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Cardinal: Muslims Believe They Will Conquer Europe through Faith and Babies

http://www.onepeterfive.com/cardinal-muslims-believe-they-will-conquer-europe-through-faith-and-babies/ 
By Steve Skojec, November 10, 2015

Cardinal Bechara Boutros al-Rahi is the Patriarch of Antioch. So he is an Eastern Rite Catholic, not a Roman Catholic. But that still makes him a “full” Cardinal of the Catholic Church in all the relevant ways.

Indeed, Bechara Boutros al-Rahi is one of the only 119 Cardinals under the age of 80 who could vote for the next pope if the election were held today. For context, there are a total of 218 Cardinals, and as many Eastern Rite Cardinals (8) as, say, Central American Cardinals.

This bishop understands what’s at stake, and presumably some of this is due to the fact that he is almost at ground zero in the great 21st-century purge of Christians from the middle-east.

Note, however, what he does not say. He doesn’t say that Muslims will conquer Europe through violence per se. Nor does he claim that even Muslims might think that. Rather, the core of his fear is based on the current relative strength of the two belief systems, at least as it is manifested in the dedication of their contemporary adherents. He also makes a number of other unassailable but recently neglected points.

If history teaches us anything, it is that circumstances change and even impregnable seeming systems and ideologies can collapse overnight (see communism). Can the reverse also occur?

Regardless, who can say that he is now wrong?

From the Italian Catholic weekly Famiglia Cristiana, translated and summarized by Breitbart (in turn referenced by Credo):

In a stunning interview, the Maronite patriarch of Antioch, Cardinal Bechara Boutros al-Rahi, has contended that Islam has a clear, two-pronged strategy to take over Europe: religion and procreation.
(By Thomas D. Williams, 6 November) The cardinal said that Muslims look on Christians as weak and believe that since they have no children and barely practice their faith, Islam will easily conquer them. Sadly, he said, Muslims take their faith more seriously than most Christians, and they are gaining ground because of it.

“I have often heard from Muslims that their goal is to conquer Europe with two weapons: their faith and their birthrate,” al-Rahi said in a recent interview with Famiglia Cristiana, an Italian Catholic weekly magazine.

For the Muslims, the Cardinal said, “the practice of the faith is essential and fundamental. In Saudi Arabia they go to Friday prayers even if they need a walking stick. They know the Koran by heart, and when they talk they often cite it. The same is not true for Christians who do not refer either to the Bible or the teachings of the Church.”

The Muslims “believe that God’s will is to procreate and that marriage is aimed at this,” he said. “They think that numbers will give them the upper hand.”

Christians, however, “hardly get married anymore, and have few children,” he said.

The Cardinal also said that Muslims “identify anything that comes from the West as Christian per se. All Western politics is Christian politics, it is a new crusade. They say that Christians are the remains of the Crusades and of Western imperialism,” he said.

At the same time, al-Rahi sharply criticized the EU’s ineffective solutions to Europe’s migration crisis, arguing that the only way to end the chaos is by stopping the Islamic State in Iraq and Syria.

The 75-year-old cardinal is the Maronite Patriarch of the ancient city of Antioch, where Christianity has deep and millennial roots. He said that the ongoing conflict provoked by the Islamic State is forcing both Christians and moderate Muslims to emigrate from the Holy Land, so before all else, attention must be given to putting an end to the siege.
It is useless for Europe to quarrel over the reception of refugees without addressing the root cause of emigration from the Middle East, which is armed conflict, he said.

“The first thing to do to protect Christians in the Middle East is to end the war in Syria, Iraq, Yemen and Palestine,” the Cardinal said. “European states quarrel with each other about the number of refugees to be admitted but do nothing to end the conflict.”

“The Middle East is emptying and leaving the field open to fundamentalist and terrorist organizations,” al-Rahi said. For some reason, he said, “States do not talk about it, the only one making appeals is Pope Francis.”

“Europe is talking about the reception of refugees, those who would like ten thousand and another who will take three thousand people, but this does not help us,” he said. “Europe should focus on the cause of migration, namely the war. You have to turn off the tap and ensure that Muslims and Christians will return to their lands.”

“A Middle East without Christians,” the Cardinal continued, “has no identity.”

“This is the place of all divine revelation. It is where Jesus took flesh, died and rose again. It is where the Church was born and began to proclaim the Gospel to the world,” he said.

Al-Rahi also noted that Christians resent being called a “minority” in the Middle East. We have been here for two thousand years, he said, “six hundred years before the arrival of Islam.”

“Just as Europe discusses how to preserve its identity, it is urgent that we do the same,” he said.

What the Paris Attacks Will Bring
http://www.onepeterfive.com/what-the-paris-attacks-will-bring/
By Steve Skojec, November 14, 2015

I wrote something brief thoughts on Facebook last night as I watched the coverage of the Paris attacks, which was later quoted by my friend Hilary on her website this morning. Seeing it again through the eyes of others, I want to share it here, because I stand by this assessment (and I’ll leave in her emphasis):
Tomorrow, the narrative that what happened in Paris has nothing to do with true Islam will be echoed by the global elites. Pope Francis will join them, failing, once again, to lead Catholics in the truth, and lending religious credibility to the great Islamic lie.
“This will also help to ensure that those Parisians, Frenchmen, Europeans, and others throughout the world will not look to Catholicism as the answer to the Islamic threat, because it is feckless, dishonest, and pathetic. Which means that they will instead turn to political zealotry, to a new fascism, to dangerous ideologies, hatred, and indiscriminate violence. They will fight not like true crusaders, but like desperate men, and desperate men do awful things.

This could all have been prevented. Many have warned of what’s coming, myself among them. But self-delusion is an awful drug.

This is about to get much worse, and we have no leaders capable of standing against it, least of all the Vicar of Christ.
3 of 108 readers’ comments

1. Thanks for this article. It is encouraging. I came back into the Catholic Church in 2006 and a big part of that was the suffering of Christians under Islam. I was so shocked I could no longer call myself a Christian and not commit to the faith in all ways that that called for. I am now well into my Masters in Theology having done a Bachelor as well. I love to learn. I have learned all I can about Islam. I also find that there is no chance of it reforming in any meaningful way. For it to do so would be the equivalent of our denying the Incarnation. There will be no peaceful solution to the problem of Islam amongst us. Surely many Muslims of good standing in human values came to the West in search of a better life. We need also to protect them or where will anyone have a safe haven. Mosques need to be shut. The religion needs to be outlawed. Those who need it can be given passage and help back to a Muslim nation. Those who want to abandon it can stay. It has to be that radical or it will end in civil disorder and mayhem eventually on a large scale if not just bigger order atrocities alone. Especially the poor will suffer first. Those who cannot escape their impoverishment and will be at the mercy of strong arm Islamic overlords. Hasn't this already been seen with the young girls in state care in Britain.
2. Francis actually tried to make those legitimately turning away this Mohammedan tidal wave, the Hungarians for example, look bad. He cast the matter in terms of helping the poor, as bogus an interpretation as I can imagine. Benedict at least understood the menace Mohammedanism poses to all civilized nations, and tried on occasion to combat it, even if only haltingly. Francis wants Europe to put out the welcome mat for the invaders.
Beyond the possible dereliction of ecclesiastical duties one may assign to Francis, is his complete failure to analyze correctly what is happening in Europe. He has advised Europeans to welcome the Mohammedan dragon into their midst instead of teaching that nations and peoples have a right to defend themselves from foreign invasion. (Naturally, he twists what is going on to make it fit his favorite theme of "mercy," ignoring completely the fact that many of the invaders have no intention of visiting any kind of mercy on their victims once in France, Germany, Italy, etc.)

Let's not deceive ourselves as Francis has, though. There will have to be a fight now to determine whether Europe passes into Islamic slavery or not; iacta alea est. And the thanks for this mess can go directly to the European chattering class, and sadly to many deluded Catholic prelates including Francis. The best we can hope for is that Europe learns to fight cleanly, and that it finally rids itself of both the liberal principles that ultimately caused this war [that is what it is] as well as the Mohammedan invaders and the dire threat they pose.

3. You are spot on. You might be interested in a recent article by yours truly that covers related material and some Church history that is also being mischaracterized in an effort to promote the bogus notion of a "reformed Islam." Feel free to check it out at https://vlogicusinsight.wor...
Case of the Mondays – Admin Stuff & Islam Edition
http://www.onepeterfive.com/case-of-the-mondays-admin-stuff-islam-edition/ 
By Steve Skojec, November 16, 2015
I spent the first six hours of today seeing to neglected administrative tasks – cleansing my inboxes of the thousands of emails languishing there (and no, I haven’t gotten back to all of you yet – feel free to follow up if you are waiting on something from me), processing checks from our donors (thank you!), visiting the post office and bank, keeping a close eye on the ever-more-volatile discussions in our comment boxes.

This is why nothing has been posted yet today, and it may not happen (other than this) before quitting time. I am trying to force myself to accept my limitations. I literally can only do one thing at a time, and every time I try to multitask, nothing gets done. Which is why I was entering checks from September on November 16th.

While I was out running errands, I stopped in at our local coffee shop to grab a bag of  beans from our neighborhood roastery. A young man sitting at the counter was lamenting that he was out walking around at 3AM — not drinking, not doing anything untoward, just walking — and he was stopped and questioned by police two separate times.

“Um, you heard about the attacks in Paris, right?” The barista asked. “They’re cracking down. I read that ISIS released a statement about their ‘five year plan’…they want to hit Los Angeles, Virginia, DC…”

I nodded in agreement from my place in line.

“And they think some of the attackers were Syrian refugees.” The barista went on. “They’re coming in as refugees.”

“One of the guys, the mastermind behind the attack,” said the man standing in front of me in line, “was apparently from Belgium.”

I nodded again. “Brussels,” I offered. “They’re very good at hiding. Every mosque has radicals.  And whenever there’s an attack, what do you hear people say? ‘Oh, he was such a nice guy. He worked with me. He was my neighbor.'”

At that moment, two women walked in, chatting and laughing, and the conversation spontaneously ceased. The men in the room were aware, on edge; the women seemed likely to present an argument or objection nobody wanted to deal with at that moment. The unspoken agreement flashed around the shop by way of meaningful glances. I bought my coffee and walked out.

People are on notice. People are concerned. There’s going to be a lot of dissection of what happened in Paris on Friday night. France is already conducting air strikes, which give everyone a case of the feels, a big fist pump for vengeance.

But France’s problem is a domestic Islamic community that is so powerful, there are no-go zones where even French law enforcement fears to tread. When are they going to launch tactical strikes on those? When are they going to start mass deportations? Ann Barnhardt, quoting Osama bin Laden, says that Islam isn’t even a religion – it’s totalitarian political system that requires submission from all non-adherents:

Islam isn’t about “allah” or “paradise” or “prayer” or “spirituality” or how human beings should relate to one another or how human beings should relate to a “god” or the eternal fate of the human soul. THEY DON’T CARE ABOUT ANY OF THAT. Islam is about acquiring physical, earthly territory and installing a totalitarian government over the earth that provides a cadre of “elites” masquerading as some sort of “clergy” with massive decadent wealth and as much twisted perverted sex as they want, including homosexual and heterosexual pedophilia, ephebophilia, concubinage, incest, bestiality and necrophilia. There is nothing new under the sun. They want power, they want money and they want sex. The “religious” aspects are a stone-cold con, which Bin Laden himself declared in no uncertain terms.

2. They can’t be reasoned with. They can’t be dialogued with. There is no such thing as “radical islam”. There is islam, which is even more bloodthirsty, conscienceless and perverse than what we are seeing today. We cannot possibly imagine what they would do if given true carte-blanche. Islam today is like an eleven year old boy – just BARELY on the cusp of puberty, just BEGINNING to test the waters. These beheadings, rapes, suicide attacks and terror operations are BUSH LEAGUE. Just as it is nonsensical and depraved to refer to Nazis as “radical Nazis” and “moderate Nazis” – as if ANY Nazism could ever be considered acceptable, so it is with Islam.

I’m not sure I buy that it’s not a religion. I think it’s a very dangerous religious/political fusion, suffused with preternatural qualities that make it incredibly dangerous. But if the rest of Ann’s assessment is true — and all the evidence points to the fact that it is — every Muslim community represents a threat. 
My friend Andrew Bieszad, a scholar intimately acquainted with all the texts and teachings of Islam — keeps repeating to me that every Muslim is capable of being radicalized. The more devoted they become to their beliefs, the more likely that they will become the nice guy. The one you worked with in IT. The one who shot up the local preschool, yelling Allahu Akbar!

Speaking of Andrew, I did a podcast with him on Saturday about the Paris attacks. The audio is a bit muddy – my apologies, as it was a rush to catch him coming off a 14 hour night shift and we had to conduct the interview via cell phone — but it’s worth listening to anyway.

Andrew is also releasing a kindle version of his book, Lions of the Faith: Saints, Blesseds, and Heroes of the Catholic Faith in the Struggle with Islam. The physical copies were limited runs and kept selling out. This version is cheaper, never sells out, and available for pre-order now.

I haven’t read it in a few years, but I also just dusted off my copy of Robert Spencer’s Politically Incorrect Guide to Islam (And the Crusades). Your mileage may vary, but I remember it being a real eye-opener for the uninitiated, which I was when I read it.

And for those of you who have read it, yes, I’m aware of Pope Francis’s answer to the question of whether Lutherans should be able to receive the Eucharist. No, it’s not good. I hope to get to that soon.

Steve’s responses to readers’ comments
1. Islam is an evil religion/ideology. It demands eradication. This is not the same thing as eradicating those who believe in it, but we should not fear to fight them wherever they spread their vile creed by violence. Far better would be their conversion. And this is possible, if difficult. See the millions of converts from the Aztec world -- themselves worshipers of false and evil gods -- following the apparitions of Our Lady of Guadalupe.

Islam is incapable of co-existence with other religions or beliefs. It demands total submission of mind and heart, or physical submission through dhimmitude.

This is not a difficult concept to understand. Neither is it difficult to recognize that Judaism is NOT intrinsically evil, was NOT inspired by demonic hallucinations at worst and the equivalent of a 7th Century L. Ron Hubbard at best. Islam demands the emulation of their foul prophet, he who murdered, raped, had sex with young girls as well as with corpses, commanded the abuse of women and the slaying of unbelievers, etc.

Your desire to understate the dangers Islam presents is your own affair. But you are manifestly wrong in thinking that because it lacks a central state or the power of a national army that it is somehow a diminished threat. It is precisely the decentralization of Islam that makes it so dangerous. Every mosque, everywhere, is filled to the brim with individuals who are only a breath away from radicalization. It's not a question of thermonuclear war, to be certain; it is a question of a long, drawn-out war of attrition, of the inexorable decimation of morale; of living in a constant state of fear that your daily activities or those of your loved ones will be brought to an abrupt and bloody and senseless end at the hands of that nice man from IT who you went to lunch with last week.

Were more pious Muslims better educated and trained (and possessed of a higher native intelligence) the threat would surely grow far more rapidly. It is only good fortune for the dying West that this has not yet come to pass. Given time, it will.

Muslims feel empowered at this moment. They feel that now is the time to strike back. They believe that Allah himself is fighting on their side. They needn't fight smarter, they needn't fight better, they need only endure beyond what their target cultures can sustain. And since they do not value human life -- including their own lives or those of their children -- they are willing to accept losses that we are not.

In the meantime, they will continue to wage demographic war, build new mosques, saturate geographic regions of other countries until they have taken them over completely, and impose their own rule of law once others are no longer safe to traverse entire neighborhoods of their own cities. This will spread. Islam was an existential threat in history, and only CATHOLIC armies were able to defeat them. Supernatural faith against preternatural strength. Lacking faith, this is a war the secular forces of the world can never win. They dare not even admit to themselves that they are fighting a religious war. –Steve Skojec
2. The idea that Islam would leave well enough alone if we did is pure foolishness. Blowback is real, and our meddling in the Middle East has undoubtedly exacerbated the problems we face. But Islam is, by design, a world-conquering force. It has always been so and it always will be, and it is driven by demonic animus.

Belloc told us in 1929 that Islam would return as an existential threat, because Europe was already well on its way to abandoning Catholicism. It was only the Catholic armies of Europe that were ever able to drive Islam back. Islam is a virus. Islam is like the Borg. It self-replicates, it dominates, it subjugates. It preys upon stupidity and base passions, and these will always exist. And it has a preternaturally seductive capability, which is the only way to explain why even some progressive white females have fallen under its spell, despite all their alleged concerns about gender ideology and blah, blah, blah.

To leave Islam alone is to allow it to gather strength. Whether or not this is an intelligent policy prescription in the short term is debatable. But the entire world is the dar al harb -- the house of war -- and it *will*, according to their perverse ideology, be subjected to the dar al Islam.

Look at the successes they've had at gaining massive footholds in major, liberal, European cities. They are waging demographic warfare, and they are winning. It's only a matter of time, left unchecked, before Islam is an epidemic. And despite what we did with the USSR, asymmetrical warfare is impossible to win. Our enemy is nationless, without a single race or identifying characteristic. It practices Taqiyya - a form of lying and subterfuge so subtle that your nice Islamic neighbor who invites you over for an ethnic dinner winds up, two months later, being the one wearing a bomb in a crowded theater.

Wake up. This threat doesn't go away by shoving your head somewhere you can't see it. –Steve Skojec
St. Pelagius of Córdoba: A Martyr for our Times
https://onepeterfive.com/st-pelagius-of-cordoba-a-martyr-for-our-times/ 

By Fr. José Miguel Marqués Campo, June 27, 2015. Originally published on November 15, 2015.
“Because everyone that exalteth himself, shall be humbled; and he that humbleth himself, shall be exalted.” (Luke 14:11)

In one of his parables, Our Lord Jesus Christ tells of the great feast and of the guests assembled for the banquet. One man, thinking himself of some importance, took his seat among the higher places. The Master of the house saw him, and bade him yield to one worthier than himself. Another guest had humbly taken his seat in the lowest place: to him the Master said, “Friend, go up higher.” So it was with a young, pious Christian boy by the name of Pelagius (Pelayo), who lived in Spain during the early years of the Tenth Century, and who was once sent to take the place of a man in a prison—his uncle, Hermoygius, Bishop of Tuy—because the man was accounted of more importance than the boy. And yet, it was the boy who was bidden, “Friend, go up higher,” in the kingdom of his Lord.

The Catholic Reconquista of peninsular Spain began in the early Eighth Century in the Kingdom of Asturias, in the slightly northwestern coastal province, bordering the Cantabrican Sea, directly east of Galicia. It was near the old capital of Cangas de Onís, at Covadonga—a beautiful Marian Sanctuary—where another renowned Pelagius, King of the Astures, drove back the Moors in 722, eleven years after their invasion took place. Henceforth, in the contests between the Moors and the Christians in neighboring Galicia, the Christians were on one occasion defeated, and a bishop, named Hermoygius, was taken prisoner by Abdurrahman, who carried him in chains to Córdoba and imprisoned him there. Now, Bishop Hermoygius was anxious for the welfare of his flock. He entered into terms with Abdurrahman. Hermoygius had a young cousin, named Pelagius, and the bishop offered him as hostage, while he himself returned to his people, either to raise the ransom-money or to effect an exchange of prisoners. The Moorish caliph agreed, the child was handed over, and the bishop was set free. The latter hoped soon to have the ransom-money, and meanwhile his freedom seemed of more importance than that of a little boy of no real use in the affairs and issues at stake in the great world. Only in this case, as Our Lord says, “The last shall be first!” Such is the way of things with God.

When the exchange of hostages was undertaken, little Pelagius was but ten years of age. Pelagius was a boy of extraordinary physical beauty, and—as history has most certainly also proven—of extraordinary spiritual beauty as well. Three years passed with Pelagius languishing in the Moorish prison. It is not known what oversight or problem occurred, but for some reason or other, the ransom never came, nor did his Bishop-uncle ever return to free him. But not in vain had young Pelagius prayed intensely for his freedom. With the reports of his jailer, who had providentially turned out to be kind to him, Caliph Abdurrahman wanted to see the imprisoned little Christian boy.

No formal court was being held that day. In the palace, the handsomeness of the captive Christian boy was already well-known. The caliph sat at the other end of the hall, on a dais raised a couple of steps above the level of the floor; some of his courtiers were with him. He himself and most of the elder men there wore the green turbans denoting that they had made the pilgrimage to their holy city, Mecca. A few boys, sons of the caliph and his nobles, and some slaves were also present; and, though Pelagius did not know it, behind the “grille” high in the wall under the farther arch, the ladies and slaves of the royal harem were peeping curiously down to see the handsome captive, the account of whose good looks had reached them as well.

When Pelagius was brought to Abdurrahman, he was carefully eyed by the caliph. No physical feature escaped his gaze. When one of the young princes, Selim, perhaps a little jealous in his heart of this handsome stranger, stepped up, the caliph made the children stand back to back, and noted with satisfaction their equal height, though the Spaniard was a year younger than the Moor. The caliph, already upset that Bishop Hermoygius had not as yet sent the ransom, decided to make Pelagius a page in his court instead of sending him back to his cell.

Pelagius was anxious to be freed from his imprisonment, though it was not, certainly, the complete freedom to return to his native Galicia. But before he could be sworn into the Moorish caliph’s service, he was told that he must renounce his Christian faith. This was something that Pelagius simply could not do, knowing that if he were to pronounce the words of his new, imposed religion: “There is no god but Allah, and Mohammed is his prophet,” it would mean denying Christ. But was it possible to publicly renounce Christ and yet not do so interiorly? This was the dilemma faced by all martyrs, just as the Christian martyrs of the Roman Empire had been bidden to do: renounce Christ and acknowledge the Emperor as god. Could not they have done so publicly, enough to satisfy the pagan Romans, and yet in their hearts continue to honor the One and Triune God? No. It would be hypocritical, a betrayal of their Lord, who said, “Every one therefore that shall confess me before men, I will also confess him before my Father who is in heaven. But he that shall deny me before men, I will also deny him before my Father who is in heaven.” (Mt. 10:32-33)

St. Cyprian, Bishop and Martyr of Carthage (+258), wrote a treatise on the “lapsi,” that is, the “fallen” – those apostates who renounced their profession of faith in Our Lord Jesus Christ for fear of Roman persecution and martyrdom. If any were to be spared martyrdom and return to the Catholic faith and Church, St. Cyprian would not readmit them without serious penance. Indeed, St. Cyprian always praised the Roman martyrs, of which he himself would eventually be counted. Some of these were young, too, like St. Eulalia de Emérita Augusta (Mérida), in Hispania—who did not fall away in their profession of faith. The first three centuries of Roman martyrs is a glorious chapter in Catholic history. Catholics today can learn a great deal of the importance of professing the Catholic faith valiantly — in the face of persecution, danger, and even death — from those who lived centuries ago.

Pelagius knew that if he would but say those few words once, the caliph would be satisfied. But that meant to deny Christ. 
As far as he knew, no fellow Christian would witness his denial. Even if he were at last claimed by his own people, they need never know of his momentary apostasy. But it would nonetheless be a great sin, and surely, his holy guardian angel stood at his side, watching over him, as would his Lord. He lifted brave eyes to the caliph. “I will, indeed, be true to thee and obedient in all else,” he answered; “but first, I am Christ’s. Nothing may part me from Him.”

At this, the caliph grew angry, especially coming from one being offered such an honor: to be freed from imprisonment and made one of his pages in court. This outrage provoked the caliph and his aides, who now looked upon the handsome boy with anger.

“I am a Christian, and believe in Christ. Christ I will never deny.” One of the caliph’s aides laughed. “He mocks you,” he said in the caliph’s ear: “the Spaniard boy mocks you, as his friend the bishop did, in his Christian insolence.” Pelagius’ refusal chafed at Abdurrahman’s weakest spot—his pride, a pride already hurt by the conduct of Bishop Hermoygius. The caliph became ever more infuriated. He had suffered enough at the hands of the boy’s uncle. Should this boy too, here, in his own palace—a boy whom he wished to befriend and to place, as a companion, with his sons; a boy to whom he had openly offered all these advantages—should this youngster defy him to his face and shout aloud the name of his Christ, it would be simply too much insolence.

As the narrations of “Passions of the Saints” continue to tell, the caliph, already much infuriated, was moved by lust, and decided to at least take advantage of the young Christian boy’s handsomeness. But if little Pelagius showed great fortitude in his firm profession of faith in Christ, the boy also showed an admirable fortitude towards the caliph’s immoral sexual desire, and resisted just as resolutely. Such impudence, such insolence, from this young Christian Spaniard, was unheard of in the Moorish palace. There nothing left to do but finish little Pelagius off. And so, the caliph ordered his torture: “Take him out,” he said to the executioner, “and hang him up by his wrists till the pain forces him to deny his Christ.”

When the executioner came back, he informed the caliph that Pelagius had fainted. The caliph ordered him to bring Pelagius back to court. He did so. The young boy was bleeding from his wrists. “Once more, and for the last time,” the caliph said, “infidel and ungrateful as thou art, I give thee another chance. Happy freedom, honor, my favor and protection—or death. Choose!” And with the courage of a true Christian martyr, the boy resolutely responded, “I have chosen: Christ!”

“Take him away,” said Abdurrahman; “cut off his hands and feet and throw him into the river.” And so, as the Roman Martyrology recounts at the Hour of Prime, little Pelagius was literally torn to pieces with cruel iron pincers. Such was the dear price he paid for his faith and his chastity.

The 26th of June marks the traditional—and modern—liturgical feast day of this courageous young saint. In the traditional Roman Breviary, at the morning hour of Prime on 25 June, the brief but moving Martyrologium reading (which always mentions the glorious martyrs celebrated on the following day) states the following: Cordubæ, in Hispania, natalis sancti Pelagii adolescentuli, qui, ob confessionem fidei, Regis Saracenorum Abdarameni jussu forcipibus ferreis membratim præcisus, martyrium suum gloriose consummavit / “At Córdoba, in Spain, [in the tenth century,] the holy child Pelagius, who crowned his confession of the faith with a glorious martyrdom, by being torn to pieces with iron pincers, by order of Abdu’l-Rahman, King of the Saracens.”

In our trying times of today, when we see our cities attacked once again by Muslim forces, and when Christians, especially in the Middle-East, including young children, are tortured with such diabolical cruelty by extremist Islamists and beheaded; when the overwhelming influence and temptations of a world gone mad with all sorts of sexual disorder and immorality press around us, all Catholics, especially young ones, should be able to take heart by procuring the blessed intercession of St. Pelagius, this young Christian boy, this noble martyr from tenth century Spain.

Through his steadfastness in purity and faith, St. Pelagius was set free from all bondage and brought home to Heaven in triumph. Instead of walking in the rose-garden of Abdurrahman, the Moorish Caliph of Córdoba, he walks in the unfading garden of the King of Kings, crowned for ever with the roses of his precious martyrdom, as the psalmist (115 Vulgate) says: Pretiosa in conspectu Domini, mors sanctorum eius / “Precious in the sight of the Lord, is the death of his saints.”

2 of 9 readers’ comments
1. Quran (5:33) - "The punishment of those who wage war against Allah and His messenger and strive to make mischief in the land is only this, that they should be murdered or crucified or their hands and their feet should be cut off on opposite sides or they should be imprisoned; this shall be as a disgrace for them in this world, and in the hereafter they shall have a grievous chastisement".
Islam is without doubt a psychopathic curse from Satan.

2. Hard to imagine a St. Pelagius in our day coming from our Vatican II/Protestantized Catholic Church which condones the idea that one religion is as good as another. But much easier to imagine Bishop Hermoygius as representing today's Catholic Church.

We should pray for deliverance from the plague of indifference and lukewarmness which infests our Church today.

Maureen Mullarkey: “After Paris”
http://www.onepeterfive.com/maureen-mullarkey-after-paris/ 
By Steve Skojec, November 18, 2015

Maureen Mullarkey’s latest is up on her personal blog. A preview:
One thing for which we can be grateful to Pope Francis: His pontificate puts paid to the superstition that our popes are chosen by the Holy Spirit. That could only be believable if we are willing to say that the Spirit operates like a one-eyed Odin, setting his dogs loose at conclaves.

On Rorate Caeli this morning is a pronunciamento by the Vatican’s Secretary of State, Pietro Parolin. It had appeared in La Repubblica on November 16, after the atrocity in Paris. Headline: Parolin, The Jubilee: “The Holy Year will be open to Muslims.”

The message out of Vatican City is an injunction to “respond with mercy and hospitality to violence.” It is hard to decide which is more disreputable, the moral vanity at work here or the absurdity of the instruction. Hospitality implies welcome. We are to welcome those who would slaughter us? Whose goal is the subjection of the West to the universal caliphate? In this context, the word hospitality is an obscenity.

Do we hear the Islamic world asking for mercy? Where are the Muslim voices of repentance? Last I looked, there was rejoicing in the Middle East over the grand success of the heroic action of eight true sons of Allah.

Parolin’s comments stink of Vatican lust for dhimmitude:

“Mercy is also the most beautiful name of God for Muslims, who can also be involved in the Holy Year, as this is what the Pope wants.”

Mercy is drained of meaning by this pontificate. To distribute it freely to those who do not want it devalues the substance of it. Dispensing it unasked to those who would spit on it or turn it against their sentimental benefactors, makes a laughingstock of Christianity. And it further endangers what is left of the Christian world.

Go read the rest. It’s worth your time.
4 of 41 readers’ comments
1. I think the hour has come and now is for everyone to seriously consider the statements made by Pope Francis and wonder if they could have been made by a real Pope or even a real Catholic at all. I know we have to wait until someone more learned and powerful than us chickens makes a decision and a statement rejecting him but something has got to happen soon or the Church will be dead. Think of the nearly one billion faithful being cast aside by this arrogant little Argentinian leftist.

2. You're letting emotion rule your intellect when it should be the other way around. Because a Pope goes all stupid on us doesn't mean he doesn't hold the office. It would be catastrophic to relegate the office of the Pope to the subjective decisions and judgments of laymen or subordinates. There's plenty of creepy little sede picante cults out there who can show you just how catastrophic that road can be.

3. The Holy Spirit does not pick the Pope, However, God does permit men like this to be elevated to the papacy to chastise His wayward people. We get what we deserve.
4. I expect a Pope to call the Muslims out of their idolatry and into the life of Christ. That doesn't include welcoming them into 'the year of mercy' (so-called), until they are baptized Catholics.
The Incredible Shrinking Bishop Barron
http://www.onepeterfive.com/the-incredible-shrinking-bishop-barron/ 
By Maureen Mullarkey, November 23, 2015
I have never been more than an occasional viewer of Fr. Robert Barron’s Word on Fire chats. His recent televised interview with EWTN’s Catherine Szeltner put paid to whatever interest I had.

Newly elevated to an auxiliary bishop in the sprawling L.A. diocese, now-Bp. Barron was in Baltimore for his initial appearance among the USCCB. Ms. Szeltner was on hand to ask how Catholics should respond to the slaughter in Paris. “How should they react?” she wondered, as if Catholics were dependent on guidance in their attitude toward carnage.

This was hardly a spontaneous interview. Chairs had been set. The bishop had not been caught on the run; he was not speaking off the cuff. On the contrary, it is standard practice to establish before air time which questions will be asked. Ms. Szeltner was wide-eyed with anticipation for an answer that had already been rehearsed. Here was the fledgling bishop’s moment to affirm public solidarity with the mantra of love heralding the Year of Mercy. Which—the Vatican just announced—extends to Muslims.

Barron began with a self-reverential response that carried a hint of conceit for having been placed among the great and the good. Our new bishop has ascended above even just anger. The massacre aroused no outrage, not even a wince of distaste. Rather, his first words were on fire with … nostalgia. He found the atrocity “especially poignant” because he had studied in Paris for three years.  And because he remembered some of the locations involved, the attacks were “moving and poignant.”

Not obscene, not demonic, foul or repellant. Poignant. It is a word appropriate for the death of a kitten. Applied to the murder and maiming of innocents, it is worse than unfitting. It is shameful.
He glided on to a serene tutorial on mercy, on the obligation to “respond to violence with love,” and “to fight hatred with love.” He enjoined Catholics to mercy and “a non-violent stance.” Listening, I realized why I have never been able to cotton to Word on Fire: Barron is smarmy. His genial TV persona has none of the alert, intellectual muscularity of Fulton Sheen whose lead he presumes to follow. This time on camera, he confused Paris in 2015 with Selma, Alabama in 1965.

Sanctimonious appeal to non-violence is typical of middle-brow respect for the strategy of King—learned from Gandhi—minus any grasp of its genius. There is nothing commensurate between the cultural situation of the American civil rights movement and the events in Paris. To try to impose the conditions of that movement onto Islamic jihad is astonishing in its obtuseness. Mercy is vacated of all meaning when it is used as an excuse for blindness to history, or for inaction in the face of present realities.

King adopted Gandhi’s strategy of non-violence because he understood the nature of the correspondence between American blacks and Indians under British rule. In their different ways and to different degrees, both peoples were subordinate. Their only tool against potentially crushing power was civil disobedience, the crucial tactic of non-violence. Without recourse to civil disobedience, non-violence is no more than passivity. Not only is the tactic impossible against Islamic terrorism, calls for non-violence invite further aggression.

Gandhi, trained as a lawyer in London, was intimate with the basic decency of British culture. His insistence on civil disobedience disarmed Britain only because the British were a people steeped in a Christian ethos, in a sense of fair play, and belief in human rights and the rule of law. As King knew, these animated the American soul as well. They do not apply to resurgent Islam.

Genocide was never the end game of either the British or the segregationist forces in the United States. Genocide—mitigated only by conversion or the slavery of dhimmitude— is an objective of Islam. Barron misleads his audience with bankrupt, Vatican-stroking noises about nonviolence.

The limited applications of non-violence were obvious when, in 1938, Gandhi advised Europe’s Jews to practice nonviolent resistance against Nazi persecution. In some mystical way, this would supposedly result in Germany’s moral reformation. Nearly eighty years later, Bishop Barron offers the same futile rationale—in the name of Christ crucified—to Catholics.

Inversion of circumstances between Islam and the West is as bizarre as it is reckless. Non-violence is the resort of the weak against the strong. By inviting Catholics to adopt “a non-violent stance” against jihad, Barron insinuates assent to inferiority. It is a failure of will dressed in Christian idiom. Call it submission.

In practical terms, what does it mean to respond with love to genocidal intention? How is non-violence applicable to a contest of civilizations in which one side is committed to the annihilation of the other? Wherein lies the moral force of non-violence against a bloodlust cultivated for fourteen hundred years?

Gandhi’s notorious advice to Jews was tantamount to telling them to march quietly to the ovens. Whether satyagraha serves freedom or a final solution depends on the variables of situation. Bishop Barron’s inability to discern critical distinctions makes his ministry dangerous.

He remains a cheery, good-natured promoter. Sadly, what he promotes is dhimmitude.

Maureen Mullarkey is a senior contributor to The Federalist. She keeps a weblog at StudioMatters.com.
Editor’s Note: Brandon Vogt, who serves as the Content Director for Bishop Robert Barron’s Word on Fire Catholic Ministries, contacted us to say that “Bishop Barron was grabbed by the interviewer as he was walking through the room and invited to sit down for an interview. He had no advance notice, no idea what questions would be asked, and his answers were given on the fly, without preparation.”

Here’s the interview in question, which was not included in the original post. We’ll leave it to the viewers to decide if Bishop Barron’s lack of preparation affected his readiness to respond:
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6 of 278 readers’ comments
1. Excellent article Maureen. Bishop Barron, echoing the ersatz mercy of Pope Francis, calls us to suicide or slavery in the face Muslim religious genocide has destroyed whatever credibility he had. Such thinking is evil or insane. What the Catholic Church should be doing at this most solemn and frightening moment is to reassert her centuries long condemnation of radical Islam and call on the armies of the civilized world to defeat it.

2. The Bishop Barron's of the world will get you killed in the name of false mercy and phony ecumenism. Just what we need another effeminate minded Bishop. Where are the warriors in the Church Hierarchy? In the Dioceses? In the Parishes? Where have all the men gone? Taylor Marshall had a great post regarding what St Thomas Aquinas would say on the Muslim/Immigration Issue. You can just imagine what he would have said on the Paris Terrorist Attacks. 
He continued the discussion on Islam with his latest post. Must reading for everyone. http://taylormarshall.com/2...
3. Thank you. This article helps me with my preaching. After Paris, I spoke about the phrase "I desire mercy and not sacrifice" and that the sacrifice of these lives and of the homicide bombers themselves would not be pleasing to God, based on psalm 51. There is no room for human sacrifice in pleasing God. There is another phrase I used, "A time will come when those who kill you will think they are doing a holy service for God." By contrast, God is pleased with the rational and unbloody sacrifice of the Eucharist. I also spoke about Mary, the perfect model for this sacrifice of humility, and how we could pray for the victims because if they weren't in a state of grace when they were murdered, she can help, even now. Mary teaches Jesus what it means to be a man, and we must turn to her to teach young men today about being men of self-sacrifice and how to use their male energy well and not violently. –Fr. Jeffrey
4. I did enjoy Bishop Barron's "Catholicism" but have been disappointed to see him kiss the hem of Francis whom he calls "the bomb." This papacy is fraught with problems due to the scrambled thinking of this pope. It is more than irritating to see a well-formed Catholic intellectual like Barron roll over like a puppy for this pope. I hope he is not going to be one of the many weak American bishops who kowtow to Francis's modernist whims.
5. I stopped listening to 'Bishop' Barron after he made the comment that there was almost no one in hell. It was very disappointing to realize that he was one of the 'everyone goes to heaven' crowd of prelates that has permeated the Church. That was the turning point for me, sadly.
6. It is precisely because people have read great philosophers - and the Fathers of the Church, who were great philosophers - that they can discern that the good bishop is not it.

Woman Who Grew Up Muslim Explains Islam
http://www.onepeterfive.com/woman-who-grew-up-muslim-explains-islam/ 
By Steve Skojec, December 9, 2015
A woman posting under the name “Farrah Prudence” says she grew up Muslim in the Middle East, and she’s tired of the true nature of Islam being misrepresented. This is worth 8 minutes of your time:
[image: image2.png]



08:47
If you’d like to read the texts she recommends, we’ve already linked to them in our post, Islam 101: A Crash Course.
[http://ephesians-511.net/docs/ISLAM_101-A_CRASH_COURSE.doc]
5 of 10 readers’ comments
1. Listen to her. Read the writings of others who have escaped the horror that is Mohammedanism. They know already what awaits the West if we persist in our pantywaist attitude against this blasphemous secular heresy. Islam IS the enemy, not some renegade band of "Islamists" as monumental liars like Obama, Clinton, and W Bush pretend.

2. The Vatican and the Pope are crossing the line by deceiving Catholics concerning Islam. Muslims don't give a damn about what Pope Francis says because he has no authority to lecture them about Islam. The point is the Pope and Rosica's statements about Islam are addressed to Catholics. Catholics are dumbed down and misinformed by their own Pope and Church. Political correctness and appeasing Islam at the expense of truth. It's a shame.
3. Pope Francis: “Authentic Islam and the proper reading of the Koran are opposed to every form of violence” Many Catholics quote this out of touch with reality statement of the Pope to prove that Islam is peaceful. According to many Catholics and the Vatican the Pope is more Muslim than Muhammed, the Quran and all the Islamic traditions. So according to the Pope the authentic Islam and proper reading of the Quran only exist in the Vatican. Muslim scholars are fake Muslims that were teaching a fake Islam for 1400 years. I never knew that the Pope is the vicar of Allah and the successor to Muhammed.

4. Can I get a link to Francis saying that?

5. You will find it in paragraph 253 of Pope Francis' apostolic exhortation “The Joy of the Gospel.” The entire sentence reads: “Faced with disconcerting episodes of violent fundamentalism, our respect for true followers of Islam should lead us to avoid hateful generalizations, for authentic Islam and the proper reading of the Quran are opposed to every form of violence.” The last part of the sentence, the part quoted above indicates a papal opinion -- it's really no more than that -- that certainly agrees with the thought of bien pensants across the West these days. Unfortunately, it's also totally at odds with all available historical evidence, with the Koranic interpretation of most Islamic scholars around the globe, and with a layman's informed commonsense reading of Mohammed's book. Francis is not the first modern pope to espouse this peculiar notion about Mohammedanism, but consensus in error doesn't lead to its attenuation.

Archbold: “The Right Questions” On Muslim Immigration
http://www.onepeterfive.com/archbold-the-right-questions-on-muslim-immigration/ 
By Steve Skojec, December 10, 2015
We stay well clear of politics here, but Donald Trump’s suggestion that there be a moratorium on Islamic immigration has raised a lot of hackles. Despite the outrage, the American people are much more on board with this idea than one might expect. Check out this screenshot of an MSNBC poll on the topic grabbed earlier today:
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A friend also sent over some polling data (source) from the Pew Forum on Religion & Public Life in which American Muslims were asked about violence against civilians:
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Yeah. So assuming the numbers aren’t actually higher (because of taqiyya), in the both of the most recent polling events, THIRTEEN PERCENT of American Muslims found a time where they could justify “suicide bombing and other forms of violence against civilian targets.”

13%.

Estimates on the American Muslim population range from 5 to 12 million. If we take a nice easy number like 10 million, and extrapolate 13%, that’s 1.3 million people. People who very well may live in your community and attend your local mosque.

Last night, I linked to this video from a woman who grew up Muslim in the Middle East, who passionately dispelled the liberal Western narratives about Islam as a peaceful religion. She sounded a lot like our own Andrew Bieszad, in fact, whom I interviewed on this topic last week.

With all of this in mind, we turn our attention to Creative Minority Report, where Pat Archbold lays out the questions we should be asking in our policy discussions about Islamic immigration:

All rights come from God, not government, not ever.

Error has no rights. Condemned “Each one is free to embrace and profess that religion which, led by the light of reason, he thinks true.”

Islam is a particularly noxious error perhaps even of Satanic origin.

While the common good of the state and the Church may dictate the need of tolerance of error, sometimes the common good dictates otherwise.

So, it is permissible for a State to suppress Islam to some degree.

So Catholics must dispense with the notion that banning Islamic immigration is de facto anti-Christian and somehow violates human rights. It does not. Period.

The right questions are these:
Q: Does the common good of the State and the Church require this action at this time? Good people can disagree on this.

Q: Is there a prudent way, in a secular republic with increasing antagonism toward Christ and his Church and which increasingly ignores its legitimate and long-standing constitutional limitations, to effect such a policy without establishing a precedent of government power over religion in general that will almost certainly be used against the Church?

Q: And as a corollary to the above: Is the risk of Muslim immigration currently greater than the threat posed by a centralized tyrannical secular republic unfettered in its ambitions by constitutional limits?

For my part, I don’t think so. For Americans, the greater threat is clearly our secular-atheist government.

But whatever your opinion, this is where the debate should be.

So you see, we find ourselves between Iraq and a hard place. (I kid.) But seriously: we are weighing two incredibly potent dangers against one another – the power of the secular state to suppress the 1st Amendment on a case-by-case basis, and the growing power of Islam in our towns and communities, knowing full well that the teachings of Mohammed demonstrate no respect for non-Muslims, and think of us as no better than dogs.

Catholics solved the Islamic problem across Europe over centuries of warfare. The best Catholic minds should be brought to bear now on this issue. It’s a big one, and it’s not going away.

2 of 24 readers’ comments
1. Islam is demonic. It must never be accepted/tolerated here.
2. Who will replace Fulton Sheen in his stand against totalitarianism, then the commies and now the Mohammedans?
Pornography and the Prophet: Islam, Feminism & the Myth of the “Willing Whore”
https://onepeterfive.com/pornography-and-the-prophet/
By Matthew Karmel, July 7, 2016
The United States is, by far, the world’s largest producer of online pornography, accounting for nearly 25% of all such material. Rounding out the list of the top five porn-producing countries are the United Kingdom (5.5%), Germany (4.9%), Brazil (4.8%) and France (4%). Of the top 15, a dozen are western countries, the three outliers being Japan (3.8%), India (3.2%) and Turkey (1.8%). In total, more than 60% of all online pornography features western performers.
One might think that, given the western provenance of most of this material, it is also being consumed by a predominantly western audience. This, however, is not the case. Some of the world’s top consumers of online pornographic material are, in fact, to be found in Muslim countries. According to Google – by far the most popular search engine used by consumers of online pornography (83.5%) – Pakistan tops the list of countries whose citizens perform pornography-related searches. Of the top 8 such countries, 6 of them are predominantly Muslim states, including Egypt, Iran, Morocco, Saudi Arabia and Turkey. While many of these countries have strict laws prohibiting the production and consumption of pornographic material, the advent of the smartphone has made controlling porn-related internet traffic virtually impossible – something an increasing number of Muslim men regularly exploit.
Muslims in Pakistan, Iran, Egypt, Malaysia, Indonesia, Turkey, Morocco and the United Arab Emirates also search for bestiality porn more than any other demographic worldwide, with particular interest in donkeys, dogs, horses, cows, goats, snakes, monkeys, elephants and – yes – bears. The deeper one digs into the Google data, the worse it gets: the search term “child porn” is the second most popular porn-related search in Turkey, being topped only by Pakistan, which leads the world in searching for the terms “children sex”, “sexy child”, “sexy children” and, unsurprisingly, “rape”. Other disturbing terms searched in connection with porn include “father daughter” and “bother sister” – ranked numbers 4 and 5 in Syria; “mom” appears in Egypt’s top 10 porn-related search terms. Equally revealing is the finding that the second most common language used to search for homosexual pornography is Arabic, with the terms “gay man”, “gay sex”, “gay girl” and “homo sex” topping the list. In fact, “homo sex” is the top porn-related search term in Indonesia, home to more than 200 million Muslims.
Obviously, pornography is a universal problem. In fairness, depraved Muslims would not be consuming so much pornographic material if depraved westerners were not producing so much of it. Like the Arab sayf ḏū ḥadayn, however, that argument cuts both ways: if Muslim men were not so ready to click links to pornographic sites, increasing their revenue, there would be less such material produced in the West. The simple truth is that no modern culture or society can claim to be spotless when it comes to the scourge of pornography. Some are producers, some are consumers, most want nothing to do with it, but everyone is affected by it in one way or another.
This problem would perhaps remain a largely moral one were it not for the fact that Europe is currently being flooded by men of predominantly Muslim background whose only knowledge of western women is what they have learned by watching internet porn. Khaled Diab of The Guardian reports that porn is largely responsible for the mischaracterization, common among Arab Muslims, of  western women as “oversexed, promiscuous and having revolving doors in their knickers.” He states:
“In fact, many Arab men, particularly those with little contact with the West, have this fantasy of western women that comes straight out of Playboy magazine or the grainy images of pirate pornos.”
He quotes an Arab friend as saying:
“A typical Egyptian male is a firm believer that any western woman is an easy catch and would not mind at all having sex with complete strangers.”
Not wanting to single out Egyptians, Diab reveals that similar views are held all over the Arab Muslim world. One Portuguese colleague told him:
“From my personal experience, the worst Arab men I found were the ones from Saudi Arabia. They think that all foreign women are prostitutes and they try to treat them like that.”
Given that this is the mentality of some – and perhaps many – of the Muslim men currently entering Europe in droves, incidents like the one which took place in Cologne, Germany on New Year’s Eve 2015 – where more than 1,000 women were sexually assaulted and/or harassed by groups of immigrants of African and Arab descent – should surprise no one. While shocking in its extent, the incident is by no means isolated. Wherever Muslim immigration has increased, reports of sexual assault and rape have increased dramatically. Sweden, for example, which has prided itself since the 1970’s on having one of the most immigrant-friendly policies in Europe, is now widely acknowledged to be the rape capital of the West. The Muslim child sexual exploitation rings in Great Britain, in which well over 1,000 young, predominantly western girls were abused as sex slaves by groups of Muslim, predominantly Pakistani men, is but another shocking example of the same phenomenon.
What is perhaps most troubling, however, is the reaction of western political and cultural elites to this growing problem. Cologne Mayor Henriette Reker responded to the New Year’s incident by suggesting that the victims were at least partially to blame for what happened, going so far as to call for guidelines on how western women must change their behavior if they are to avoid such treatment in the future. Professor of Anthropology Dr. Unni Wikan suggested that the sharp increase in cases of rape in her native Sweden was largely due to the provocative manner in which Swedish women dress themselves, saying “Norwegian women must take their share of responsibility for these rapes,” and “realise that we live in a multicultural society and adapt themselves to it.” To the shame of Great Britain, it has been widely acknowledged that investigators regularly ignored reports made by the victims of the Rotherham child prostitution ring because they worried about the possibility of appearing racist and/or xenophobic toward Pakistani Muslims.
In the rare event of a public figure venturing forward to acknowledge some modicum of responsibility, that acknowledgement invariably takes the form of a collective mea culpa on the part of the West. It is our general failure to be “welcoming” and “open to the other” which is at root of the cultural conflicts currently threatening to tear Europe apart. Even prominent men in the Church have taken up the cause of limitless Muslim immigration, using the humanitarian good will of the European peoples against themselves as the means of their own cultural demise. As German Cardinal Rainer Woelki said while celebrating Mass over a carefully staged seven-meter-long refugee boat perched on the steps of the Cologne Cathedral – mere meters aways from where hundreds of women were sexually assaulted by Muslim immigrants only a few months prior: 
“Someone who lets people drown in the Mediterranean also drowns God.” Obviously, the Germans have lost nothing of their skill in crafting powerful slogans meant to browbeat the populace into submission.
In a way unforeseen by any of the members of the global financial and political elite, however, the peoples of Europe have begun to push back. One very powerful signal in this regard was the recent vote by 52% of the British electorate to leave the European Union – largely over the issues of border control and immigration policy. Financial independence and national sovereignty, while grand ideals, leave the common man largely untouched. It is when he recognizes an imminent threat to his wife and children that he is compelled to act. The tired self-accusatory excuses of the western liberal left are no longer effective in pacifying the populace in the face of an invading culture of sexual assault and rape.
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Inspecting New Arrivals – Giulio Rosati (c. 1900)

Blame is to be placed – first and foremost – on the Muslim religion itself. While pornography is a significant contributing factor today, Muslim views of western women as sex objects are a tradition which can be traced back to that paragon of Muslim orthodoxy, the Prophet Mohammed, himself. Nadia Maria el-Cheikh, in the work Byzantium Viewed by the Arabs, relates a story in which Mohammed used the “white-complexioned blondes, with straight hair and blue eyes” of Byzantium to tempt a new convert to help him wage jihad against the capital of the Eastern Empire, asking him, “Would you like the girls of Banu al-Asfar?” – the Arabic term used to refer to the “unbelieving Caucasians” of Byzantium and Rome. To another potential jihadi, he posed the question, “O Abu Wahb, would you not like to have scores of Byzantine women and men as concubines and servants?” to which Wahb responded:
“O Messenger of Allah, if I see the women of the Byzantines, I fear I will not be able to hold back. So do not tempt me with them.”
El-Cheikh explains that the hope of capturing Byzantine women – who became Islam’s version of the femme fatale – as sex slaves is a theme running through early Arabic literature:
“Our sources show not Byzantine women but [Muslim] writers’ images of these women, who served as symbols of the eternal female – constantly a potential threat, particularly due to blatant exaggerations of their sexual promiscuity.”
Examples of this include descriptions of European women as “the most shameless in the whole world”, “finding sex more enjoyable”, and “prone to adultery.” To a mind religiously and culturally disposed to viewing western women as “willing whores”, therefore, the flood of western pornography which has inundated the world over the last 50 years has only solidified that view into an absolute conviction.
Does this in any way excuse the individual Muslim who commits such acts? Absolutely not. But it does help to explain why so many Muslim men view western women as fair game for sexual conquest: they learned it from their Prophet.
Blame must also, of course, be placed squarely upon the shoulders of the ideological leaders of the libertine sexual revolution – especially those who mainstreamed pornography under the cover of “freedom of (artistic) expression”, such as Hugh Hefner, Larry Flynt and Bob Guccione. Prior to the publication of Hugh Hefner’s Playboy, pornography was cheaply produced and difficult to obtain. By the end of their careers, it had been transformed it into a multi-million dollar, high-glamor industry with product placement in nearly every convenience store and newspaper stand around the world. But, for all their moral depravity, these were ultimately businessmen who viewed pornography as a lucrative commodity to be bought and sold like any other. The truly ugly defenders of sexual immodesty are the so-called “sex-positive” feminists who promote the notion that pornography is “empowering” to women.
Wendy McElroy, a self-described “individualist anarcho-feminist”, argues that pornography “benefits women, both personally and politically.” In regards to the personal “benefits,” she writes:  
“Pornography strips away the emotional confusion that so often surrounds real world sex. Pornography allows women to enjoy scenes and situations that would be anathema to them in real life. Take, for example, one of the most common fantasies reported by women: the fantasy of ‘being taken’, of being raped. The first thing to understand is that a rape fantasy does not represent a desire for the real thing. It is a fantasy. The woman is in control of the smallest detail of every act. Why would a healthy woman daydream about being raped? There are dozens of reasons. Perhaps by losing control, she also sheds all sense of responsibility for and guilt over sex. Perhaps it is the exact opposite of the polite, gentle sex she has now. Perhaps it is flattering to imagine a particular man being so overwhelmed by her that he must have her. Perhaps she is curious. Perhaps she has some masochistic feelings that are vented through the fantasy. Is it better to bottle them up?”
So, rather than dispelling the Muslim myth of the western willing whore, McElroy doubles down: they actually fantasize about being raped.
Joining the “sex-positive” ranks of McElroy are some big names in feminism: novelist and poet Kathy Acker (née Lehmann), academic and social critic Camille Paglia, and Megan Andelloux, founder of the Center for Sexual Pleasure and Health, just to name a few. Ellen Willis, considered one of the pioneers of the “sex-positive” branch of feminism, argued that “the claim that ‘pornography is violence against women’ [is] code for the neo-Victorian idea that men want sex and women endure it.”
Well-known activist and author Ayaan Hirsi Ali, who was raised a devout Muslim, recently released a short film asking the question, “Why don’t feminists fight for Muslim women?” Given the views of “sex-positive” feminists like McElroy and Willis, the answer should be obvious: not only do they not care about Muslim women; they don’t care about western women, either. If a woman is offended by the sexual advances of an immigrant, she’s actually suffering under the oppression of the patriarchy which turned her into a prude, and to portray her as the victim would be to perpetuate the image of the defenseless and sexually repressed female. Besides, she secretly fantasizes about being raped by him, anyway. So what’s the big deal?
Snark aside, the reason modern feminists largely refuse to stand up to Islam is because doing so would force them to acknowledge that they are not the oppressed suffragettes they regularly portray themselves to be. As blogger Janet Bloomfield notes:
“What radical Islam does is remind feminists that if patriarchy were a real thing in our culture, if misogyny were a real thing, if men hated women and wanted them chained in basements, we would be chained in basements. In actual fact, Western men are the most indulgent, permissive, tolerant men you will find anywhere on the planet, and in the face of real misogyny, whining feminists end up looking like petulant toddlers tossing expensive toys out of their designer prams complaining they are oppressed.”
Opposing actual Islamic aggression toward women – even western women – is simply bad for the feminist narrative. So it is quietly ignored – or, in the case of new wave radical feminism – excused. As old-school German feminist Alice Schwarzer recently remarked with an appreciable degree of consternation, “many of the so called ‘post-feminist’ Internet feminists who are for pornography and prostitution are in favor of the head scarf and even the burqa. They say this is all about the free choice of women.”
And thus feminism and Islam, which one could be forgiven for assuming should be mortal enemies, become bedfellows, aligned through their mutual hatred for the Christian West and their willingness to sacrifice the welfare of women and children to achieve their socio-political ends.
Despite the claims of Wendy McElroy, any normal person should have a hard time believing that there is anything close to a statistically significant number of women who secretly fantasize about being raped. While many “studies” were produced in the 70’s and 80’s which claimed to document precisely that, more recent analysis suggests that fantasies in which a woman is consensually overpowered by a desirable male are not and should not be referred to as “rape” fantasies at all, but are instead expressions of the natural relationship between the sexes, i.e. a woman’s healthy desire for an assertive and physically powerful male partner. When consent is removed from the scenario, the number of women who report erotic – as opposed to aversive – “rape fantasies” becomes negligible. And while one may speculate as to the underlying causes of this residual element, we can be sure of this: by willfully ignoring the threat that Islam and Muslim culture pose to women everywhere, feminists are doing everything right if their goal is to facilitate such a nightmarish fantasy becoming a reality. For an increasing number of European women, it already has.
4 of 38 readers’ comments
1. Well done. Thank you for discussing this topic, the link between pornography, the West, Islam and feminism. It is about time someone did. Truly a scourge is upon us.
2. Mahommedanism is the most depraved and pernicious death cult invented by the human mind. Mahommed is considered the "perfect model of human conduct". If he did it, it is perfectly legitimate. 
There is no such thing as the golden rule in Mahommedanism (I use this traditional term because the Koran and the Sunnah are more about Mahommed than about Allah. He is also a monster and an out and out gangster. We urgently need to get this message through to Muslims as they urgently need the Gospel and to now Jesus Christ. There are Evangelicals who are attempting to do this type of evangelization as is also Fr. Zaccharias Botros, a Coptic priest who has a huge audience for his Cable TV program in Arabic, and has many secret converts to Christianity. There is a $60 million bounty on his head and he lives in hiding in the U.S. Why can the Catholic Church not do something like this and quite the ridiculous statements which characterize Francis's statements about Islam? Then there is the US Bishops Conference bringing many Muslims into the country as refugees. The bishops generally follow the winds coming from Rome and these days they are totally confusing regarding Islam also.
3. "One very powerful signal in this regard was the recent vote by 52% of the British electorate to leave the European Union – largely over the issues of border control and immigration policy. Financial independence and national sovereignty, while grand ideals, leave the common man largely untouched. It is when he recognizes an imminent threat to his wife and children that he is compelled to act."
Interesting points you raise. I voted "Brexit" primarily on the grounds of national sovereignty, and a desire to sever the links with that ideological, undemocratic, corrupt, anti-Catholic institution which sees itself as the incarnation of a Christless Christendom. I live in an area where Muslim immigration has had no impact as yet and we are still 95% plus native Englishmen. Immigration generally is just not an issue round here where issues of sovereignty have been identified as the main motivation for Brexiteers.

However, vast areas of the north of the country, which would normally toe the line of the Labour Party (remainers), voted overwhelmingly to get out - 65-85% for Brexit. These areas are, coincidentally or not, also those places where Muslim immigration has been highest, and where most of the Muslim paedophile rings have been operating. Muslim immigration has not primarily been an EU phenomenon - most of them coming from the old British Commonwealth. But the average punter is unlikely to make such a distinction, seeing the EU as the main reason why we have no control over our borders.

So I think you may have hit on an important connection in the recent vote for Brexit and why the pundits and chattering classes totally failed to see it coming. Despite the Likes of George Soros piling his money and influence into the "remain" campaign, the people voted against the NWO. I hope that this is just the first small step in rejecting this godless order and that we see many more following through.

I know de Mattei recently wrote an article about Brexit which basically concluded: "But you still have a society which voted for same sex "marriage"!" However, he was incorrect in his assertion - the British people were never allowed a vote on SSM - it was imposed on us by our politicians despite public petitions being against it by a margin of 10 to 1. In the current climate, I wonder how it would have turned out if we had been allowed the vote.

The Root Cause of Islamic Violence
https://onepeterfive.com/the-root-cause-of-islamic-violence/
By Andrew Bieszad, May 24, 2017. Originally published on August 3rd, 2016. 
Pope Francis’ most recent comments attempting to separate Islamic religious beliefs from Islamic violence are deeply misleading. They are not just slightly or partially incorrect, but dangerously wrong.  They stand in direct contradiction to the Church and her saints’ long history of experience and understanding of the Islamic world.
In the context of yet another airplane interview — this time returning from World Youth Day in Poland, Francis was asked to discuss the threat posed by Islamic violence — now occurring with alarming frequency throughout the world — against the backdrop of the murder of French priest Fr. Jacques Hamel at the hands of jihadis as he offered Mass. I have included the full text of the pope’s comments below in block quotes, broken into sections to allow for my commentary:

I don’t like to speak of Islamic violence, because every day, when I browse the newspapers, I see violence, here in Italy… this one who has murdered his girlfriend, another who has murdered the mother-in-law… and these are baptized Catholics! There are violent Catholics!
This answer is a complete diversion. Of course there are violent people in any religion, race, or culture. This fact is an undeniable result of our fallen nature on account of original sin. So yes, there are violent people everywhere.
But what makes Islamic violence unique are its origins and purpose. Where it comes from, to whom it is directed, and how it is justified cannot merely be ignored or dismissed. In an Islamic context, the use of violence against another is rooted in the Islamic understanding of the person. Per Islamic theology, man is a mere creation, made not in the image of God, but as a mere animal. His humanity is believed to be an extrinsic quality that is bestowed upon him with his creation, but is not a permanent part of him. Rather, it is the Islamic belief that to be a human is to be a Muslim in good standing.

As far as non-Muslims are concerned, Islam regards them as men and women who by their own will have mutilated themselves by rejecting Islam. It is therefore permitted to kill these unbelievers on account of their non-belief. In the case of children, the teaching of Islam is that since they did not have a “choice” in their “apostasy,” they may legitimately be taken from their families and forcibly converted to Islam.
When it comes to the Muslim treatment of other Muslims, it is believed that a Muslim who either does not practice Islam or who practices a heterodox form of Islam makes himself an apostate and can be treated the same as a non-Muslim. While violence is not mandated in Islam, it is wholly permitted and no moral penalty is attached to the use of it. It is a permissible individual choice, and one Muslim cannot, in a moral sense, tell another Muslim not to use violence against a non-Muslim if he so wishes.

The perfect model for Islamic behavior and life is none other than Muhammad himself. Christians say “What would Jesus do,” and Muslims say “What would Muhammad do.” Muhammad is even called “al-insan al-kamil,” meaning “the perfect man” because all his actions are regarded as a perfect model for human behavior. The question when evaluating the morality of Islamic action according to their own internal system of belief therefore becomes, what did Muhammad do? By all of the orthodox Islamic accounts, Muhammad was a mass-murderer, a pedophile, a necrophile, a serial rapist, a man who claimed he was possessed by demons, a highway robber, a liar, a deceiver, and a tyrant who placed his concept of divine beatitude at the service of his own acquisition of power, money, and sex in this life with the promise that these same ill-gotten pleasures would endure perpetually in the afterlife. As St. Alphonsus Liguori said, “the Mahometan paradise is fit only for beasts, for only filthy sensual pleasure is there.”

Pope Francis’ statement is simply false. In the Islamic system of belief, violence is given a divine blessing in a way that no other religion does.

If I speak of Islamic violence, I must speak of Catholic violence . . . and no, not all Muslims are violent, not all Catholics are violent.
Catholic violence? Which Catholic violence is that, exactly? I have never seen a Catholic blow up a bus of Muslim school children while screaming “JESUS IS LORD,” or use dull blades to behead countless Muslims in internet videos — all while praising the saints — or any number more of the gruesome things that are a daily suffering for Christians and others living in Muslim lands. To the contrary, in my many years of studying Islam, I have seen Muslims do these things regularly, and with impunity.
To even suggest that an equivalency exists between Islamic brutality and some imaginary “Catholic violence” is a blasphemy against the true God and an insult to those persons who suffer under the very real oppression of Islamic tyranny.
It is like a fruit salad; there’s everything. There are violent persons of this religion… this is true: I believe that in pretty much every religion there is always a small group of fundamentalists. Fundamentalists. We have them. When fundamentalism comes to kill, it can kill with the language — the Apostle James says this, not me — and even with a knife, no?
Again, Francis uses “fundamentalism” as a pejorative, as he has so often done before. But this is not an accurate usage of the term.
The word “fundamentalism” finds its origin in a Protestant series of books published in the early 20thcentury. These books set out to articulate the “fundamentals” of Protestant belief. As such, “fundamentalism” in a modern sense means a belief in the fundamentals of faith — not a bad thing in relation to a faith worth believing in.  As mentioned earlier, however, for a Muslim, “fundamentalism” means the denial of the humanity of non-Muslims and the supremacy of Islam — all of which leads to heinous violence, cultural incompatibility, and more. The fundamentals of Islam are thus not favorably disposed toward a peaceful world, or toward the co-existence of Muslims and non-Muslims.

In a Catholic sense, “fundamentalism” could simply be another term for “orthodoxy.” Catholic “fundamentalism” is admittedly in short supply today, but is necessary. Catholic “fundamentalism” — following the fundamentals of the Faith — is a path to holiness. All of the saints, blesseds, and holy men and women of the Church were fundamentalists; they practiced the very essence of what the Catholic Faith teaches. The more “fundamentalist” a Catholic becomes, the more they grow in faith, hope, and charity.

A Catholic fundamentalist will probably offer a daily Mass and rosary for you.

A Muslim fundamentalist would attack and behead you.

These two types of fundamentalism could not be more different. To treat them as the same thing is a diabolical deception.

I do not believe it is right to identify Islam with violence. This is not right or true. I had a long conversation with the imam, the Grand Imam of the Al-Azhar University, and I know how they think . . .
It is ironic then, that this is the same imam who said that apostates from Islam must be executed. This is not unique or surprising, despite Francis’ ignorance of it. Such thinking is Islamic doctrine, and has been for 14 centuries.
If Pope Francis really knew about Islam, he would be aware of taqiyya, which is the doctrine that allows Muslims to lie to non-Muslims for the advancement of Islam. In severe cases, there is even the doctrine of muruna, a sub-branch of taqiyya that permits for the open violation of Islamic law in order to advance Islam among non-Muslims.

This is one of the principal reasons why Muslims cannot be trusted. Their religion allows them to lie to others for their own gain, and it is not considered sinful.
They seek peace, encounter . . . The nuncio to an African country told me that the capital where he is there is a trail of people, always full, at the Jubilee Holy Door. And some approach the confessionals — Catholics — others to the benches to pray, but the majority go forward, to pray at the altar of Our Lady… these are Muslims, who want to make the Jubilee. They are brothers, they live… When I was in Central Africa, I went to them, and even the imam came up on the Popemobile…
Muslims in sub-Saharan Africa are very different from those in the rest of the Muslim world. African Muslims have proven themselves to be the most open to becoming Christians, and right now the biggest missionary expansion into Muslim territory is taking place in this area. So yes, it is no surprise that many Muslims are approaching the Faith, and this is certainly to the good. However, in the larger world there has been increased violence perpetrated by Muslims upon the citizens of the (post-Christian, but still identifiable with Christianity) west, because Islam sanctions this.
I also write for Shoebat.com, the website of Walid Shoebat, self-described as a former “radicalized Muslim willing to die for the cause of Jihad” until he converted to Christianity, and now works to expose the harsh realities of Islam. Practically every day, we are reporting on some heinous act of Muslim violence in regions dominated by Muslims. For the unquestioning majority of cases, they are (a) Muslims attacking Christians because (b) they are “infidels” and (c) they are wholly unprovoked.

We can coexist well… But there are fundamentalist groups, and even I ask… there is a question… How many young people, how many young people of our Europe, whom we have left empty of ideals, who do not have work… they take drugs, alcohol, or go there to enlist in fundamentalist groups.
Muslims do not co-exist well with others. There are periods of peace in which Christians and Muslims get along well, but they never last, because Islam is a religion which seeks, as a matter of its own ideology, complete domination over all non-Muslims. To conflate the patience of many Muslims in achieving Islamic aims with peace and harmony is a mistake. With Islam, it is only a matter of time — and of achieving a demographic majority — before the mask comes off and the true goals of Islamic dominion are asserted.
The idea that the Islamic religion is ancillary to violence perpetrated by Muslims could not be further from the truth. It is the Muslims from good homes with a strong religious upbringing who are the most likely to become terrorists. This has been shown to be so repeatedly, because the violence of Islam is a natural fruit of its anti-human dogma, and as such, a person who has been well-formed in Islamic teaching will be more likely to become radicalized. On the other hand, a Muslim who has been poorly formed or is not particularly devout in their religious practice is far more likely to be secular, “moderate,” or apostatize completely.

The claims that economic disadvantages, unemployment, or lack of education are the catalysts for Islamic violence have been repeatedly shown to be wrong. It is a more attentive study of the Islamic faith, or some event that moves a Muslim to a more devout practice of that faith, that most often leads to radicalization.
One can say that the so-called ISIS, but it is an Islamic State which presents itself as violent . . . because when they show us their identity cards, they show us how on the Libyan coast how they slit the Egyptians’ throats or other things… But this is a fundamentalist group which is called ISIS… but you cannot say, I do not believe, that it is true or right that Islam is terrorist.

It would be nice to identify those “Egyptians” as “Christians,” because that is the reason why ISIS beheaded them.
Yes, ISIS is a fundamentalist group. They are faithful Muslims doing what Muhammad did. If you don’t believe me, read the first biography of Muhammad ever written — The Life of Muhammad by Ibn Ishaq. You will find little difference between Muhammad’s actions and those of ISIS. Or read the critique that the Islamic State has just published in response to Pope Francis’ attempts to frame Islam as a religion of peace. It is a complete rejection of his claims, and it quotes Islamic teaching to bolster its case.

Yes, it’s true that not all (or even most) Muslims are terrorists. However, terrorism is an inherent part of Islam. Terrorism is a means by which to compel men to join Islam.
Izoard: Your concrete initiatives to counteract terrorism, violence?
Pope Francis: Terrorism is everywhere. You think of the tribal terrorism of some African countries. It is terrorism and also . . . But I don’t know if I say it because it is a little dangerous… Terrorism grows when there are no other options, and when the center of the global economy is the god of money and not the person — men and women — this is already the first terrorism! You have cast out the wonder of creation — man and woman — and you have put money in its place. This is a basic terrorism against all of humanity! Think about it!

I have thought about it for 18 years actually. I began my intensive study of Islam in 1998. I have spent more than half of my life in this field, so I can say I know a few things about it.
Islamic terrorism is not about money. Or education. Or politics. Those are, at best, influencing factors. They are not the root cause.
The root cause is Islamic theology. The same theology that denies the intrinsic nature of man and instead places eternal beatitude in pursuing the path of a 7th century Arabian madman who is regarded as the perfect model for humanity when he was one of the most inhumane men who ever lived.

The problem is Islam and the Muslims, since it is through the Muslims that Islam’s power is able to be made manifest on the earth. 
We can love people all we want and be good to them, but it does not mean they will be good to us. In the case of Islam, Muslims regard Christian charity and mercy as weakness, and they exploit it to advance themselves and Islam at our expense.

Mercy, something which Pope Francis talks about a lot, is but one part of love, which is the nature of God (1 John 4:8). The other part is justice. While justice without mercy is legalism, mercy without justice is license. Both are sins.

Jesus said to St. Faustina that “he who refuses to pass through the door of my mercy must pass through the door of my justice.”

The Catholic Church’s hierarchy in modern times has been merciful to Muslims to the point of licentiousness. For the honor of God and the dignity of the Faith, with regard to what Islam and Muslims have done, a strong dose of justice is necessary and long overdue. That begins with allowing ourselves to understand the truth of what we face, not covering it over with wishful thinking.

9 of 39 readers’ comments
1. A contentious topic for all of us, particularly at the moment for an Englishman.
What to say? I have lived in five Islamic and/or Moslem-majority countries, and I make the following observations with a fairly high degree of confidence:

1. There is no grace in Moslem countries. They are as empty of grace as the desert is of green things. (Except that the desert is not empty, but full of demons, as Scripture tells us).

2. Moslems always make a public show of piety to non-Moslems, often very ostentatiously, but it's all on the surface. No depth to it. Anger always seems close to the surface.

3. The modern West is what the Russians call a "bardak", a moral anarchy recalling the brothel. We have to admit this. However, it is the Islamic countries where gross hypocrisy in the moral life rules as the norm. As the 1917 Catholic Encyclopedia notes, "It is hardly necessary here to emphasize the fact that the ethics of Islam are far inferior to those of Judaism and even more inferior to those of the New Testament" http://www.newadvent.org/ca....

4. Moslems are wholly ignorant of the Bible, though they accept it as a "holy book".

5. I personally believe that given the very poor return on centuries of evangelisation, the Moslems' claim to be the descendants of Hagar and Ishmael should be taken seriously. They are therefore condemned out of their own mouths and are fit only for God's punishment - or for His use as a punishment of us.

2. If Hilaire Belloc was still living, he'd have a fatwa issued against him for writing The Great Heresies, in which he classifies Islam as a Christian heresy, NOT a separate religion.
[THE GREAT HERESIES-HILAIRE BELLOC 
http://ephesians-511.net/docs/THE_GREAT_HERESIES-HILAIRE_BELLOC.doc]
3. One wonders what exactly was happening in the Arabian Peninsula in the 3rd and 4th Centuries. Besides various pagan tribes, there was a large Jewish settlement in Yemen; Nestorians and other Christian heretics lived in Jeddah, the Levant, as well as what is today Medina. The remnants of various Babylonian religions existed from Persia to Nineveh and the tip of the Persian Gulf. Islam exploded out of a few small towns, and very quickly conquered most of the Arabian Peninsula. It continued to spread into Egypt and all of North Africa before eventually spreading into the rump of the Byzantium Empire, that is Judea and Syria.
It is most definitely a religion based on the sword. Theologically, I agree with those who call Islam a religion based upon both Christian and Jewish heresies.

4. Pope Francis is as "ignorant" as the Islamic belief system is "peaceful."
5. He understands what Islam is about. He supports them because he and the Muslims have the same enemy - the Catholic Church.

6. "Pope" Francis with his intentional misleading and confusing ideas about Catholicism, Islam, and politics is a menace to the teachings of the Catholic Church and the world at large. In him the smoke of Satan has materialized.
7. I cannot understand why Pope St. John Paul II allowed a mosque to be built in Rome. I will never be able to get over that.
8. Pope Francis is a modern day Judas of Iscariot. Can someone of prominence just tell it like it is?
9. Francis is not ignorant or uninformed. He must appease the Muslims because he plans for them to be part of the new one world religion and new world order which is his agenda.
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