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AUGUST 3, 2016
Quo Vadis, Papa Francisco?
34-POPE FRANCIS ACCEPTS A “COMMUFIX” OR HAMMER AND SICKLE CRUCIFIX 
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Holy Father: I don’t like the “666”… rejects donation from Argentinian President with 666 in sum
http://www.churchmilitant.com/news/article/pope-francis-denies-donation-from-argentina EXTRACT
June 15, 2016

Pope Francis must have asked ''is this somebody's idea of a sick joke?''
He should have said that to the President of Bolivia when he handed over that hammer and sickle with the figure of Christ Crucified on it!
The Communist “Crucifix”: A Golden Opportunity for Pope Francis
http://www.onepeterfive.com/the-communist-crucifix-a-golden-opportunity-for-pope-francis/
By Steve Skojec, July 10, 2015

As the presidential aids open the large case, Pope Francis stares into it, quizzical, examining the two medals laid therein. 
An aide of Evo Morales (the Bolivian president and leader of that nation’s Socialist Movement) then turns, draping first one, then the other, around the pontiff’s neck, the latter a four-sided cross inlaid with a hammer and sickle, superimposed by a corpus of Christ. The aides then open a second case, revealing a larger version of the same “crucifix,” rough-hewn, made from wood, lacquered in distressed, gold paint. Morales, who has met with Pope Francis on several occasions and demonstrates a certain familiarity with the Vicar of Christ, takes the opportunity to speak into the microphone as he shows him the gift. 

Pope Francis shakes his head, eyebrows raised, and says something difficult to make out. 

The volume level on the initial video is low, and the audio itself quite muddy. This, combined with Pope Francis’s natural facial expression — which can easily be mistaken for a scowl — along with the shaking of his head, leads early reports to indicate that the pope has expressed his disdain for the gift, some going so far as to say he offers an audible statement of rejection: “No está bien eso” (“This is not good.”) 

Catholic commentators, understandably appalled at the gift of a blasphemous crucifix — Christ nailed approvingly to the symbol of the ideology repeatedly condemned by the Church and responsible for the deaths of an estimated 100 million people worldwide — immediately praised the pope’s “moral fortitude” for rejecting the gift. 

But that was not what happened. (This emphasis is the author’s –Michael)
The pope did not say “No está bien eso” (“This is not good”) but rather, “No sabía eso” (“I did not know that.”) In context, this altered the entire exchange. Later, as slightly better versions of the video surfaced, and teams of native Spanish-speakers turned up the volume and listened, a new translation emerged. 

“Holiness, they have carved, fortunately, the symbol of the cross, of the hammer and sickle, that is probably the work of Espinal… [Fr.] Luis Espinal. Interesting as a symbol…” Morales said, stopping short as the pope interjects something. 

“I did not know that.” Pope Francis says, a curious look on his face.  
“Now you know.” Morales says, smiling broadly, and hands him the cross. In the room, shutter clicks fire off from multiple cameras in staccato as the pope holds the unusual gift, a replica of that carried by the murdered Jesuit he has come, in part, to commemorate. 

Repeated viewings of the video, with the benefit of hindsight and a translation, demonstrate clearly that the pope was not, in fact, scowling at the presentation of this gift. It was untrue, as some outlets originally reported, that Pope Francis was “not amused” by the “Commufix” (as some have taken to calling it) and in fact smiled for photos while holding it after it was handed to him. 

This should come as a surprise to precisely no one, since Fr. Luis Espinal, whose own “crucifix” this one was modeled after, had well-established Marxist allegiances. It was also known in advance that a replica had been made, with the intention of giving it to the Holy Father. The day before the meeting between Morales and Pope Francis, America Magazine* published an article in which they featured interviews with some Bolivian Jesuits and their associates who knew Fr. Espinal: 
“Espinal is part of the iconography of the left in Bolivia,” said Rafael Archondo, director of the Jesuit-run news service Agencia de Noticias Fides. *A liberal Jesuit magazine that has been in trouble with Rome
With Father Espinal, “the pope and Evo (Morales) coincide,” on the priest’s importance, he said, possibly helping to build better relations between the Bolivian government and the Vatican. 

Father Espinal was born into a religious family in Spain in 1932, during the Spanish Civil War. He joined the Jesuits — like an older brother; a sister became a Carmelite — and wanted to go to India, but missionary visas were unavailable, Father Albo said. 

Father Espinal studied communications and went to work for Spanish television, producing a Catholic program on current affairs. He resigned after a story on internal migrations and slums was canceled without his superiors even seeing it. 

He moved to Bolivia in 1968 and “was reborn,” Father Albo said. “He fell in love with the country” and became a citizen in two years, renouncing his Spanish citizenship in the process. 

Father Espinal founded a newspaper, worked in TV and film taught communications in local universities and wrote movie reviews — which included “indirect” criticisms of the military rulers. He wrote poetry in Catalan and read the Bible in Greek. 

Father Albo showed a reporter a published photo of a crucified Christ attached to a homemade hammer and sickle, instead of a cross, that Father Espinal kept by his bed. 

“He was of the left. This is certain. But he never belonged to any party or pretended to be part of one,” said Father Albo, who said he hopes to present a replica of the hammer and sickle crucifix to the pope. 

Father Espinal “gave a lot of importance to the dialogue between Marxists and Christians,” he explained. “It was not pro-Soviet … (it was) the need for the church to be close to the popular sectors. Some understand this, others don’t. To me it is very clear.”

Vatican Insiders I have spoken with tell me that the protocol for gift exchanges between a pope and heads of state involve a certain amount of pre-planning and not many surprises. Typically, the Vatican Secretary of State is made aware of any gifts in advance. Often, press releases are issued about the significance of the gifts, which are usually intended to convey a certain meaning. Once gifts are given and photos are taken, the gifts are always handed to an aide, who exits the stage and deposits them somewhere for safekeeping. This is standard operating procedure. 

In other words: what took place was completely normal. There was no “awkwardness,” no “moral fortitude” on display. It was, quite simply, a textbook meeting between the pope and a head of state, full of the requisite diplomacy and niceties that such exchanges occasion. 
Those Catholics who were initially so excited at the idea that Pope Francis attempted to reject such an inappropriate gift were let down, therefore, when they read the following official explanation of the day’s events: 

Bolivia and the Vatican both sought Thursday to tamp down controversy over President Evo Morales’ gift of a “Communist crucifix” to Pope Francis, insisting that no offense was intended or taken by the gesture.

Morales gave Francis the crucifix carved into a hammer and sickle upon Francis’ arrival in Bolivia Wednesday, immediately raising eyebrows given Morales’ past attacks on the church and his socialist bent. Critics said it was a distasteful, and possibly heretical melding of faith and ideology. 
It turns out, the crucifix was originally designed by a Jesuit activist, the Rev. Luis Espinal, who was assassinated in 1980 by suspected Bolivian paramilitaries during the months that preceded a military coup. Francis, a fellow Jesuit, stopped his motorcade to pray at the site where Espinal’s body had been dumped when he arrived Wednesday. 

The Vatican spokesman, the Rev. Federico Lombardi, said Thursday the pope had no idea that Espinal had designed the crucifix and was surprised to receive it — a reaction clearly visible in the footage of the encounter. Some reports suggested the pope told Morales “This isn’t good;” one of Francis’ friends sent a tweet quoting him as saying such. But Lombardi said it wasn’t known what the pope had said. 

Lombardi said Espinal had designed the crucifix as a symbol of dialogue and commitment to freedom and progress for Bolivia, not with any specific ideology in mind. Lombardi said he personally wasn’t offended by it. 

“You can dispute the significance and use of the symbol now, but the origin is from Espinal and the sense of it was about an open dialogue, not about a specific ideology,” Lombardi said. 

He noted the context in which Espinal was living: as a priest working for social justice in Bolivia during a period of instability that preceded a right-wing dictatorship known for human rights abuses. 

However, one of Espinal’s friends and fellow Jesuits, the Rev. Xavier Albo, said Espinal’s intent was for the church to be in dialogue with Marxism, and said Espinal had altered his crucifix to incorporate the Communists’ most potent symbol: the hammer and sickle. 

“In this he clearly wanted to speak about the need to permanently dialogue not just with Marxism but with peasants and miners etc.,” Albo told The Associated Press earlier this month.

So what does this all mean, and why does it matter? (This emphasis is the author’s –Michael)
Ours is a religion rich in symbol, ritual, and gesture. Atheistic Communism, an evil ideology that denies human dignity, oppresses true religion, and has taken the lives of countless millions of innocent people, is inextricably bound up with the image of the hammer and sickle, first popularized on the Soviet Flag. Fr. Espinal embraced this symbol because he was a leftist, involved in liberation theology (itself likely a Soviet construct), and a man who desired dialogue — and perhaps even a form of synthesis — between Marxism and the Church. And yet, Communism is an ideology that is completely incompatible with Christianity, as Pope Pius XI made clear in his 1937 encyclical, Divini Redemptoris: 

Again, without receding an inch from their [Communists’] subversive principles, they invite Catholics to collaborate with them in the realm of so-called humanitarianism and charity; and at times even make proposals that are in perfect harmony with the Christian spirit and the doctrine of the Church. Elsewhere they carry their hypocrisy so far as to encourage the belief that Communism, in countries where faith and culture are more strongly entrenched, will assume another and much milder form. It will not interfere with the practice of religion. It will respect liberty of conscience… See to it, Venerable Brethren, that the Faithful do not allow themselves to be deceived! Communism is intrinsically wrong, and no one who would save Christian civilization may collaborate with it in any undertaking whatsoever. Those who permit themselves to be deceived into lending their aid towards the triumph of Communism in their own country, will be the first to fall victims of their error. And the greater the antiquity and grandeur of the Christian civilization in the regions where Communism successfully penetrates, so much more devastating will be the hatred displayed by the godless.

This is, of course, a profound opportunity. Since the early days of his pontificate, Pope Francis has dodged accusations of Marxism. He speaks in Evangelii Gaudium, for example, of the need for “programmes, mechanisms and processes specifically geared to a better distribution of income”; in his February, 2014 address to the UN he called for “legitimate redistribution of economic benefits by the State”; in Laudato Si’, he admonishes those who show “no interest” in “a better distribution of wealth”. Peppered in his statements and speeches and homilies are not-so-subtle barbs at the free market economy and the injustices inherent in an inequitable share of resources. 

But he also insists that his thinking is of a piece with Catholic Social Teaching. He has said, in response to suspicions about his allegiance to socialist concepts, “Marxist ideology is wrong. But in my life I have known many Marxists who are good people…” 

This, now, is a moment, an opportunity for clarity. This at last is a chance that has been literally handed to him to settle the question, as any good shepherd would do. Now is the moment for him to speak out about the impropriety, the blasphemy of associating the Crucified Christ with Soviet semiotics; now is the time condemn Communism in no uncertain terms, like his predecessor Pope Pius XI (and others) before him; this is the opening for him to make clear, once and for all, that his concern for the poor and for the sharing of resources not be construed as an attempt to “save Christian civilization” through a collaboration with something so “intrinsically wrong.” 
Many believe that Pope Francis has opened a door to the synthesis of Christianity and Marxism. 
Those who know better understand that the two can never be reconciled. Let us hope that the pope does, in fact, exercise great moral fortitude, and definitively teaches those who have been misled by the promises of this evil ideology the grave danger of their error.

14 of 92 comments
1. For all those arguing that Francis played the gentleman, ask yourself what you would do if someone gave you the "gift" of a picture of your mother's face pasted on some porn star's naked body.

The Body of Christ has been raped and crucified over and over by the sickle and hammer. The Bolivian president's public bit of blasphemous political theater is no time for niceties and keeping up appearances.

If someone spits in my face, I'll try to turn the other cheek, but spit in my mom's face, or Our Lord's face, and call it a gift...you'll be getting a different reaction.

2. Silence signifies agreement. The Pope will not clarify anything about this incident any more than he will speak about the Irish Referendum or the SCOTUS decision on sodomy.

He does not give a tinker's darn about the faithful's love of truth and Tradition; he sees their faith as pharisaical.

The old rhetorical response - Is the Pope Catholic? - has lost its salt.

3. Steve Skojec: It was St. Thomas More who reminded his prosecutors of the legal maxim that held that "he that holds his peace, gives consent."
4. Also, Pope Felix III told us, ‘an error that is not resisted is approved. A truth that is not defended is suppressed.’
5. CCC: "1868 Sin is a personal act. Moreover, we have a responsibility for the sins committed by others when we cooperate in them: 
- by participating directly and voluntarily in them; 
- by ordering, advising, praising, or approving them; 
- by not disclosing or not hindering them when we have an obligation to do so; 
- by protecting evil-doers. "

CCC: "2467 Man tends by nature toward the truth. He is obliged to honor and bear witness to it: 
It is in accordance with their dignity that all men, because they are persons . . . are both impelled by their nature and bound by a moral obligation to seek the truth, especially religious truth. 
They are also bound to adhere to the truth once they come to know it and direct their whole lives in accordance with the demands of truth."

6. By the way. America magazine was embarrassingly wrong (nothing terribly new there, I guess). Its article says he was born during the Civil War in Spain. But if Espinal was born in 1932, he was fully four years old before the Spanish Civil War broke out (July 18-19, 1936).
7. We're now received proof, it seems, that the consecration was never done, for the errors of Russia (Communism) are now revealed to have found sympathies with the Holy Father.

[THE THIRD SECRET OF FATIMA AND THE CONSECRATION OF RUSSIA 
http://ephesians-511.net/docs/THE_THIRD_SECRET_OF_FATIMA_AND_THE_CONSECRATION_OF_RUSSIA.doc]

8. Steve Skojec: I don't see a silver lining at all. I see an opportunity to create one - an opportunity which, as I said, "any good shepherd" would take.

I think the stakes are clear. If he chooses, as it appears he has done, to gloss over this and not denounce these blasphemous symbols, we can know with a reasonable degree of certitude that he is friendly to Marxism, if not certifiably a Marxist himself.

We are running out of reasonable interpretations. In the interest of fairness, I was providing the only escape route I could find. The reality of what happened this past week is very hard on many Catholics. If they want to hold out hope, then they have a right to - but they must have some structure around what they also have a right to expect from their shepherd.

9. I am still perplexed as to how this was a surprise. There were media reports (including in America Magazine!) in the days leading up to the meeting indicating that there was going to be an effort to offer a replica of Fr. Espinal's "communifix" to Pope Francis. This wasn't a closely held secret.
10. Stumbling from scandal to scandal, always waiting for corrections and clarifications, is a proven recipe for disappointment. I think it's time to start looking farther off on the horizon. Imagine our disappointment when 3, 5, or 10 years down the road, this papacy ends and a new pope that is just as (or more) radical than Francis takes over?
11. We venerate the Cross because it was Christ's instrument in His work of salvation for us. 
Replacing the Cross with a hammer-and-sickle by nailing Christ's corpus on it seems to suggest that the abominable symbol should equal the Cross and also be venerated.
12. Marxism, and, I would add, National Socialism, as well as Liberation Theology are all a deception. The "gift" to Francis was cruel and, I think deliberately so, because it was meant to be a slap in the face to all Christendom. Pope Francis should have bent down and gathered dirt from the floor, spit on the hand he received it with, making spittle, then rubbed this in the eyes of the Bolivian, so that he could finally open his eyes and see truth.

13. We are told by our Lord that we are not to complain about his vicar or his bishops etc. He tells us to shake the dust off our sandals and move on. So clearly if people aren't getting through to the pope by now, and obviously you're not with the millions of opinions against him, then I guess we should just all move on to another Church - Lutheran maybe?

14. Steve Skojec: "We are told by our Lord that we are not to complain about his vicar or his bishops etc."

No, we are not. In fact, the inspired word of God warns us:

"Take heed to yourselves, and to the whole flock, wherein the Holy Ghost hath placed you bishops, to rule the church of God, which he hath purchased with his own blood. I know that, after my departure, ravening wolves will enter in among you, not sparing the flock. And of your own selves shall arise men speaking perverse things, to draw away disciples after them." - Acts 20:28-30

"I guess we should just all move on to another Church - Lutheran maybe?"

Don't be absurd. "Lord, to whom shall we go? Thou hast words of life eternal." - John 6:68
[…]Over 341,000 Catholics (including prominent civil figures, bishops, and cardinals) have signed a filial appeal asking him to uphold Church teaching on marriage, and to state definitively that he will not allow the Synod to attempt to do otherwise. The petition is here: http://filialappeal.org/. 
The pope has not even acknowledged this.
[…] the case I laid out in the "Can a Catholic Criticize the Pope" article. Aquinas certainly believed we could do so, and in fact had a duty. Pope Francis himself has welcomed criticism.

But so does common sense. If a pope is performing public actions or issuing public statements that scandalize the faithful, private reproof is insufficient. These errors must be addressed publicly, so that the faithful who are troubled by them can be assured of what the mind of the Church truly is on these issues. Most Catholics have neither the education nor the time in matters of doctrine to know why certain things are wrong; it is the duty of those who know better to inform them of these deviations so that they may evaluate what is happening with well-formed minds and consciences.

Pope Francis on Communist Crucifix: “It wasn’t an Offense”
http://www.onepeterfive.com/pope-francis-on-communist-crucifix-it-wasnt-an-offense/ 

By Steve Skojec, July 13, 2015

Last week, I wrote about the dangerous symbolism (above) of the hammer-and-sickle crucifix (and matching medallion) presented to Pope Francis by Bolivian President Evo Morales.
Though many — very many — in the Catholic media jumped quickly to the conclusion that Pope Francis was “not amused” by the gesture and in fact said as much to Morales during the presentation, later translations of the video (which had poor audio quality, making initial assessments difficult) showed this not to be the case. Fr. Lombardi later confirmed that the pope was not troubled by the gift, but didn’t at first realize its significance. We later found out that on Friday, Pope Francis presented these images to Our Lady:

Before leaving Bolivia, Francis placed two gifts he received on Wednesday from President Evo Morales at the foot of a statue of Mary. One of these, a chain with a chunky medallion, had the figure of the crucified Christ carved into a wooden hammer and anvil. This image had been drawn by Fr. Luis Espinal, the Jesuit priest who was assassinated in Bolivia in March 1980.

“This morning,” reads a statement issued by Vatican spokesman Fr. Federico Lombardi, “Pope Francis celebrated Holy Mass in the chapel of the private residence of the Archbishop Emeritus of Santa Cruz de la Sierra. At the end of the Eucharistic celebration, the Holy Father presented two decorative honours that were conferred onto him by Bolivian president Evo Morales during his courtesy visit to the Presidential palace in La Paz, to a statue of the Our Lady of Copacabana, patron saint of Bolivia.”

Francis accompanied this gesture with the following words: “The President of the nation was kind enough to offer me two decorative honours on behalf of the Bolivian people. I thank the Bolivian people for their affection and the President for this courteous gesture. I would like to dedicate these two decorations to the patron saint of Bolivia, the Mother of this noble nation, so that she may always remember her people and from Bolivia, from the shrine where I would like them to be, that she may remember the Successor of Peter and the whole Church and look after them from Bolivia.”

This morning, we have the first reports from the Holy Father’s plane trip back to Rome. While we await the longer transcript of his remarks, The Associated Press has issued a report:

Pope Francis says he wasn’t offended by the “Communist crucifix” given to him by Bolivian President Evo Morales during his South American pilgrimage.

[…] Francis, an Argentine Jesuit, said Espinal was well-known among his fellow Jesuits as a proponent of the Marxist strain of liberation theology. The Vatican opposed it, fearing that Marxists were using liberation theology’s “preferential option for the poor” as a call for armed revolution against oppressive right-wing regimes that were in power in much of Latin America in the 1970s and 1980s.

During a news conference en route home to Rome on Sunday, Francis said he interpreted Morales’ gift through the prism of Espinal’s Marxist bent and viewed it as protest art.

After taking into consideration the time in which he lived, Francis said: “I understand this work. For me it wasn’t an offense.”

Francis added that he brought the crucifix home with him.

As I argued in last week’s article:

This is, of course, a profound opportunity. Since the early days of his pontificate, Pope Francis has dodged accusations of Marxism. 
He speaks in Evangelii Gaudium, for example, of the need for “programmes, mechanisms and processes specifically geared to a better distribution of income”; in his February, 2014 address to the UN he called for “legitimate redistribution of economic benefits by the State”; in Laudato Si’, he admonishes those who show “no interest” in “a better distribution of wealth”. Peppered in his statements and speeches and homilies are not-so-subtle barbs at the free market economy and the injustices inherent in an inequitable share of resources.

But he also insists that his thinking is of a piece with Catholic Social Teaching. He has said, in response to suspicions about his allegiance to socialist concepts, “Marxist ideology is wrong. But in my life I have known many Marxists who are good people…”

This, now, is a moment, an opportunity for clarity. This at last is a chance that has been literally handed to him to settle the question, as any good shepherd would do. (This emphasis is the author’s –Michael) 

Now is the moment for him to speak out about the impropriety, the blasphemy of associating the Crucified Christ with Soviet semiotics; now is the time condemn Communism in no uncertain terms, like his predecessor Pope Pius XI (and others) before him; this is the opening for him to make clear, once and for all, that his concern for the poor and for the sharing of resources not be construed as an attempt to “save Christian civilization” through a collaboration with something so “intrinsically wrong.”
Many believe that Pope Francis has opened a door to the synthesis of Christianity and Marxism. Those who know better understand that the two can never be reconciled. Let us hope that the pope does, in fact, exercise great moral fortitude, and definitively teaches those who have been misled by the promises of this evil ideology the grave danger of their error.

It now appears that Pope Francis has chosen not to take this opportunity. The conclusions we should draw from this — and the consequences that will stem from it — are deeply troubling.

At the very least, all the Catholic media outlets that still have headlines about the pope “rebuking” or rejecting this gift should be issuing corrections or retractions. This is uncomfortable for all of us, but obfuscating what happened won’t make it any less so.

If you’re not already doing it, pray for Pope Francis. Every day. My family prays for him in our daily rosary. Please be sure to add him to your intentions as well.
UPDATE: 
Vatican Insider has published a transcript of the papal commentary on the plane. This is the section that concerns Fr. Espinal:

What did you feel when President Morales gave you the crucifix with the hammer and anvil? And where did it end up?
“I was curious, I didn’t know Fr. Espinal was a sculptor and also a poet. I learned about it in these past few days, I saw it and for me it was a surprise. It can be categorised as a form of protest art. In Buenos Aires, some years ago, there was an exhibition displaying the works of a good sculptor, a creative Argentine who is now dead. It was protest art, and I remember one piece was a crucified Christ on a falling bomber: a criticism against Christianity but because of its alliance with imperialism. I would qualify it as protest art, that in some cases can be offensive. In this particular case, Fr. Espinal was killed in 1980. This was a time when Liberation Theology had many different branches. One of these branches used the Marxist analysis of reality and Fr. Espinal shared these ideas. I knew this because that year I was rector of the theology faculty and we talked a lot about it.” In the same year, the Society’s general, Fr. Arrupe, sent a letter to the Jesuits asking them to stop the Marxist analysis of reality and four years later, in 1984, the Congregation for the Doctrine of the Faith published the first document, which is critical, and the second, which opens up to more Christian viewpoints. Espinal was an enthusiast of this Marxist analysis and he produced this work. His poetry also belongs to that genre. It was his life, his way of thinking. He was a special man abounding in human genius, a man of good faith. Let us interpret it this way: I understand this piece and I did not find it offensive. I carry it with me. I left the decorative honours which President Morales gave me behind… I have never accepted such decorations but Morales acted in good faith, to please me, so I thought of it as coming from the people. I prayed it over and I thought I would leave them with Our Lady of Copacabana, so they go to the shrine.  The wooden Christ I took with me.”

9 of 193 comments
1. Are we really going to keep pretending Jorge Bergoglio is any kind of good Catholic? Compare this to his reaction when he got a Rosary Bouquet. He also degraded the Catholicization of South America - Something every South American owes their entire present civilization to at this point. This man if not a heretic in the least is a malcontent.

2. Read these prophetic words of Venerable Fulton J Sheen and pray:

"The Antichrist will not be so called; otherwise he would have no followers.

He will not wear red tights, nor vomit sulphur, nor carry a trident nor wave an arrowed tail as Mephistopheles in Faust. This masquerade has helped the Devil convince men that he does not exist. When no man recognizes, the more power he exercises. God has defined Himself as "I am Who am," and the Devil as "I am who am not."

Nowhere in Sacred Scripture do we find warrant for the popular myth of the Devil as a buffoon who is dressed like the first "red." Rather is he described as an angel fallen from heaven, as "the Prince of this world," whose business it is to tell us that there is no other world. 

His logic is simple: if there is no heaven there is no hell; if there is no hell, then there is no sin; if there is no sin, then there is no judge, and if there is no judgment then evil is good and good is evil. 
But above all these descriptions, Our Lord tells us that he will be so much like Himself that he would deceive even the elect--and certainly no devil ever seen in picture books could deceive even the elect. How will he come in this new age to win followers to his religion?

The pre-Communist Russian belief is that he will come disguised as the Great Humanitarian; he will talk peace, prosperity and plenty not as means to lead us to God, but as ends in themselves. . . .

The third temptation in which Satan asked Christ to adore him and all the kingdoms of the world would be His, will become the temptation to have a new religion without a Cross, a liturgy without a world to come, a religion to destroy a religion, or a politics which is a religion--one that renders unto Caesar even the things that are God's.

In the midst of all his seeming love for humanity and his glib talk of freedom and equality, he will have one great secret which he will tell to no one: he will not believe in God. Because his religion will be brotherhood without the fatherhood of God, he will deceive even the elect. He will set up a counterchurch which will be the ape of the Church, because he, the Devil, is the ape of God. It will have all the notes and characteristics of the Church, but in reverse and emptied of its divine content. It will be a mystical body of the Antichrist that will in all externals resemble the mystical body of Christ.

But the twentieth century will join the counterchurch because it claims to be infallible when its visible head speaks ex cathedra from Moscow on the subject of economics and politics, and as chief shepherd of world communism." ~

(Fulton J. Sheen, Communism and the Conscience of the West [Bobbs-Merril Company, Indianapolis, 1948], pp. 24-25)
3. I believe in the validity of the Holy Father -- that he properly occupies the chair of Peter. But with all this recent activity from him, how do I continue to defend his validity and the Church's traditional teachings? There is too much confusion and it seems to only be getting worse and worse. Faithful Catholics are becoming distraught.
4. Your logic is flawed. He occupies the Chair of St. Peter because God the Father wills it to be so. It is part of the plan for Salvation that the False Prophet ascends to the Papacy. For from there he will introduce the Antichrist to the world, and hand the Keys over to the Satanic One World Religion. Please refer to Our Lady of La Salette.

5. Our Lady's intent was quite clear despite the efforts by the Ecclesiastical Masons to bury it. There is no dichotomy, just fact. Francis/Jorge is the False Prophet, and he is about the business of handing the institutional Roman Catholic Church over to the Antichrist. Just watch what happens at the next Synod on the Family.

6. Steve Skojec: First and only warning: you want to speculate, I'll give you some latitude if you want to try to make your case, but start declaring things like "Francis is the False Prophet" and you're way out of your depth.
Only a pope has the right to judge a prior pope, and a council to decide that a sitting pope has committed manifest heresy.

7. I want to offer freedom for discussion, but we don't play this game here.

I'm not sure you are correct Mr. Skojec, regarding 'only a pope has the right to judge a prior pope, and a council to decide that a sitting pope has committed manifest heresy'. I think there are Biblical passages which are in opposition to that conclusion and there are saints (Bellarmine for one) who've written in opposition as well. (See "De Controversiis On the Roman Pontiff" St. Robert Bellarmine, S.J. Translated from the Latin by Ryan Grant, pages 304-310.)
Nevertheless, none of this precludes a lay person from her/her PRIVATE opinion as to the orthodoxy of a current claimant to the throne of Peter. 
And regarding the throne, if I recall correctly, Francis and at least 3 of his predecessors were never enthroned, they were 'installed', similar to how priest/presbyters have been 'installed as presiding over the assembly of the people" since A.D. 1968 - not as receiving Holy Orders to offer the holy sacrifice of the Mass. 
For that reason alone, I think, we may question the validity of the sacraments offered by any man, priest, bishop or pope, who took vows after 1968 in the institutional Latin church. To my mind, Francis is the first layman to occupy the office. 
Leaving that aside, I think anyone who knows the basics of the Catholic Faith is capable of understanding when an action and/or statement is heretical. I also think anyone who knows the basics of the Catholic Faith is protected by the truth and shouldn't have to wait (for decades or centuries) for a proclamation from a council to discern heresy from orthodoxy AND to be able to state that in no uncertain terms. 
It is a fine (and intentional) mess--as Francis has so often asked the youth to 'make a mess'. In this, he leads by example.
8. Let us not forget the Papal Bull of Pope Paul IV, "Cum Ex Apostolatus Officio" which very plainly states how a Pope loses office and the circumstances in which someone who is not eligible to be elected cannot be validly elected. There is no mistaking the fact that this Papal Bull is written to be valid until the end of time. Its language is unswerving and its intent is abundantly clear; no vague language therein. All Catholics need to read and to own a copy of this document. On Feb. 20th of this year, From Rome wordpressdotcom discussed this document.
9. The concern with these outright heretical speeches and acceptance of Marxism does start to raise questions about the validity of Francis as Pope.

*

Pope calls 'communist crucifix' protest art, but says he wasn't offended
http://www.catholicnewsagency.com/news/pope-calls-communist-crucifix-protest-art-but-says-he-wasnt-offended-43552/
Vatican City, CNA/EWTN News, July 13, 2015

[Also at http://www.ncregister.com/daily-news/pope-calls-communist-crucifix-protest-art-but-says-he-wasnt-offended/#ixzz3fnbwpmlX] 

Responding to waves of controversy after receiving a “communist crucifix” – a carving of Christ crucified on a hammer and sickle – from Bolivian president Evo Morales, Pope Francis said he took no offense, but understands the work as “protest art.” 
“I would qualify it as protest art, which in some cases can be offensive,” the Pope said during an inflight news conference on his July 12 overnight flight from Paraguay to Rome. But given the context of this piece of art, he added that he understands the idea behind the crucifix, and “for me it wasn’t an offense.”

He recalled an exhibition in Buenos Aires several years ago in which an Argentinian artist he described as “a good sculptor, creative,” and who is now deceased, made a similar piece depicting a crucified Christ on an airplane.
“It was protest art, and I recall one, it was a crucified Christ on a bomber (airplane) that was falling down, no? It’s Christianity, but a criticism that let's say Christianity allied with imperialism which is the bomber.”

The crucifix, which the Pope revealed was traveling with him back to Rome, was given to him by leftist Bolivian Evo Morales on Thursday, sparking controversy.

The cross with a hammer and sickle is a reproduction of another carved during the 1970s by Fr. Luis Espinal Camps, a Spanish Jesuit who was a missionary in Bolivia who was killed in 1980 during the Bolivian dictatorship.

The Pope's reaction after receiving the crucifix has been a source of debate since the audio of the video is marred due to the clicking of journalists' cameras.

Francis said that he had been unaware that Fr. Espinal, in addition to his work as a journalist, was also a sculptor and a poet.

He noted that during his life, Fr. Espinal had sympathies with the Marxist interpretation of Liberation Theology, which at that time was widely popular in South America. It was criticized both within the Society of Jesus (the Jesuits), to which both Pope Francis and Fr. Espinal belong, in 1980, and later in by the Congregation of the Doctrine of the Faith in their first declaration on Liberation Theology, in 1984.

Taking a “hermeneutic” approach to the crucifix – one that involves an interpretive act of understanding with an emphasis on dialogue – the Pope made an analysis of the times, saying that Fr. Espinal “was an enthusiast of this analysis of the Marxist reality, but also of theology using Marxism.” It was from this perspective that Espinal created the work, he said, noting that the priest’s poetry was also “of this kind of protest.” “But, it was his life, it was his thought. He was a special man, with so much human geniality, who fought in good faith, no?”

A reader’s comment:
Very sad moments for Holy Mother Church ... Christ’s Vicar does not feel offended when Christ is offended.

Pope Francis, Evo Morales, and Comrade Jesus
http://theradicalcatholic.blogspot.in/2015/07/pope-francis-evo-morales-and-comrade.html
By Katrina Fernandez, July 9, 2015

[Picture of the President and the Pope with the hammer and sickle “crucifix”]

What the hell is going on in this picture?
Bolivian President Evo Morales is handing a crucifix in the form of a hammer and sickle to a smiling Pope Francis, that's what.

Could we be any further down the rabbit hole?

Let the amelioration begin.

**UPDATE**
And so it has:

The German-language Katholisches Medienzentrum is reporting that Pope Francis' initial reaction was "skeptical", but softened once the history behind the bizarre symbol - which also graced the neck-bling given to him moments before - was explained to him. You see, gentle reader, this symbol was very dear to Fr. Luis Espinal, S.J., a Spanish-born Bolivian Jesuit who vociferously promoted a synthesis of Marxism and Catholicism - so vociferously, in fact, that the Bolivian government had him arrested and executed as a political agitator. Never mind that Pope John Paul II denounced the movement as irreconcilable with the Christian conception of man. Never mind that Evo Morales has declared himself a Marxist and a Communist, and has undertaken drastic steps to isolate the Catholic Church - the traditional foe of Communism - in Bolivia. We're dealing with someone who exploited was very close to the poor in order to bring them to the brink of a Socialist revolution the message of the Gospel. Yes, yes, I know it looks like the symbol of the most murderous socio-political theory ever to be vomited upon the earth, but appearances can be deceiving: it's a symbol of liberation and love.

Welcome to Room 101.

**UPDATE**
The amelioration continues:

RomeReports has come out with a partial transcript - consisting of one short statement - of the meeting between President Evo Morales and Pope Francis. The statement in question: "That's not right" - uttered by the Pope as Morales began explaining what the symbol meant.

First, I'd like to read a complete transcript of the exchange.

Second, I'd like to know why, if the Pope knows not only what the sculpture symbolizes but also that it's "not right," does he proceed to smile and accept the hideous thing before the flash of a hundred cameras? If it's wrong, refuse it. Don't give the socialists of the world the very thing they want: a picture of the Catholic Pope accepting a symbol of the perversion of Christianity with a silly grin on his face.

And we thought "Who am I to judge?" was bad. This picture should never have happened, regardless of what the Pope intended to express by accepting the 'gift'.

**UPDATE**
The spin on this story has reached full throttle:

Catholic World News *is reporting that Pope Francis "rebuked" President Morales for his gift of the hammer and sickle 'crucifix'.

By smiling and accepting the gift.

Harsh, Pope Francis. Harsh.

Meanwhile, Catholic News Agency is in full damage-control mode:
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Who knows? Given the impressive size of that font and the gnat-sized attention span of the average viewer, they might actually be able to get the genie back in the bottle. The way things are looking, however, this seems to be shaping up into a battle of two captioned images:




In any event, when Jimmy Akin finds out about this, we will be sure to get 10 things to know and share about how there is absolutely nothing to see here.

**UPDATE**
Just when it seemed as though the fix was in: enter Holy See press officer Fr. Frederico Lombardi. According to the latest from Catholic News Agency, Fr. Lombardi commented on the encounter by opining that "Pope Francis' remark likely expressed a sentiment of 'I didn't know' ['No sabía eso'], rather than 'This is not right' ['Non está bien eso']."

How's that for setting the record straight?

On the up-side, it seems that at least one prelate recognized the utter depravity of the object. Bishop Jose Munilla Aguirre of San Sebastián tweeted:
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The height of arrogance is to manipulate God in the service of atheistic ideologies. Today, once again: #ChristCrucified.

*http://www.catholicculture.org/news/headlines/index.cfm?storyid=25477&utm_source=dlvr.it&utm_medium=twitter
A reader’s comment and the blog owner’s response:

To be very, very, very generous with Francis we might say he reserved his comments for a private time, and that he was surprised, and/or did not want to embarrass the poor fool who gave him that hideous sacrilege.

However, Francis puts himself in these situations deliberately. Why can't he just stay home and vet carefully who he sees? Why can't he just shut up for one single day, catch his breath and start again, carefully watching every word? 

In my humble opinion Maradiaga had it right when he suggested Francis has a 5-year plan and is moving as fast as he can to make irreversible changes to Holy Mother Church.

Dare we hope Our Dear Father in Heaven will 'call' Francis home before the destruction is near what Noah saw?
Radical Catholic: Even if we're extremely generous, it would mean Pope Francis putting the feelings of President Morales - a man who considers the Catholic Church to be his "main enemy" - ahead of the millions of faithful Catholics around the world he knew would be scandalized the moment he touched that ... thing. I try hard to be charitable, but this is stretching it to the breaking point. Are we supposed to believe that gifts are not checked by staffers before they are presented to the Pope? Are we supposed to believe that L'Osservatore Romano can claim innocence in publishing the image long before any kind of clarification was even attempted? If we assume that it was his staff who set him up for this, will we see heads roll? I doubt it.

This image will haunt the Church, and there's nothing the Vatican spin machine can do about it, short of Pope Francis publicly removing the image of Our Lord from it and dashing the remains to the ground, setting it alight and singing Te Deum as the black smoke rises above St. Peter's.

I don’t even know why we’re still shocked by anything the Pope does…
http://www.patheos.com/blogs/thecrescat/2015/07/i-dont-even-know-why-were-still-shocked-by-anything-the-pope-does.html
By Katrina Fernandez, July 9, 2015

I am not a person easily offended. In fact, nothing irritates me more than the perpetually offended. It takes a lot, and I mean A LOT, to make me offended.
Consider this the lucky rare exception.

I’m just going to go ahead and say this, that picture should have never happened.
Edited July 19, 2015 – In this post, by David Mills, Mills notes that Nancy Pelosi was refused a photo-op with Benedict, because Benedict knew how she would use it to her advantage. He writes,

“Readers may remember Nancy Pelosi’s comic efforts a few years ago to spin a visit with Pope Benedict as a meeting of the minds. He spoke to her about the responsibility of all politicians, especially Catholic ones, to protect the unborn. She, not surprisingly, forgot to mention it when she released her chipper press release. The Vatican had also refused her request to be photographed with Benedict. The pope wasn’t born yesterday.”
It’s not like Francis had no clue about Morales’s character and politics. I’d like to think Francis wasn’t born yesterday too.
Do I think Francis should have smacked Morales across the face with it for daring to present such a blatantly blasphemous gift? While I may have enjoyed watching that the answer is obviously “no”, diplomacy being what it is. However, I firmly believe Francis never should have accepted it. Not even touched it. Passed it off to one of his handlers, perhaps, or said he could not accept such a thing. Better yet, he should have turned his back and walked away.
I don’t care how many times he purportedly stated “that’s not right” and scowled disapprovingly. The end of the exchange resulted in the above photo – the Pope photo-oping with one of the most sacrilegious crucifixes I’ve ever seen while being showered in Communist medals.

VIDEO https://youtu.be/UxMfqWkFblc 2:05
For my sanity, I was right to shield my mind and eyes from this papacy last year. I’ve run out of cares to give.
I’ll be honest, I am not even going to read what’s being published in his defense because it’s indefensible. This is just one of many more sure to come utterly tone deaf actions and off the cuff remarks that I’ve come to expect with this papacy.
Jesuits gonna Jesuit.

I’m only lifting my Francis Sanctions now because this incident is so incredibly unbelievable and almost laughable. Except that it’s not. Not even a little bit.

What it is; however, is scandalous. Which is why I feel it important to note that while, yes, I am offended I am not going to let it disrupt me. And you shouldn’t either.
Just go on being Catholic the best way you can. Worry about yourself and your own holiness. Take care of your family, take care of each other. Pray daily and make regular use of the sacraments. That alone will keep you busy enough, too busy to fret about the pope and the headlines.

Catholics gonna Catholic.

And finally, I’ll leave you with this pretty thorough take down of today’s event from a blogger whose opinion on the matter I share [see theradicalcatholic.blogspot above], and then resume normal blogging*.

*normal blogging = ignoring the pope.

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

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

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

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

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

http://ephesians-511.net/docs/QUO_VADIS_PAPA_FRANCISCO_01B-MAUNDY_THURSDAY_FOOT_WASHING_4.0-MORE_REACTIONS.doc
QUO VADIS PAPA FRANCISCO 01D-MAUNDY THURSDAY FOOT KISSING 
http://ephesians-511.net/docs/QUO_VADIS_PAPA_FRANCISCO_01D-MAUNDY_THURSDAY_FOOT_KISSING.doc
QUO VADIS PAPA FRANCISCO 02-MEDJUGORJE 
http://ephesians-511.net/docs/QUO_VADIS_PAPA_FRANCISCO_02-MEDJUGORJE.doc 

QUO VADIS PAPA FRANCISCO 03-HOMOSEXUALITY THE SEX ABUSE CRISIS AND THE GAY LOBBY http://ephesians-511.net/docs/QUO_VADIS_PAPA_FRANCISCO_03-HOMOSEXUALITY_THE_SEX_ABUSE_CRISIS_AND_THE_GAY_LOBBY.doc 

QUO VADIS PAPA FRANCISCO 04-COMPROMISED BY NEW AGE ALTERNATIVE MEDICINE? 
http://ephesians-511.net/docs/QUO_VADIS_PAPA_FRANCISCO_04-COMPROMISED_BY_NEW_AGE_ALTERNATIVE_MEDICINE.doc 

QUO VADIS PAPA FRANCISCO 05-BAPTISM OF ALIENS 

http://ephesians-511.net/docs/QUO_VADIS_PAPA_FRANCISCO_05-BAPTISM_OF_ALIENS.doc 
QUO VADIS PAPA FRANCISCO 06-ENDORSEMENT OF A NEW AGE HEALER FROM INDIA? 

http://ephesians-511.net/docs/QUO_VADIS_PAPA_FRANCISCO_06-ENDORSEMENT_OF_A_NEW_AGE_HEALER_FROM_INDIA.doc
QUO VADIS PAPA FRANCISCO 08-CONSULTOR TO THE PONTIFICAL COUNCIL FOR CULTURE PRACTISES NEW AGE ADVOCATES THE HERESY OF WOMEN PRIESTS 

http://ephesians-511.net/docs/QUO_VADIS_PAPA_FRANCISCO_08-CONSULTOR_TO_THE_PONTIFICAL_COUNCIL_FOR_CULTURE_PRACTISES_NEW_AGE_ADVOCATES_THE_HERESY_OF_WOMEN_PRIESTS.doc
QUO VADIS PAPA FRANCISCO 09-THE POPE UNDERGOES NEW AGE TREATMENTS 

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

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

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

http://ephesians-511.net/docs/QUO_VADIS_PAPA_FRANCISCO_12-CATHOLIC_CRITICISM_OF_ENCYCLICAL_LAUDATO_SI’.doc 

QUO VADIS PAPA FRANCISCO 13-SOME QUESTIONABLE ECCLESIAL APPOINTMENTS OF POPE FRANCIS 

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

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

http://ephesians-511.net/docs/QUO_VADIS_PAPA_FRANCISCO_15-THE_POPE_SPEAKS_ON_CLIMATE_CHANGE_AIR_POLLUTION_AND_A_HERETICAL_PRIEST_ EVADES _PROLIFE_ISSUES.doc 

QUO VADIS PAPA FRANCISCO 16-CARDINAL DANNEELS REVEALS THAT HIS CLERICAL MAFIA STRIVED FOR BERGOGLIO AS POPE 

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

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

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

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

http://ephesians-511.net/docs/QUO_VADIS_PAPA_FRANCISCO_20-ATHEIST_PAPAL_ADVISOR_BELIEVES_IN_NEW_AGE_GODDESS.doc 

QUO VADIS PAPA FRANCISCO 21-AWARDED 2015 PERSON OF THE YEAR BY ANTICHRISTIAN PETA 

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

http://ephesians-511.net/docs/QUO_VADIS_PAPA_FRANCISCO_22-THE_CONTRACEPTION_AND_RABBITGATE_CONTROVERSIES.doc 

QUO VADIS PAPA FRANCISCO 23-THE LUTHERANIZATION OF THE CATHOLIC CHURCH 
http://ephesians-511.net/docs/QUO_VADIS_PAPA_FRANCISCO_23-THE_LUTHERANIZATION_OF_THE_CATHOLIC_CHURCH.doc
QUO VADIS PAPA FRANCISCO 24-APOSTOLIC DECEPTION AMORIS LAETITIA 
http://ephesians-511.net/docs/QUO_VADIS_PAPA_FRANCISCO_24-APOSTOLIC_DECEPTION_AMORIS_LAETITIA.doc
QUO VADIS PAPA FRANCISCO 25-SHAME AND SCANDAL IN THE FAMILY

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

QUO VADIS PAPA FRANCISCO 26-THE DECENTRALIZATION OF DOCTRINAL AUTHORITY

http://ephesians-511.net/docs/QUO_VADIS_PAPA_FRANCISCO_26-THE_DECENTRALIZATION_OF_DOCTRINAL_AUTHORITY.doc 
QUO VADIS PAPA FRANCISCO 27-THE CHIEF DRAFTER OF AMORIS LAETITIA AND THE ART OF KISSING http://ephesians-511.net/docs/QUO_VADIS_PAPA_FRANCISCO_27-THE_CHIEF_DRAFTER_OF_AMORIS_LAETITIA_AND_THE_ART_OF_KISSING.doc
QUO VADIS PAPA FRANCISCO 28- QUO VADIS PAPA FRANCISCO 28-DID GERMAN PELF INFLUENCE THE SYNOD ON THE FAMILY? 

http://ephesians-511.net/docs/QUO_VADIS_PAPA_FRANCISCO_28-DID_GERMAN_PELF_INFLUENCE_THE_SYNOD_ON_THE_FAMILY.doc 

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

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

http://ephesians-511.net/docs/QUO_VADIS_PAPA_FRANCISCO_30-ECUMENISM_WITH_PROTESTANTS.doc
QUO VADIS PAPA FRANCISCO 31-AMORIS LAETITIA-CONTINUING FALLOUT 
http://ephesians-511.net/docs/QUO_VADIS_PAPA_FRANCISCO_31-AMORIS_LAETITIA-CONTINUING_FALLOUT.doc
QUO VADIS PAPA FRANCISCO 32-PONTIFICAL COUNCIL FOR THE FAMILY UNVEILS DIABOLICAL SEX-ED PROGRAMME 
http://ephesians-511.net/docs/QUO_VADIS_PAPA_FRANCISCO_32-PONTIFICAL_COUNCIL_FOR_THE_FAMILY_UNVEILS_DIABOLICAL_SEX-ED_PROGRAMME.doc
QUO VADIS PAPA FRANCISCO 33-POPE FRANCIS DECLINES DONATION BECAUSE OF 666 FIGURE 
http://ephesians-511.net/docs/QUO_VADIS_PAPA_FRANCISCO_33-POPE_FRANCIS_DECLINES_DONATION_BECAUSE_OF_666_FIGURE.doc
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 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
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
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
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
AMORIS LAETITIA AND THE CURRENT CRISIS IN THE CHURCH 
http://ephesians-511.net/docs/AMORIS_LAETITIA_AND_THE_CURRENT_CRISIS_IN_THE_CHURCH.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 

