeful and fueled by hatred for the West, and much of the Church and her history. He is trying to make a utopia out of 'Religion' and dictate to all what it contains.

"Francis wants to break the organic link between culture, politics, institution and Church." Get that? The organic link must be broken! Who is the one who formed the organic link, would that not be God? So, Poland is evil and Germany/France are good in the eye of Pope Francis: Yet Poland is Catholic and Germany and France are secular socialistic atheistic states that are being transformed into a European Caliphate. –Fr. RP
7. I'm in full agreement with your views Father.
BTW have you read this article: https://www.reuters.com/art... If that's the twisted way the Pope views America, then he really is the NWO shill that I've always suspected he was.

The sooner that this man, with his grossly distorted political views, ends his term as Pope the better.

8. Yes I have, now combine that with the recent article from the Papal Spokesman Spadaro and the Presbyterian head (that's right Presbyterian) of the Argentine edition of the L'Osservatore Romano: https://laciviltacattolica.... and you have got a pretty good picture of PF's religious and political world view and it isn't pretty or even close to Catholic. Remember the Hammer and Sickle Crucifix? Yes, it means what we thought it meant. –Fr. RP
9. Thanks Father, I took a look at it. Spadoro is certainly no Catholic - among everything else, I noted Spadaro's particularly vindictive attack on 'white' people from the Deep South for rejecting 'climate change'. How utterly appalling.
You're right, both articles present a pretty good picture of PF's religious and political world view - and it isn't pretty.

10. 
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Pretty much sums it up. –Fr. RP
(QUO VADIS PAPA FRANCISCO 34-POPE FRANCIS AND THE HAMMER AND SICKLE CRUCIFIX 
http://ephesians-511.net/docs/QUO_VADIS_PAPA_FRANCISCO_34-POPE_FRANCIS_AND_THE_HAMMER_AND_SICKLE_CRUCIFIX.doc)
There's a War of Religion, but the Pope Keeps Quiet or Stammers

In the face of the offensive of radical Islam, Francis’s idea is that “we must soothe the conflict.” And forget Regensburg. With serious harm also to the reformist currents of Islam.
http://chiesa.espresso.repubblica.it/articolo/1350927?eng=y EXTRACT
By Sandro Magister, Rome, November 21, 2014 
It is impossible not to see in this the features of a “war of Islam” pushed to the extreme, fought in the name of Allah. It is illusory to deny the Islamic origin of this unbridled theological violence. This has been published even by the officially supervised “La Civiltà Cattolica,” only to be contradicted afterward by its fearsome director, Antonio Spadaro, the Jesuit who plays the role of Francis's interpreter.
Fr. Spadaro is a vocal opponent of the Extraordinary Form of the Mass.

See http://www.catholicherald.co.uk/news/2016/07/11/cardinal-nichols-discourages-priests-from-celebrating-mass-ad-orientem/ and http://www.firstthings.com/web-exclusives/2016/07/whos-afraid-of-ad-orientem.

Fr. Spadaro is known for his controversial tweets:

“Fr. Antonio Spadaro tweeted a photo of the Pope greeting a couple who “prefer to live together without getting married”.”
Fr. Spadaro was part of the controversial Synod on the Family.
The controversial Spadaro seminar … caused some suspicion because it was organized right before the … October 4-25 Synod of Bishops on the Family.
Source https://www.lifesitenews.com/news/germanys-bishops-discuss-decentralizing-the-church-in-meeting-with-pope-fra
Fr. Spadaro backs the heretical Apostolic Exhortation Amoris Laetitia and Footnote 351:
Father Spadaro: Amoris Laetitia Is a Jesuit Document 
https://zenit.org/articles/interview-amoris-laetitia-is-new-step-forward-in-understanding-of-gospel-says-father-spadaro/ 

April 11, 2016

According to Director of La Civiltà Cattolica, Pope Francis’ Apostolic Exhortation Is an Important Step in Church’s Historical Journey, in Which Attention to Salvation of Souls Is Central

There is no change in doctrine, however, there is an evolution in the understanding of the Gospel and in the understanding of the doctrine itself. Commenting in the heat of the moment on the Post-Synodal Apostolic Exhortation Amoris Laetitia, the Director of the Jesuit Magazine La Civiltà Cattolica, Jesuit Father Antonio Spadaro, identified in Pope Francis’ document a distinctly Jesuit approach, which puts before everything the personal relation with God of every individual believer, with all the process of discernment that stems from it.

In an interview with ZENIT, Father Spadaro also pointed out similarities and differences between Amoris Laetitia and Pope Wojtyla’s Familiaris Consortio and other documents of previous teaching, revealing how there is between them an essential “continuity” but, with time, there has also been an evolution of thought in the knowledge of human situations.

***

ZENIT: Father Spadaro, in the recently published Apostolic Exhortation, Pope Francis insists very much on “discernment” and on “conscience” — they are two concepts that are very dear to you, Jesuits.

Father Spadaro: Certainly. This document puts at the center two fundamental concepts: the truth of the Gospel and people’s conscience, understanding them not in opposition but in profound connection. Discernment in fact is this: to discover, concretely and not in the abstract, what God wills for my life, with all my capacities and difficulties. There are consciences that know perfectly what the evangelical ideal is but, at the same time, because of their own personal limitations, have a hard time adapting themselves to it. Therefore, it is necessary to understand what the Lord wants in that situation and to value also the small steps that a person can take.

ZENIT: Is what is said true, therefore, that the pastoral approach changes but not the Doctrine?

Father Spadaro: It depends on what we understand as Doctrine. Doctrine is not a rock that falls from Heaven and remains immobile forever. There is certainly an evolution of the pastoral approach but, at the same time, there is an evolution in the understanding of the Gospel. The evangelical principles remain perfectly intact. The Gospel is not understood as a rock but as bread that gives nourishment. At the same time, there is an evolution of the Doctrine. There are so many cases in the history of the Church in which principles have remained firm but the understanding of the principles has led to a doctrinal evolution: we think of religious freedom, of slavery, of the death penalty, of the appreciation of other religions, of salvation, of the need to be part of the Catholic Church. Therefore, this document is part of this great process of the Church’s journey in history and of an evolution in the understanding of the Gospel.

ZENIT: You spoke of “salvation.” Do you think on the part of the Pontiff and of the Synodal Fathers there was renewed attention to the subject of the welfare of souls?

Father Spadaro: Yes, absolutely. At the general level, the element that seems to me that is emerging more forcefully from this Apostolic Exhortation is the pastoral understanding of the Doctrine, by which the Doctrine has no meaning if it is not geared to the salus animarum of which the last canon of the Code of Canon Law speaks. The salvation of souls must remain the absolute and inexorable reference.
ZENIT: The general feeling, nevertheless, is that this Apostolic Exhortation does not in fact put a tombstone on the debate on the family today. Are you also of this opinion?

Father Spadaro: It is absolutely clear that this Apostolic Exhortation does not put stones above anything. We are before a passage in the journey that the Church undertakes, as was Familiaris Consortio at the time of Saint John Paul II, or Benedict XVI’s Sacramentum Caritatis. They are stages of a journey that generates a debate and a comparison and this certainly is also a crucial and significant moment.

ZENIT: What are the main similarities and differences set off between Familiaris Consortio and Amoris Laetitia?

Father Spadaro: There is both a dimension of continuity and a dimension — not so much of discontinuity but — of evolution within a thought. Held in consideration is how, in Familiaris Consortio, John Paul II spoke of the prohibition of Communion to the divorced and remarried, as a general norm, valid for all, making the exception, however, for those that live a common family life but abstain from sexual relations. Therefore, he posed a condition that, however, was not at the same level of the norm. Pope Wojtyla affirmed in fact that, in some cases, remarried divorced <persons> must continue to live together for the good of the children. For his part, Benedict XVI expressed an encouragement to live this situation.

Amoris Laetitia affirms essentially that all cases cannot be enclosed within a valid general norm for all, always and in every case. Hence the discernment of which we spoke earlier: there is continuity but, has happens with Familiaris Consortio, Amoris Laetitia also moves toward a more profound dimension of human situations.

Vatican-approved magazine: Exhortation opens door to Holy Communion for remarried divorcees

https://www.lifesitenews.com/news/vatican-approved-newspaper-exhortation-allows-holy-communion-for-remarried 

By Claire Chretien and John Jalsevac, April 13, 2016 EXTRACT
Two of Pope Francis' close collaborators, including Cardinal Schönborn, are claiming that he has indeed sought to change Church practice on Communion.

As Catholics around the world debate the implications of Pope Francis’ controversial apostolic exhortation on the family, Amoris Laetitia, two of his close collaborators are suggesting that he has indeed opened the door to the possibility of granting Communion to remarried divorcees – a practice condemned by previous popes as a violation of Scripture and Church teaching.

Both Cardinal Christoph Schönborn, who the pope chose to present the exhortation last week, and Jesuit Father Antonio Spadaro, a close advisor of the pope who reportedly helped draft the exhortation, have made that claim in recent days. 

Spadaro, editor of La Civiltà Cattolica, a Jesuit journal approved by the Vatican prior to publication, wrote that Amoris Laetitia marks an “evolution” in the way the Church will approach its “accompaniment” of those living in situations that the Church teaches are objectively sinful.

In particular, he says, it incorporates a new, more open, method of discernment of individual cases, one that is "without limits on integration, as appeared in the past." This integration, he says, quoting the exhortation, "in certain cases can include the help of the sacraments," even in cases where there might be "an objective situation of sin." 

In terms of what those past limits were that are no longer in effect, Spadaro specifically singles out the "condition" laid out in Pope St. John Paul II’s Familiaris Consortio and Pope Benedict XVI’s Sacramentum Caritatis - namely that couples in an adulterous second union who are unable to separate for serious reasons can be readmitted to the Sacraments only on condition that they live together in "complete continence" - i.e. without engaging in marital intimacy. 

Spadaro makes the controversial claim that by proposing a discernment "without limits" - including the limit of continence - Francis in fact "moves forward" in the same direction as his predecessors. Instead of such limits on integration, he says, the exhortation places the question back into the realm of conscience. Again quoting the exhortation, he says that conscience can sometimes "recognize with sincerity and honesty what for now is the most generous response which can be given to God, and come to see with a certain moral security that it is what God himself is asking amid the concrete complexity of one’s limits, while yet not fully the objective ideal.”

The Jesuit editor concludes his article: "The pastoral practice of 'all or nothing' seems more sure to the 'rigorist' theologians, but it inevitably leads to a 'Church of the pure.' Valuing formal perfection before all else and as an end in itself brings the risk of unfortunately covering up many behaviors that are in fact hypocritical and pharisaic."

https://www.lifesitenews.com/news/pope-francis-i-dont-remember-controversial-footnote-in-exhortation:

Footnote 351 also took center stage in the analysis published by Father Antonio Spadaro, the Jesuit priest who edits La Civiltà Cattolica, a Jesuit journal approved by the Vatican prior to publication. Spadaro’s analysis is of vital importance, not only because he is known to be a close personal friend and advisor of Pope Francis’, but also because he is believed to have been personally involved in drafting the exhortation.

Citing footnote 351, Spadaro argued that Amoris Laetitia marks an “evolution” in the way the Church will approach its “accompaniment” of those in irregular unions. Spadaro argues that the exhortation introduces a new form of discernment, one that is "without limits on integration, as appeared in the past.” Speaking of past limits that are no longer in effect, he singles out Pope John Paul II’s requirement that couples in adulterous second unions live in “complete continence” before returning to the Sacraments.

https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Antonio_Spadaro EXTRACT
Antonio Spadaro (born 6 July 1966) is an Italian Jesuit priest, journalist and writer. He has been the editor in chief of the Jesuit-affiliated journal La Civiltà Cattolica since 2011. He is also a consultor to both the Pontifical Council for Culture and the Pontifical Council for Social Communications. According to the Financial Times, he is "very close to Pope Francis", who is also a Jesuit.
Spadaro has long been associated with the journal La Civiltà Cattolica, which, although controlled by the Jesuits, is considered the nearest to an officially sanctioned journal of the Vatican City. Spadaro was appointed as the editor in chief of the journal on 6 September 2011. The first issue of the journal under the new editor was published on 1 October 2011. His networking activity is linked, in addition to his presence on social media networks, to the administration of a personal website and two blogs: one dedicated to CyberTeology and one dedicated to US writer Flannery O'Connor.
On 10 December 2011, Pope Benedict XVI appointed him the consultant of the Pontifical Council for Culture and on 29 December 2011, also a consultant to the Pontifical Council for Social Communications. In January 2012 he received the prestigious "Le Buone Notizie - Civitas Casertana" prize in Caserta, one of the most important Italian journalism prizes, unique in its kind at international level. In August 2013 he met several times with Pope Francis on behalf of La Civiltà Cattolica and fifteen other editors of Jesuit journal. The content of the conversations was published as an interview in September 2013 and was widely reported on by the international press.

Spadaro was at the center of an international controversy between the Vatican City and the United States in July 2017 as he made political statements attacking the supporters of the sitting President of the United States and American political life in general (which he describes as Manichaean) in an article entitled “Evangelical Fundamentalism and Catholic Integralism." The article was co-authored by the Argentine Presbyterian Marcelo Figueroa (also close to Bergoglio) and was published in the Jesuit journal La Civiltà Cattolica, approved by the Vatican (the journal is reviewed and approved by the Cardinal Secretary of State before publishing, in this case; Cardinal Pietro Parolin). Claims made by Spadaro and Figueroa in the article include that President Donald Trump's administration is responsible for promoting an “apocalyptic geopolitics”, comparing American conservative Christians to ISIS.
Spadaro took aim at American Catholics who supported the conservative movement and American president Donald Trump in particular. Spadaro published an article in which he criticized U.S. President Trump's advisor Steve Bannon for his ideological ties to Calvinist theologian Rousas John Rushdoony in spite of his Catholic faith.[1] As well as this he singled out the media organisation Church Militant of Michael Voris, for "shocking rhetoric." Spadaro claimed that American Catholics and Protestants working together against abortion, same-sex marriage, for religious education in schools and what Spadaro calls "xenophobia and Islamophobia", is an "ecumenism of hate." This Spadaro contrasts with the "tolerant" liberal ecumenism of the Bergoglistas. While praised by liberals such as the National Catholic Reporter, Spadaro's article received criticism from conservatives published in Breitbart News, The Catholic World Report, CatholicCulture.org, The American Catholic, LifeSiteNews The Catholic Thing  and Church Militant (which was itself attacked in the article) feeding into a wider conservative Catholic backlash against the policies of Jorge Bergoglio and the Jesuits.

UPDATE

‘2 + 2 can make 5’? Papal confidante denies the certainty of Catholic faith

https://www.lifesitenews.com/opinion/2-2-can-make-5-papal-confidante-denies-the-certainty-of-catholic-faith
By Matthew McCusker, (Voice of the Family), January 13, 2017
Rev Antonio Spadaro S.J., editor-in-chief of La Civiltà Cattolica and confidante of Pope Francis, stirred controversy when he stated on Twitter last week:

[image: image4.png]‘Theology is not #Mathematics. 2 + 2n #Theology can make 5, Becauseit has
todowith #God and real #lfe of #people...

— Antonio Spadaro (@antoniospadarc) January 5, 2017




"Two and two makes four” is frequently used as an example of a statement which is obviously true and “Two and two can make five” as an example of an obvious untruth. It is often used in the context of the abuse of power by those who would impose falsehood on others in order to strengthen that power and impose their ideology. The most famous example of this kind of usage is probably that of George Orwell who wrote, in Nineteen Eighty-Four, that:

In the end the Party would announce that two and two, made five and you would have to believe it. It was inevitable that they should make that claim sooner or later: the logic of their position demanded it. Not merely the validity of experience, but the very existence of external reality, was tacitly denied by their philosophy.
Orwell’s words could almost be used as a commentary on Rev Antonio Spadaro’s statement. Spadaro is a vocal defender of the Apostolic Exhortation Amoris Laetitia, which many commentators consider to stand in direct contradiction on very many points, to the teaching of the Catholic Church. It is because of these contradictions, according to a natural interpretation of the text, that four cardinals privately requested clarification from Pope Francis as to the meaning of a number of these passages. Pope Francis made it clear to the cardinals that he was not going to answer their dubia, prompting them to bring their questions to the attention of the universal Church. Since the publication of the dubia, figures close to Pope Francis, such as Antonio Spadaro, have made it clear that they do not expect an answer to be forthcoming.
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Defenders of the above propositions in Amoris Laetitia are in the unenviable position of having at one and the same time to assent (or at least publicly profess to assent) both to the teaching of the Catholic Church and to statements in Amoris Laetitia that, according to any reasonable interpretation, would naturally seem to contradict that doctrine. However for the intellect to assent, at the same time, to two contradictory propositions is contrary to its own nature, which is to know the truth. It is impossible for two contradictory propositions to be true at the same time; this is the law of non-contradiction. Those who attempt to adhere both to the Catholic faith and these propositions in Amoris Laetitia are forced to violate this first principle of human reasoning, without which it is impossible for human beings to assent to anything as certain. If two contradictory propositions are both held to be true at the same time then this necessarily implies a denial of the existence of an objective truth that can be certainly known by human reason and thus the existence of propositions that can be affirmed as true or false.

It is little surprise then to see that a member of the “party” defending Amoris Laetitia is now announcing that, in theology, two and two can make five, because, to borrow Orwell’s words “it was inevitable that they should make that claim sooner or later: the logic of their position demanded it.”

Theology is a more certain science than mathematics
Rev. Antonio Spadaro’s central claim is that whereas in mathematics two and two always make four, such is not necessarily the case in theology. While Spadaro does not explain his position in more detail the obvious conclusion to draw is that one cannot reach the same kind of certainty in theological questions as one can in mathematics. He seems to imply that whereas mathematics is an objective science in which there is always a right and a wrong answer, theology is more subjective and its conclusions need not be regarded as always true or false.

This position is wholly false. Theology is a science which has God as its primary object, and divine revelation as its secondary object. St Thomas tells us, in the first question of the Summa Theologica, that theology has a “greater certitude” than any other science. [1] Mathematics, and other similar speculative sciences, “derive their certitude from the natural light of human reason, which can err.” Theology on the other hand “derives its certitude from the light of divine knowledge, which cannot be misled.” Thus the Church can call upon Catholics to give full and certain assent to everything that the Church defines and teaches as being revealed by God, and reject everything that stands in contradiction to it.

Catholics are called, with the assistance of divine grace, to persevere in the practice of the theological virtue of faith, “whereby, inspired and assisted by the grace of God, we believe that the things which He has revealed are true; not because of the intrinsic truth of the things, viewed by the natural light of reason, but because of the authority of God Himself who reveals them, and Who can neither be deceived nor deceive.”[2]

Agnosticism and Modernism
In Nineteen Eighty-Four George Orwell identifies the denial of “not merely the validity of experience, but the very existence of external reality” as being at the root of the Party’s assertion that “two plus two made five.” This is of relevance to us in the context of our discussion concerning the objective nature of theology.

The heresy of modernism denies the ability of the human intellect to assent with certainty to the truth of any reality beyond the sensory order. For the adherent of modernism “human reason is confined entirely within the field of phenomena, that is to say, to things that are perceptible to the senses, and in the manner in which they are perceptible; it has no right and no power to transgress these limits."[3] In this system human reason is “incapable of lifting itself up to God, and of recognising his existence, even by means of visible things.”[4] It is therefore impossible for man to give absolute assent to any doctrine concerning God or the supernatural order.

Therefore while modernism does not deny the validity of sensory experience or the existence of an external reality per se, it does deny the validity of sensory experience in assisting us in adhering with certainty to conclusions about external reality beyond sensory phenomena. Thus it makes it impossible to affirm that any theological proposition is certainly true, and thus, once these premises are accepted, anything might be true in theology – even a proposition on the same level of absurdity as “two and two makes five.”
Divine revelation is for our salvation
In the first article of the first question of the Summa Theologica St Thomas Aquinas explains the true nobility of the science of theology:

It was necessary for man’s salvation that there should be a knowledge revealed by God besides philosophical science built up by human reason. Firstly, indeed, because man is directed to God, as to an end that surpasses the grasp of his reason: ‘The eye hath not seen, O God, besides Thee, what things Thou hast prepared for them that wait for Thee’ (Isaiah 64:4). But the end must first be known by men who are to direct their thoughts and actions to the end. Hence it was necessary for the salvation of man that certain truths which exceed human reason should be made known to him by divine revelation. [5]

These truths are a gift from God to enable us to enjoy eternal happiness with Him. Let us honour God by adhering to them with certain and unwavering faith.

 

Notes:
[1] St Thomas Aquinas, Summa Theologica, I. q.1 a.5.

[2] First Vatican Council, Dogmatic Constitution on the Catholic Faith.
[3] Pope St Pius X, Pascendi dominici gregis, (1908), No. 6.

[4] Pascendi, No. 6.

[5] Summa Theologica, I. q.1 a.1.
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1. I have a hard time believing that Antonio Spadaro S.J. isn't some kind of plant to make the liberal Jesuits and the pope look bad. Because he is so, so bad.

This is another contrast between Christianity and Islam by the way. In Christianity God is the God of Reason, and would not contradict it. In Islam Allah can be completely irrational and we would be expected to be irrational right alongside him.

2. Spadaro (Society of Judas) claims that “Theology is not #Mathematics. 2 + 2 in #Theology can make 5.”

My reaction: Mathematics reveals the wonder of God’s precision in creation and is a central tool used all the time by engineers who, unlike most theologians, actually design and build useful things.

By contrast Theology (90% of) is the breeding ground of educated idiots, perverted poets, moronic musicians, heinous
heretics, dastardly deists and lying hounds who produce nothing but needless arguments and division.

3. I'm not sure that you would refer to the Jesuits as the Society of Judas if you remembered that when Pope Paul VI wanted to issue Humanae Vitae and the priests to which he gave the assignment to write the report supporting his thesis refused to assent to it, that it was the Jesuits to whom Pope Paul VI turned and the Jesuits who wrote in support of Humanae Vitae.

I haven’t seen a single other comment in favour of the Jesuits over the past few months… or years. -Michael

4. When Rev. Anthony Spadaro says things such as 2+2 can equal five in theology, he's actually demonstrating great disrespect for language, reason, God and his listener. To humanly communicate effectively there needs to be respect for words, meaning and care for those who are listening. Spadaro has no use for any of this and it's the reason to dismiss what he says as dangerous theological nonsense.

Cardinal Müller on Amoris Laetitia, Paul Ehrlich, Antonio Spadaro and the Three Dismissed Priests

https://onepeterfive.com/cardinal-muller-amoris-laetitia-paul-ehrlich-antonio-spadaro-three-dismissed-priests 

By Maike Hickson, May 26, 2017
Yesterday, 25 May, the Catholic channel EWTN aired an interview of Raymond Arroyo’s The World Over which was conducted a week ago with Cardinal Gerhard Müller, the Prefect of the Congregation for the Doctrine of the Faith (CDF). In this interview – which was conducted in English – the German cardinal touches upon several important matters which are of interest to the larger Catholic world.

When Raymond Arroyo asks Cardinal Müller about the post-synodal exhortation Amoris Laetitia and the confusion stemming from it, the cardinal first states: “It is absolutely impossible that the pope, as the successor of St. Peter, the Vicar of Jesus Christ for the Universal Church, [would] present a doctrine which is plainly against the words of Jesus Christ.” The pope and the magisterium are “merely the interpreter” of the words of Christ, and the “doctrine on indissolubility of matrimony is absolutely clear,” explains the cardinal.

In Müller’s eyes, the pope intends with Amoris Laetitia “to help, to have in his sight,” all those people who live “in the secularized world” and “who do not have a full understanding what is a Christian life.” “He does not want to say: ‘Either you accept absolutely all from the beginning or you are absolutely out.’” The German cardinal explains that “we must lead them as good pastors until [up to] this point that they could accept completely the Christian doctrine and Christian life and our understanding.”

With regard to the famous footnote in Amoris Laetitia according to which it is possible to have, under certain conditions, access to the Sacraments while living together as a “remarried” couple, Cardinal Müller explains that this only applies to those “who live as brother and sister” after “a conversion of the heart, penitence” and the “intention not to sin again.” “It is impossible to live with two legal wives,” he adds. “We don’t accept polygamy!”
It is in this context – and after explaining that doctrine and pastoral care always go together – that Cardinal Müller makes a side remark about Father Antonio Spadaro’s recent tweet according to which, in theology, 2 and 2 does not need to make four, but can be five:
Some of those people who present themselves as a counselor of the pope, [saying] that the theology, the pastoral [care] for two and four [sic – two] can be five, that is not possible, because we have the theology.

When Raymond Arroyo, in his searching questions, raises the problem that Pope Francis himself has encouraged the Argentine bishops in their progressive understanding of Amoris Laetitia, Cardinal Müller responds that he is not glad “that the bishops interpret the pope, the pope interprets the bishops,” adding: “We have some rules how to act in the Church.” The cardinal adds that, after two synods and a papal authoritative word in this matter, the discussion should be “finished.”

When asked about the dubia and whether they should be answered by the Holy Father, Cardinal Müller says that, with regard to the content of the dubia, these are “legitimate questions to the pope.” However, he regrets that “that it came out into the public,” causing “tensions between the pope and some cardinals.” “This is not good in our world of mass media,” concludes the cardinals, adding that “our enemies are glad to see our Church in a certain confusion.”

Moreover, Cardinal Müller distances himself from the misunderstandings on “both sides” or camps during the two family synods, saying that this had to do with “prejudices” and “an ideological view of things.” “Some argued too ideologically,” and thought that “we must fight for our ideas,” he explains, yet “we have the responsibility for the unity of the Church.” “It is not good to make a pressure group,” “to enter as a pressure group for one’s own ideas in the synod.” There are in the Church today “two wings, two ideological wing, extremes,” adds the German cardinals. “Everybody wants to win the battle against the other.” But, says Cardinal Müller, “the Revelation of God unites” and “it is not our task to unify in a totalitarian way.” It is wrong, according to Müller, to think “everybody must think like me.”

It seems that here, Cardinal Müller distanced himself, not only from the progressive camp, but also from those conservative prelates who tried to defend the traditional Catholic teaching on marriage during the two synods.

With regard to the question of the female deaconate, Cardinal Müller makes it clear that there cannot be a sacramental female deaconate and that Pope Francis established his study commission merely in order to find out more ways of participation in the Church for women.

Raymond Arroyo also asks the German cardinal whether the invitation of Paul Ehrlich and other progressive speakers at the Vatican is disturbing for him. In response, Cardinal Müller explains that, as a former academician, “I can discuss with everybody,” but “we must avoid the impression” of a relativization. “These people might be good scientists, but anthropologically, they [these secular academicians] have some lacks [deficiencies],” but we must “always have respect” for the natural law and the dignity of man, explains the cardinal. It is important to highlight the “right to life,” according to Cardinal Müller. “Overpopulation of the world could be a problem [sic], but we cannot resolve it with the killing of the half of mankind.”

When asked whether he is worried about giving moral credence to these speakers, Müller responds: “That could be the danger.” “Pope Francis was very clear against the gender ideology against transhumanism,” he adds. Pope Francis, in Müller’s eyes, “wants not to exclude these people” but wants them to learn from our “good anthropology” and have more “respect for human life.”

Moreover, Cardinal Müller confirms the idea that this approach is part of Pope Francis’ “evangelical hand held out to them,” as Arroyo puts it. The Church was once “a little bit separated from other groups,” seeming to be a little bit by itself, explains Cardinal Müller, and the pope wants now to reach out more to other groups in society.

With regard to the story about the three CDF priests who were dismissed around Christmas 2016 (as Marco Tosatti reported), upon the order of Pope Francis, Cardinal Müller makes it clear that he was opposed to the measure taken: “I am in favor of a better treatment of our officials in the Holy See because we cannot only speak about the social doctrine, we must also respect it.” The German distances himself “absolutely” from this dismissal which was not based on the fact that they committed a “mistake.” Müller does not want to participate in a form of a “court system”: “I am not a man of court [courtier].” For the employees of the Congregation for the Doctrine, orthodoxy and competence have to be the reasons for their employment, explains the cardinal.

When asked about the possible reconciliation with the Society of St. Pius X, Cardinal Müller responds with the words: “It needs time,” because it is not only about “signing a document” but also about the change of heart. Some of the members of the SSPX, he adds, think “we [ourselves] are the right Catholics.” They have to accept the “hierarchical communion” of the Church, as well as the creed, the pope’s authority and the councils. A “deeper reconciliation” is needed, according to Müller.

Cardinal Müller also explains to Raymond Arroyo that he generally agrees with Cardinal Robert Sarah’s claim that we have a “crisis of the liturgy,” but he insists that this crisis goes back to before the Second Vatican Council. The loss of the sense of the “mystery” at Holy Mass was a problem which already Romano Guardini discussed, says Cardinal Müller. It depends on the “inner attitude” as to whether one has a “life in God,” and not so much because of the “exterior forms.” The German cardinal states that, also with the traditional Latin Mass, one could celebrate Mass quickly – even in ten minutes – without entering into the mystery of the Mass.

His desire, Cardinal Müller says at the conclusion of the interview, is to “help to overcome secularization,” i.e., the “life without God.” In the face of his burdens as the Prefect of the CDF, Cardinal Müller insists that “with the help of Grace, we can confront all these questions.” In light of this new interview, it might be worthwhile considering what Professor Anna Silvas recently said at the Lay Conference on Amoris Laetitia in Rome:
There is one group however, whose approach I find very strange: the intentionally orthodox among higher prelates and theologians who treat the turmoil arising from Amoris Laetitia as a matter of ‘misinterpretations’. They will focus on the text alone, abstracted from any of the known antecedents in the words and acts of Pope Francis himself or its wider historical context. 
It is as if they interpose a chasm that cannot be crossed between the person of the Pope on the one hand, over whose signature this document was published, and the ‘text’ of the document on the other hand. With the Holy Father safely quarantined out of all consideration, they are free to address the problem, which they identify as ‘misuse’ of the text. They then express the pious plea that the Holy Father will ‘correct’ these errors.

No doubt the perceived constraints of piety to the successor of [Saint] Peter account for these contorted manoeuvres. I know, I know! We have been facing down that conundrum for a year or longer. But to any sane and thoughtful reader, who, in the words of the 45 Theologian’s Censures, is ‘not trying to twist the words of the document in any direction, but … take the natural or the immediate impression of the meaning of the words to be correct’, this smacks of a highly wrought artificiality.

Raymond Arroyo has now posted a full transcript of this interview on his Facebook.
Readers have left 234 comments
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QUO VADIS PAPA FRANCISCO 40-THE PURGE OF THE CONGREGATION FOR DIVINE WORSHIP 

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

http://ephesians-511.net/docs/QUO_VADIS_PAPA_FRANCISCO_42-PRO-SOCIALISM_ANTI-CAPITALISM.doc
QUO VADIS PAPA FRANCISCO 43-FIRST-EVER ANGLICAN SERVICE IN VATICANS ST PETERS BASILICA
http://ephesians-511.net/docs/QUO_VADIS_PAPA_FRANCISCO_43-FIRST-EVER_ANGLICAN_SERVICE_IN_VATICANS_ST_PETERS_BASILICA.doc 

QUO VADIS PAPA FRANCISCO 44-ARE THESE RUMOURS OR ARE INTERRELIGIOUS MASSES NEXT 

http://ephesians-511.net/docs/QUO_VADIS_PAPA_FRANCISCO_44-ARE_THESE_RUMOURS_OR_ARE_INTERRELIGIOUS_MASSES_NEXT.doc
QUO VADIS PAPA FRANCISCO 45-CRITICISM OF TRADITIONAL RELIGIOUS ORDERS AND THE TRIDENTINE MASS 
http://ephesians-511.net/docs/QUO_VADIS_PAPA_FRANCISCO_45-CRITICISM_OF_TRADITIONAL_RELIGIOUS_ORDERS_AND_THE_TRIDENTINE_MASS.doc 

QUO VADIS PAPA FRANCISCO 46-CLIMATE OF FEAR IN THE VATICAN 
http://ephesians-511.net/docs/QUO_VADIS_PAPA_FRANCISCO_46-CLIMATE_OF_FEAR_IN_THE_VATICAN.doc
QUO VADIS PAPA FRANCISCO 47-CRASS COMMENTS AND AD HOMINEM ATTACKS ON FAITHFUL CATHOLICS 

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

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

http://ephesians-511.net/docs/QUO_VADIS_PAPA_FRANCISCO_55-BRUTAL_DISMISSAL_OF_CARDINAL_MULLER_AS_PREFECT_OF_THE_CDF.doc 

QUO VADIS PAPA FRANCISCO 56-HELL BENT ON THE DESTRUCTION OF CHRISTIANITY (POLITICISATION/ILLEGAL IMMIGRATION)
http://ephesians-511.net/docs/QUO_VADIS_PAPA_FRANCISCO_56-HELL_BENT_ON_THE_DESTRUCTION_OF_CHRISTIANITY.doc 

QUO VADIS PAPA FRANCISCO 57-MORE NON-CATHOLIC EXPERTS ENTER THE VATICAN UNDER ARCHBISHOP PAGLIA 

http://ephesians-511.net/docs/QUO_VADIS_PAPA_FRANCISCO_57-MORE_NON-CATHOLIC_EXPERTS_ENTER_THE_VATICAN_UNDER_ARCHBISHOP_PAGLIA.doc
QUO VADIS PAPA FRANCISCO 58-HIS NEW PONTIFICAL ACADEMY FOR DEATH 

http://ephesians-511.net/docs/QUO_VADIS_PAPA_FRANCISCO_58-HIS_NEW_PONTIFICAL_ACADEMY_FOR_DEATH.doc 
QUO VADIS PAPA FRANCISCO 59-HERESY-GOD CANNOT BE GOD WITHOUT MAN 

http://ephesians-511.net/docs/QUO_VADIS_PAPA_FRANCISCO_59-HERESY-GOD_CANNOT_BE_GOD_WITHOUT_MAN.doc
QUO VADIS PAPA FRANCISCO 60-RESHAPING THE COLLEGE OF CARDINALS TO INFLUENCE THE FUTURE OF THE CHURCH 
http://ephesians-511.net/docs/QUO_VADIS_PAPA_FRANCISCO_60-RESHAPING_THE_COLLEGE_OF_CARDINALS_TO_INFLUENCE_THE_FUTURE_OF_THE-CHURCH.doc
QUO VADIS PAPA FRANCISCO 61-CURIAL CARDINAL QUESTIONS POPE LEO XIII DECLARATION ON NULLITY OF ANGLICAN ORDERS 

http://ephesians-511.net/docs/QUO_VADIS_PAPA_FRANCISCO_61-CURIAL_CARDINAL_QUESTIONS_POPE_LEO_XIII_DECLARATION_ON_NULLITY_OF_ANGLICAN_ORDERS.doc
AMORIS LAETITIA AND THE CURRENT CRISIS IN THE CHURCH 
http://ephesians-511.net/docs/AMORIS_LAETITIA_AND_THE_CURRENT_CRISIS_IN_THE_CHURCH.doc 
AMORIS LAETITIA AND THE GAY MAFIA IN THE VATICAN 01 
http://ephesians-511.net/docs/AMORIS_LAETITIA_AND_THE_GAY_MAFIA_IN_THE_VATICAN_01.doc
AMORIS LAETITIA-THE SSPX ANALYSIS AND CRITICISM

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

http://ephesians-511.net/docs/POPE_FRANCIS_APOSTOLIC_EXHORTATION_AMORIS_LAETITIA_ACCUSED_OF_HERESY_BY_45_THEOLOGIANS.doc
POPE FRANCIS HIMSELF QUESTIONED ORTHODOXY OF AMORIS LAETITIA 
http://ephesians-511.net/docs/POPE_FRANCIS_HIMSELF_QUESTIONED_ORTHODOXY_OF_AMORIS_LAETITIA.doc
2016-THE YEAR POPE FRANCIS FINALLY SHOWED HIS HAND

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

http://ephesians-511.net/docs/AN_OPEN_LETTER_ON_THE_CRISIS_IN_THE_CHURCH-ARCHBISHOP_PAWEL.doc 

AN OPEN LETTER TO POPE FRANCIS-FR GEORGE DAVID BYERS 

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

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

http://ephesians-511.net/docs/CARDINAL_OSWALD_GRACIAS_INTERPRETS_POPE_FRANCIS_PERSONAL_REMARK_ON_HOMOSEXUALS_AS_CHURCH_TEACHING.doc
CATHOLIC OPPOSITION TO POPE FRANCIS GROWING
http://ephesians-511.net/docs/CATHOLIC_OPPOSITION_TO_POPE_FRANCIS_GROWING.doc
HOMOSEXUALITY INSIDE THE VATICAN 

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

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

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


http://ephesians-511.net/docs/A-Z_LIST_OF_CONCERNS_WITH_POPE_FRANCIS.doc
FOUR YEARS LATER-REFLECTIONS ON AN UNPRECEDENTED PONTIFICATE 

http://ephesians-511.net/docs/FOUR_YEARS_LATER-REFLECTIONS_ON_AN_UNPRECEDENTED_PONTIFICATE.doc
UNEDIFYING IMAGES OF POPE FRANCIS

http://ephesians-511.net/docs/UNEDIFYING_IMAGES_OF_POPE_FRANCIS.doc
IS POPE FRANCIS THE FALSE PROPHET OF THE BIBLE? 
http://ephesians-511.net/docs/IS_POPE_FRANCIS_THE_FALSE_PROPHET_OF_THE_BIBLE.doc
PUTTING POPE FRANCIS INTO PERSPECTIVE 2013-2017 

http://ephesians-511.net/docs/PUTTING_POPE_FRANCIS_INTO_PERSPECTIVE_2013-2017.doc
IS POPE FRANCIS A HERETIC? 

http://ephesians-511.net/docs/IS_POPE_FRANCIS_A_HERETIC.doc
INDIAN PRIEST IN ITALY CRITICIZES POPE FRANCIS CONGREGATION STORMS OUT 

http://ephesians-511.net/docs/INDIAN_PRIEST_IN_ITALY_CRITICIZES_POPE_FRANCIS_CONGREGATION_STORMS_OUT.doc
POPE EMERITUS BENEDICT XVI BREAKS HIS SILENCE FOR A FIFTH TIME-CHURCH ON THE VERGE OF CAPSIZING 
http://ephesians-511.net/docs/POPE_EMERITUS_BENEDICT_XVI_BREAKS_HIS_SILENCE_FOR_A_FIFTH_TIME-CHURCH_ON_THE_VERGE_OF_CAPSIZING.doc
POPE FRANCIS CONFIDANTE JESUIT FR ANTONIO SPADARO ATTACKS CATHOLIC MINISTRY 
http://ephesians-511.net/docs/POPE_FRANCIS_CONFIDANTE_JESUIT_FR_ANTONIO_SPADARO_ATTACKS_CATHOLIC_MINISTRY.doc
THE DESTRUCTION OF CARDINAL PELL-THE INSIDE STORY 
http://ephesians-511.net/docs/THE_DESTRUCTION_OF_CARDINAL_PELL-THE_INSIDE_STORY.doc
POPE FRANCIS AMBIGUOUS WORDS AND ACTS HAVE CAUSED APOSTASY 
http://ephesians-511.net/docs/POPE_FRANCIS_AMBIGUOUS_WORDS_AND_ACTS_HAVE_CAUSED_APOSTASY.doc
THE ANTI-CHURCH IS HERE 
http://ephesians-511.net/docs/THE_ANTI-CHURCH_IS_HERE.doc
INDIAN JESUIT THEOLOGIAN FR MICHAEL AMALADOSS UNDER INVESTIGATION BY ROME 14 MAY/14 JULY 2014
http://ephesians-511.net/docs/INDIAN_JESUIT_THEOLOGIAN_FR_MICHAEL_AMALADOSS_UNDER_INVESTIGATION_BY_ROME.doc
JESUIT COLLEGE HIRES HINDU PRIEST AS CHAPLAIN 10 SEPTEMBER 2016
http://ephesians-511.net/docs/JESUIT_COLLEGE_HIRES_HINDU_PRIEST_AS_CHAPLAIN.doc
POPE FRANCIS CONFIDANTE JESUIT FR ANTONIO SPADARO ATTACKS CATHOLIC MINISTRY 18 JULY 2017
http://ephesians-511.net/docs/POPE_FRANCIS_CONFIDANTE_JESUIT_FR_ANTONIO_SPADARO_ATTACKS_CATHOLIC_MINISTRY.doc
POPE FRANCIS-APPOINTED PRO-GAY JESUIT FR JAMES MARTIN 21/28 JULY 2017
http://ephesians-511.net/docs/POPE_FRANCIS-APPOINTED_PRO-GAY_JESUIT_FR_JAMES_MARTIN.doc
JESUIT FR ARTURO SOSA MARXIST-BUDDHIST BLACK POPE REINTERPRETING JESUS AND SATAN 22 JULY 2017 
http://ephesians-511.net/docs/JESUIT_FR_ARTURO_SOSA_MARXIST-BUDDHIST_BLACK_POPE_REINTERPRETING_JESUS_AND_SATAN.doc 

FR RONNIE PRABHU-NEW AGE PRIEST MARCH 2002/SEPTEMBER 2009/JULY 2010 JESUIT
http://ephesians-511.net/docs/FR_RONNIE_PRABHU-NEW_AGE_PRIEST.doc
FR PRASHANT OLALEKAR-INTERPLAY AND LIFE POSITIVE DECEMBER 2010/NOVEMBER 2011/MAY JESUIT 2012/MAY 2013 

http://ephesians-511.net/docs/FR_PRASHANT_OLALEKAR-INTERPLAY_AND_LIFE_POSITIVE.doc
FR PAUL VAZ-ENNEAGRAM WORKSHOPS AND EARTH CENTRED HEALING RETREATS 22 APRIL 2013 JESUIT
http://ephesians-511.net/docs/FR_PAUL_VAZ-ENNEAGRAM_WORKSHOPS_AND_EARTH_CENTRED_HEALING_RETREATS.doc
FR ANTHONY DE MELLO-WRITINGS BANNED BY THE CHURCH NOVEMBER 2013/FEBRUARY/JUNE 2014/FEBRUARY 2015 JESUIT
http://ephesians-511.net/docs/FR_ANTHONY_DE_MELLO-WRITINGS_BANNED_BY_THE_CHURCH.doc
MAY PRIESTS WEAR A SHAWL WHILE CELEBRATING HOLY MASS 13/23 OCTOBER 2016 FR BRYAN LOBO SJ
http://ephesians-511.net/docs/MAY_PRIESTS_WEAR_A_SHAWL_WHILE_CELEBRATING_HOLY_MASS.doc
PRIESTS WEARING SHAWLS OVER CIVILIAN CLOTHES TO CELEBRATE LITURGY IS PROHIBITED 12 MARCH 2017 FR BRYAN LOBO SJ
http://ephesians-511.net/docs/PRIESTS_WEARING_SHAWLS_OVER_CIVILIAN_CLOTHES_TO_CELEBRATE_LITURGY_IS_PROHIBITED.doc
