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                                                                     FEBRUARY 7, 2017
Disclaimer: We do not necessarily agree with the Sedevacantist contents of this file
The true Third Secret of Fatima?
http://novusordowatch.org/fatima-true-third-secret/ - A SEDEVACANTIST PERSPECTIVE      
“A Wicked Council… The Church will bleed from all Her Wounds”

In May of 1994 — 77 years after Our Lady first appeared to the three children at Fatima, Portugal — a French priest by the name of Raymond Arnette was listening to a CD entitled Mysterium Fidei, with French lyrics and sung by French choirs. As he was listening devoutly, suddenly the music faded into the background and a clear voice, which was perceived quite normally and not as an interior inspiration, said: “L’eglise saignera de toutes ses plaies”, that is, “The Church will bleed from all her wounds.”

Then, there followed this text:

There will be a wicked council planned and prepared that will change the countenance of the Church. Many will lose the Faith; confusion will reign everywhere. The sheep will search for their shepherds in vain.

A schism will tear apart the holy tunic of My Son. This will be the end of times, foretold in the Holy Scriptures and recalled to memory by Me in many places. The abomination of abominations will reach its peak and it will bring the chastisement announced at La Salette. My Son’s arm, which I will not be able to hold back anymore, will punish this poor world, which must expiate its crimes.

One will only speak about wars and revolutions. The elements of nature will be unchained and will cause anguish even among the best (the most courageous). The Church will bleed from all Her wounds. Happy are they who will persevere and search for refuge in My Heart, because in the end My Immaculate Heart will triumph.

After this message, Fr. Arnette only heard one more sentence: “This is the Third Secret of Fatima.”
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The Miracle of the Sun: October 13, 1917, in Fatima, Portugal
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70,000 people witness the Miracle of the Sun
[image: image3.png]



A close-up of some of the many people witnessing the miracle
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An account of the Miracle of the Sun in a Portuguese newspaper
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October 29, 1951 issue of La Domenica del Corriere, in which is printed Cardinal Tedeschini’s sermon revealing that Pope Pius XII himself had witnessed a repeat of the Miracle of the Sun in the Vatican Gardens on several occasions in late October and early November 1950

Could this be the true Third Secret, then? It could be. This text has been published and circulated before, for instance, in the book The Devil’s Final Battle as well as in a newsletter of then-SSPX Bishop Richard Williamson in 2000. If this is the true Third Secret, it is no wonder why the Vatican, beginning in 1960 with John XXIII, did not wish to make it public. John XXIII claimed that the Third Secret “does not concern my pontificate” and refused to reveal it, despite the Blessed Virgin Mary’s order that it be revealed to the faithful by 1960 at the latest. Of course, by 1960, preparations for John XXIII’s so-called “Second Vatican Council” were running high, its convocation having been announced by him on January 25, 1959.

It is perhaps particularly interesting that the text states: “The sheep will search for their shepherds in vain,” a perfect description of the Catholic world according to the sedevacantist position, which holds that the clergy of the Novus Ordo Church (the Church of Vatican II) are not valid or legitimate Roman Catholic shepherds. Besides, the text makes reference to the “chastisement announced at La Salette”, which could be another reference to the illegitimacy of the New Church, for it was at La Salette (in 1846) that Our Lady reportedly said that “Rome will lose the Faith and become the Seat of the Antichrist.”

The fact that, according to private testimony, then-“Cardinal” Joseph Ratzinger admitted in 2004 that the true text of the Third Secret speaks of an “evil council” (source here — see also this response and our post, “Fatima: Separating Fact from Fiction”) (See page 25), helps to bolster the hypothesis that this might indeed be the genuine Third Secret of Fatima, revealed by the Blessed Mother to Lucia dos Santos on July 13, 1917. (Although there are, of course, also some considerations that speak against this hypothesis.)

The above text and its preface are based on a pamphlet Novus Ordo Watch received from a traditionalist Catholic German publisher, Pro Fide Catholica. It is reproduced here for the education and (hopefully) the benefit of faithful Catholics, but really for all men of good will. Whether it is the true Third Secret or not, we do not profess to know. But let us certainly follow its advice and seek refuge in the Immaculate Heart of Mary.

“Cardinal” Oddi hints Third Secret is about Vatican II
http://www.traditioninaction.org/ProgressivistDoc/A_052_Oddi_CCL_Fatima.htm
May 13, 2006 - A TRADITIONALIST SOURCE
The late Cardinal Silvio Oddi was one of the last conservatives in the Roman Curia. 
He worked closely with Archbishop Roncalli (the future John XXIII) when the latter was Nuncio in Paris. Msgr. Oddi was made a Cardinal by Paul VI in 1969. Between 1979 and 1985 he served as Prefect for the Congregation of the Clergy. After his retirement he wrote a book of memoires. 
Among many interesting things, he affirms that Vatican II was the fulfillment of the Third Secret of Fatima: a Revolution in the Church. 
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Above left is the cover of the book Il tenero mastino di Dio [The Meek Watchdog of God]. Above right, photocopies of the Italian text. Below, we present our translation of the lines highlighted in yellow.

The prophecy of Fatima was completely defied! It is a lack of sense, I would say, because according to the interpretation that seems to me most worthy of consideration, the Third Secret - which John XXIII and his successors thought inopportune to reveal - is not about a supposed conversion of Russia, still far from becoming a reality, but regards the 'revolution' in the Catholic Church. 
From a Council convened to throw light on the beauty and profundity of the Christian mystery by presenting the Church as the spouse of Christ, according to the beautiful words of the same Pope John XXIII, so many innovations were born that they appear to constitute a true internal revolution. 
(Silvio Oddi, Il Tenero Mastino di Dio, Rome: Progetto Museali Editore, 1995, p. 217-218).
“Pope” Francis & Our Lady of Fatima

http://novusordowatch.org/2013/06/francis-and-fatima/ 
June 25, 2013 - A SEDEVACANTIST SOURCE
It is quite disheartening to see just how many good-willed but yet seriously-misled people in the Novus Ordo and semi-traditionalist circles are ignoring the cold hard facts about Jorge Mario Bergoglio in order to be able to continue to entertain the heart-warming idea that the man is the Pope of the Catholic Church. Bergoglio — “Pope Francis — does not have a single Catholic bone in his body, as our Francis Page amply demonstrates, yet so many are just taken in by the white cassock and the papal claim that they cannot – or are unwilling to – draw the necessary conclusions from the facts we know about him. (One shudders to think how these people would have acted during the great Anglican schism under King Henry VIII, when almost every Catholic priest and bishop defected to the new Anglican religion yet still held on to their dioceses and parish churches. The mere claim to being a Catholic authority doesn’t make one such.)

This whole problem is aggravated when you throw Fatima into the mix, because Fatima always tends to add a great deal of emotion, as many people’s piety is deeply rooted in a devotion to the Immaculate Heart and Our Lady of Fatima in particular. But this emotion, though understandable and hopefully the result of a tender Marian piety, must not obscure the important and horrific truths we have to face with regard to the Vatican II Church and its leaders, most notably Mr. Bergoglio, “Pope Francis”.

On April 8, 2013, it was revealed that “Pope” Francis had twice asked “Cardinal” Jose da Cruz Policarpo, then the Novus Ordo Patriarch of Lisbon, Portugal, to consecrate his (i.e. Francis’) “papacy” to Our Lady of Fatima. Right away, some of the usual neo-traditionalist and “conservative” Novus Ordo blogs got all excited, and, what’s worse, probably got their readers all excited as well, because Francis was ostensibly demonstrating his devotion to Our Lady of Fatima, and after all, who knows what else might be in store, right?! Francis is showing himself to be a Fatima Pope, right?! Oh my gosh!

So, for example, we read at the motu-indult Rorate Caeli blog: “Encouraging! A sign of more to come? A positive sign possibly signaling other actions concerning Fatima?”

The semi-traditionalist Canadian Fatima Center, headed by the Rev. Nicholas Gruner, published a commentary on this by Andrew Cesanek, who pontificated as follows:

The Pope’s request to consecrate his pontificate to Our Lady of Fatima is telling and important. It proves that he recognizes the need for Our Lady’s help in the wake of various recent scandals as Pope Francis prepares for needed curial and Church reform. The request highlights his awareness of the significance of Our Lady of Fatima and Her message for the 21st Century.

We notice here that Mr. Cesanek is adding quite a bit of his personal wishes into his text. That the request to consecrate his “pontificate” to Our Lady of Fatima is “telling” and “important” is something the author has spun into the text. He doesn’t know that at all — he simply sees it that way, hopes it that way. Nor does it “prove” or “highlight” anything, since Francis didn’t say why he wanted this consecration done. What is extremely telling, however, is that Francis doesn’t do the obvious and consecrate his “pontificate” to Our Lady of Fatima himself, as “Pope” — but instead, he has the Patriarch of Lisbon do it. Huh? What kind of odd devotion is this? If he wants to honor Our Lady and make a big statement regarding his recognition that he is dependent on Our Lady, why not do it himself and right in the Vatican? Something is fishy here.

Cesanek continues:

One wonders whether Pope Francis’ request is a response to having read the Fatima Center’s pre-Conclave delivery of literature to all the Cardinals, highlighting the need for the Consecration of Russia; or if he has read the full Third Secret since his election.

Sure, one can wonder about this, but instead of sending all the “cardinals” packets full of Fatima Center literature, let me suggest they should have just sent them basic Baltimore catechisms instead. Come on, what a perfect opportunity this would have been to introduce these men to the Roman Catholic religion. Every time the Fatima Center and its allies grapple with sedevacantism, we hear that these men need to be presumed ignorant of the basics of Catholicism, so why didn’t they use this golden opportunity to teach them the Catholic Faith? How disappointing! Surely a small copy of Liberalism is a Sin would have fit into the literature package?!

Oh well.

On April 11, the Zenit Novus Ordo news service published its story on Francis’ request to the “Patriarch” of Lisbon:

Earlier this week, in his opening address to the 181st plenary assembly of the Portuguese episcopal conference, its president, Cardinal José Policarpo, said that Pope Francis asked him twice to consecrate his ministry to Our Lady of Fatima.

“Pope Francis asked me twice to consecrate his new ministry to Our Lady of Fatima,” the cardinal said.

“It is a request,” he added, “that I can fulfill in the silence of prayer,” but that would be better if “all the episcopal conference associated itself to the realization of this request. Mary will guide us in all our works and also in the way of fulfilling this desire of Pope Francis.”

(Zenit.org, “Francis’ Petrine Ministry Consecrated to Our Lady of Fatima”, April 11, 2013)

John Vennari of Catholic Family News was one of the few, it seems, who retained a cool head (though his anti-sedevacantist stance has reached absurd and ridiculous proportions – see here) in this matter. Though his initial post showed some optimism regarding Francis’ desire for this consecration, a day later Vennari quoted the sobering words of a friend of his in Coimbra, Portugal, who, commenting on “Cardinal” da Cruz Policarpo’s statements about Francis’ request, wrote:

Unfortunately, this is not part of a request to all Catholic Bishops, but a personal request to the Cardinal Patriarch of Lisbon. Policarpo, as a man who is on record as saying he doesn’t believe in Fátima, leaves the final decision to the Bishops’ Conference. If they agree in doing a collective consecration, good; if not, Policarpo will do it in “silent prayer”.

If Policarpo were an ardent Catholic as he is a chain smoker, I would perhaps be willing to buy a used car from him. As things stand now, I don’t think I would.

(Catholic Family News blog, “More on the Consecration of Pope Francis’ Pontificate on May 13”, April 12, 2013)

Vennari then refers to his own 2003 news report on the heretical and blasphemous interreligious congress at Fatima held from October 10-12, 2003. Many people may not be aware but the New Church has been trying to reshape and reinterpret Fatima into a tool for ecumenism and interreligious dialogue – in short, syncretism and apostasy. The new “basilica” the Vatican II Sect built there a few years ago is the epitome of blasphemy and idolatry in stone and cement — see the monstrosity here. For their New Church and New Religion they needed a New Fatima, and this is what all the contemporary Novus Ordo “Fatima” hoopla is all about. Our Lady of Fatima and the three little seer children have been hijacked to serve the Vatican II Sect and its abominable program of apostasy.

But a curious thing happened at the Fatima interfaith event just referred to. Vennari relates that “Cardinal” Policarpo found himself in a public exchange with a young man from the Society of St. Pius X, who challenged him on the ecumenical-interreligious errors being spouted. The dialogue, though brief, contains real fireworks, and is a very interesting read: Click here to read the whole article, including the dialogue. Most of all, this exchange tells us a lot about the man da Cruz Policarpo, the individual whom Francis has asked to consecrate his “papacy” to Our Lady of Fatima. He is a full-blown apostate modernist, not a Catholic, and this underscores what a farce this whole thing about Francis and this “consecration” really is.

As always, reality needs to rule our positions, not the other way around. All these facts, coupled with the facts about the Vatican II Sect and the heresies coming daily from Rome and the “Catholic” world, is what is being ignored by the good-willed but misled “Catholics” who jump up every time they hear the words “Pope” and “Fatima” in the same sentence. They are ignoring – or ignorant of – the terrible reality that no “consecration” or “dedication” or “devotion” by any of these apostates or heretics can wipe away.

How unfounded and ludicrous the semi-traditionalist press’ hopes and desires and outright spin about this are, was recently demonstrated when, in a candid moment, Francis admitted that when a neo-traditionalist group from Buenos Aires presented him with a 3500+ Rosaries spiritual bouquet, he got concerned that they’re actually counting Rosaries! He thought this was indicative of Pelagianism!

Such a reaction is typical of someone who has no clue about Catholic devotions or traditional Catholic piety. In fact, Bergoglio’s reaction was Protestant if anything. Yet, some in the pseudo-traditionalist press which seek to color and spin the news rather than stick to facts, had assured us that Francis was a very Marian Pope. So Christopher Ferrara at the Fatima Center assured his readers that Bergoglio cultivated a “Marian piety of the most traditional sort.” Only the most gullible and uninformed could believe this statement, especially since it was based on the flimsiest of evidence (see our post here), and which was only meant to get people excited about a “Marian and pro-Fatima Francis.” Well, as usual, the facts turned out different, but for Ferrara this wasn’t a first faux pas.

In light of all this, the objectively appropriate and informed response to any talk about the Vatican II sect, its “Pope”, or any of its leaders, with regard to Fatima, ought to be: “So what?”
Yet people too often do not go by principle but are swayed by emotion instead; that’s why they fall for the New Church and its errors again and again. Bergoglio is an apostate, and as such, any “devotion” to Our Lady is repulsive to Almighty God and the Blessed Mother. Any talk about “the Pope and Fatima” is a farce, and any “hopes” in that regard are entirely illusory. Our Lady is the Vanquisher of Heresies — Francis is the chief promoter of them.

If we could only galvanize all those “Pope Francis needs to consecrate Russia to the Immaculate Heart of Mary” forces and turn them into a force for begging God to send us a true Pope again, much would be gained. Instead, gargantuan efforts are being made to have an apostate dressed in white “consecrate” Russia to the Immaculate Heart of Mary, a consecration which, if done, would accomplish absolutely nothing because the man doing it is not the Pope of the Catholic Church, and Our Lady of Fatima said the consecration needed to be performed by the Pope. This, by the way, is quite possibly the reason why the Vatican II “Popes” will never do the consecration – because then they would be exposed as charlatans, as nothing would happen.

Be sure to read the essays below — they give a lot more detail on this topic, including the “consecration prayer” as it was actually read by “Cardinal” Policarpo and his modernist fellow-bishops on May 13, 2013, and a lot of related information.

Phoning It In – Francis’ “Consecration” to Our Lady of Fatima via Proxy (see following pages)

Showing Us the Value of a Conciliar Consecration (see following pages)

Italian Magazine Chiesa Viva Publishes Alleged Text of True Third Secret of Fatima

http://novusordowatch.org/2013/06/third-secret-fatima-cv/ 
June 25, 2013 - A SEDEVACANTIST SOURCE
The July/August 2013 issue of Chiesa Viva [“Living Church”] magazine is dedicated to what it claims is the true Third Secret of Fatima. It features Dr. Franco Adessa’s article “The Third Secret of Fatima: A Testimony.”* 

According to Adessa, the now-deceased Fr. Luigi Villa**, who reportedly had a mandate from Pope Pius XII to uncover and expose Freemasonry in the Catholic Church and to defend her from it, knew from Cardinal Alfredo Ottaviani (d. 1979) that the text published in the German magazine Neues Europa [“New Europe”] in 1963, though not itself the Third Secret, contained all of the sentences of the real Third Secret. 
Before his death in 2012, Fr. Villa allegedly communicated to Dr. Adessa what these sentences from the Neues Europa text were that make up the real Third Secret. Adessa has now compiled them into one text and presents it in the July/August 2013 issue of Chiesa Viva. His article explains also the necessary background and publishes also the text from Neues Europa as it appeared in 1963 in Germany.

To download the July/August 2013 issue of Chiesa Viva in full color, click the download link below:

DOWNLOAD PDF HERE (CLICK)
Novus Ordo Watch does not claim or deny that this text is the authentic Third Secret of Fatima. We are withholding all opinion or judgment concerning it and are merely providing this document as information for those who are interested in this topic.

Phoning It In – Francis’ “Consecration” to Our Lady of Fatima via Proxy

http://christorchaos.com/PhoningItIn.htm
By Thomas A. Droleskey, May 16, 2013 - A SEDEVACANTIST SOURCE. All emphases theirs
Conciliar revolutionaries have gone to great lengths to deconstruct, distort and misrepresent everything to do with Catholic Faith, Worship and Morals. 
What passes for pastoral praxis in the structures of the counterfeit church of conciliarism includes all kinds of "ministries" that never existed prior to the dawning of the egalitarian age of conciliarism. 

An ever-proliferating number of so-called "lay ecclesial movements" have been created to respond to the "spirit of the 'Second' Vatican Council" and have become veritable churches in and of themselves demanding that members adhere to the specific brand of conciliar apostasy upon which they are founded. 

What shouldn't the universal public face of apostasy, Jorge Mario Bergoglio/Francis, consecrated his "Petrine Ministry" to Our Lady of Fatima via proxy?

The following announcement made on the Society of Saint Pius X website last month certainly made it appear that Bergoglio/Francis was going to be in the Cova da Iria near Fatima, Portugal, himself on Monday, May 13, 2013, the ninety-sixth anniversary of Our Lady's first apparition to Jacinta and Francisco Marto and Lucia dos Santos, their cousin: 

The Fatima shrine has just announced that Pope Francis will be consecrating his pontificate to Our Lady of Fatima on May 13th at the Fatima shrine in conjunction with the Portuguese bishops.

This will also take place in conjunction with the annual international pilgrimage that has been made during the month of May for 96 years, ever since the first apparition of Our Lady to the Fatima children, Lucia, Francisco and Jacinta.

Let us pray to Our Lady, who crushes all heresies, that the Holy Father’s consecration will pour down a shower of graces on him to assist him in fulfilling his Petrine ministry, particularly in affirming the Catholic Faith. (Senor Bergoglio is to consecrate false pontificate to Our Lady of Fatima.)

 

Absent any news about the "Petrine Minister's" pilgrimage to Fatima, Portugal, three days ago, it was reasonable to conclude that Jorge was too occupied conducting his Ding Dong School Of Apostasy to have looked at a calendar. Looking at a calendar is just so bourgeois, you know, when one is busy deconstructing, distorting and misrepresenting everything to do with the Catholic Faith. 

As it turns out, however, Jorge Mario Bergoglio/Francis "phoned in" his "consecration" to Our Lady of Fatima by means of the conciliar "archbishop" of Lisbon, Portugal, Jose da Cruz "Cardinal" Policarpo:

Entrusting Pope Francis’ pontificate to Our Lady of Fatima, Cardinal Jose da Cruz Policarpo of Lisbon, Portugal, asked Mary to give the pope courage and strength, particularly as he moves to renew and reform the Catholic Church.

“Give him the gift of discernment to know how to identify the ways of renewal of the church; give him the courage not to hesitate to follow the ways suggested by the Holy Spirit; support him in the hard hours of suffering to overcome with the charity the trials that the renewal of the church will bring,” the cardinal prayed May 13, the feast of Our Lady of Fatima.

Cardinal Policarpo recited the prayer, which he wrote himself, at the end of a Mass concluding a major international pilgrimage to Fatima for the feast day marking the 96th anniversary of the apparition of Mary to three children.

“We consecrate to you, Our Lady, mother of the church, the ministry of the new pope,” he prayed. “Fill his heart with the tenderness of God that you experienced so that he can embrace all the men and women of our age with the love of your son Jesus Christ.”

The Portuguese cardinal, who participated in the conclave that elected Pope Francis, said the new pope had asked him twice to consecrate his pontificate to Our Lady of Fatima. He also asked Mary to give Pope Francis “the desire to be a pilgrim to this shrine.”

But Pope Francis was not the only object of a special consecration during the mid-May pilgrimage; at a Mass May 12 at the Fatima shrine, Archbishop Orani Joao Tempesta of Rio de Janeiro entrusted to Mary all the young people who are preparing to attend World Youth Day in Rio with Pope Francis in July. (Portuguese Master Apostate Entrusts Super Duper Apostate Francis to Our Lady of Fatima.)

 

This is what all of Bergoglio/Francis's cheerleaders and spin-doctors were waiting for with baited breath?

This?

Bergoglio/Francis did not even compose the blasphemous prayer of consecration nor did he recited it personally. 

This is supposed to be some kind of "consecration to Our Lady of Fatima?

This? 

The "prayer of consecration" is blasphemous because it is premised upon the truly scandalous assertion that Our Lady, she who is the very Mother of God, countenances the "renewal" that has resulted in the loss of the Faith in the souls of hundreds upon hundreds of millions of Catholics around the world since the close of the "Second" Vatican Council on December 8, 1965.

Our Lady hates heresy, and she has minced no words when dealing with heretics such as Pierre Port-Combet on March 25, 1856, the Feast of her own Annunciation:

Then the Lady said, "Where does that heretic live who cut the willow tree? Does he not want to be converted?"

Pierre [Port-Combet, who had become a Calvinist] mumbled an answer. The Lady became more serious, "Do you think that I do not know that you are the heretic? Realize that your end is at hand. If you do not return to the True Faith, you will be cast into Hell! But if you change your beliefs, I shall protect you before God. Tell people to pray that they may gain the good graces which, God in His mercy has offered to them."

Pierre was filled with sorrow and shame and moved away from the Lady. Suddenly realizing that he was being rude, Pierre stepped closer to her, but she had moved away and was already near the little hill. He ran after her begging, "Please stop and listen to me. I want to apologize to you and I want you to help me!"

The Lady stopped and turned. By the time Pierre caught up to her, she was floating in the air and was already disappearing from sight. Suddenly, Pierre realized that the Most Blessed Virgin Mary had appeared to him! He fell to his knees and cried buckets of tears, "Jesus and Mary I promise you that I will change my life and become a good Catholic. I am sorry for what I have done and I beg you please, to help me change my life…"

On August 14, 1656, Pierre became very sick. An Augustinian priest came to hear his confession and accepted him back into the Catholic Church. Pierre received Holy Communion the next day on the Feast of the Assumption. After Pierre returned to the Catholic Faith, many others followed him. His son and five daughters came back to the Catholic Church as well as many Calvinists and Protestants. Five weeks later on September 8, 1656, Pierre died and was buried under the miraculous willow tree, just as he had asked. (Our Lady of the Willow Tree.)

 

There is not one wretched thing about conciliarism that has the approval of the Mother of God.

No, not the "new ecclesiology."

No, not false ecumenism.

No, not "inter-religious prayer services."

No, not "inter-religious dialogue."

No, not "religious liberty."

No, not "separation of Church and State."

No, not "the hermeneutic of continuity" or its cousin, "living tradition."

No, not "episcopal collegiality."

No, not the Protestant and Masonic Novus Ordo liturgical service and all of its Jansenist "reforms" (the liturgy as a "meal" and not the unbloody re-presentation or perpetuation of the Sacrifice of the Cross, the obliteration of the distinction between the presider and the laity, the proliferation of laity in the sanctuary, endless expressions of lay "participation" in the service, plenty of room for improvisation).

Our Lady does approve anything about the counterfeit church of conciliarism as it mocks her Divine Son, Christ the King, and the Sacred Deposit of Faith that He has revealed exclusively to His Catholic Church for its eternal safekeeping and infallible explication in all of Its Holy Purity.

Father Maximilian Kolbe explained that modern ecumenism was the antithesis of the Immaculata:

"Only until all schismatics and Protestants profess the Catholic Creed with conviction, when all Jews voluntarily ask for Holy Baptism – only then will the Immaculata have reached its goals.”

“In other words” Saint Maximilian insisted, “there is no greater enemy of the Immaculata and her Knighthood than today’s ecumenism, which every Knight must not only fight against, but also neutralize through diametrically opposed action and ultimately destroy. We must realize the goal of the Militia Immaculata as quickly as possible: that is, to conquer the whole world, and every individual soul which exists today or will exist until the end of the world, for the Immaculata, and through her for the Most Sacred Heart of Jesus.” (Father Karl Stehlin, Immaculata, Our Ideal, Kansas City, Missouri, Angelus Press, 2007, p. 37.)

 

"Cardinal" Policarpo's "prayer" to ask Our Lady to direct Jorge Mario Bergoglio in the "renewal" and not the restoration of Holy Mother Church is a perfect expression of the false "pontiff's" disparaging of "proselytizing" and his criticism of those are "hard-headed" and want to return to the "past." Bergoglio/Francis is a complete revolutionary, and it is offensive to all concept of truth for anyone to attempt to turn him into something that he is not: a member in good standing of the Catholic Church.

Part of the "renewal" that has been sought by the likes of Jorge Mario Bergoglio/Francis involves great signs of respect being shown for false religions. Remember, it was Bergoglio/Francis who sent the following message of congratulations to Justin Welby upon the latter's installation of the heretical and schismatic Anglican sect on March 21, 2013, just two days after his own "installation" as the "Petrine Minister" of the counterfeit church of conciliarism:

 

I thank you for the kind words contained in your message to me at my election, and I wish in turn to offer my greetings and best wishes on the occasion of your Enthronement at Canterbury Cathedral.

The pastoral ministry is a call to walk in fidelity to the Gospel of our Lord Jesus Christ. Please be assured of my prayers as you take up your new responsibilities, and I ask you to pray for me as I respond to the new call that the Lord has addressed to me.

I look forward to meeting you in the near future, and to continuing the warm fraternal relations that our predecessors enjoyed. (Message of The Head Apostate in Rome to the Head Apostate in England.)

Let's get this straight: Jose da Cruz Policarpo wants us to believe that the Blessed Virgin Mary, she who is the Mother of God, looks with favor upon the contention that Justin Welby exercises some kind of "pastoral ministry" in service to the Gospel of her Divine Son, Our Blessed Lord and Saviour Jesus Christ? 

I reiterate: Jose da Cruz Policarpo's "prayer of consecration" on Monday, May 13, 2013, at the Shrine of the Most Holy Trinity in Fatima, Portugal, was blasphemous on its face.

Amplifying this point is the fact that one of conciliarism's most insidious lavender-friendly apostates, Christoph Schönborn, has spoken to an Anglican audience in England of the "divine signs" that he received prior to the conclave that selected Francis The Talking Apostate, comparing Jorge Mario Bergoglio's selection by his brother apostates with that of Justin Welby's by the heretical and schismatic Anglicans:

Cardinal Christoph Schönborn, the Archbishop of Vienna, who was himself widely tipped as a possible successor to Pope Benedict, said he had personally had two “strong signs” that Cardinal Jorge Mario Bergoglio was “the chosen one” in the run up to vote.

He said only divine intervention could explain the speed with which the Argentine Cardinal - who did not feature on any of the main lists of likely candidates compiled by Vatican experts - was elected.

Speaking to an Anglican conference in London, he also said the Archbishop of Canterbury, the Most Rev Justin Welby, had a “strange similarity” to the new Pope.

He said that the two elections were a “little miracle” and a “sign from the Lord” that the two churches should work towards closer unity.

Addressing an audience of 5,000 people in the Royal Albert Hall, at a conference organised by the prominent Holy Trinity Brompton church in west London, he said that he was certain that on the evening of March 12, as the papal Conclave began, none of the Cardinals had known who would be chosen. 

It was a tremendous experience of the Holy Spirit,” he said. 

“We were driven by the Holy Spirit to this man – he was sitting in the last corner of the Sistine Chapel: This man he is the chosen one.” 

He added: “I received at least two strong signs: one I can tell, the other was in the Conclave I can’t speak about – but real signs of the Lord giving me indication ‘he is the one’.” 

The Cardinal said that just after a special mass before the Conclave began he came across a couple from Latin America who are friends of his. 

He said: “I met them outside the Basilica and I asked: ‘You have the Holy Spirit, can you give me advice for the Conclave that will start in a few hours?’ 

“And the woman whispered in my ear ‘Bergoglio’, and it hit me really: if these people say Bergoglio, that’s an indication of the Holy Spirit. 

“And I’m sure many of us have received similar signs during the Conclave, it wouldn’t have been possible to have this election so soon and so rapidly.” 

To applause, the Cardinal went on: “You know there is a strange similarity with your Archbishop Justin, I hope so much that they will meet soon.” 

Laughing, he added: “I don’t know the secrets of the ‘conclave’ at Lambeth Palace. 

“But it looks like a little miracle that he became the Archbishop, so I think the Lord as given us a great sign through these two elections and other signs and what I have deeply in my heart … it is as if he would say to the world ‘come home, I wait for you’.” (Francis the Lay Pope elected after supernatural 'signs' in the Conclave, says Master Austrian Apostate.)

 

Our Lady believes that Justin Welby's selection to head the heretical and schismatic Anglican sect was a miracle?

Our Lady believes that the Anglican sect is anything other than a tool of the devil to mock her Divine Son and his true Church?

Well, remember, Jorge Mario Bergoglio/Francis believes that there was no need for his predecessor, His Apostateness, Antipope Emeritus Benedict XVI, to have created a special "ordinariate" for those "Anglo-Catholics" desiring to convert to what they thought is the Catholic Church but is in fact her counterfeit ape:

The new Pope has reportedly said the Church universal needs Anglicans and that the Ordinariate is "quite unnecessary".

In a note released after the election of the first ever pontiff from Latin America, the Anglican Bishop of Argentina and former Primate of the Anglican Church of the Southern Cone, the Rt. Revd. Greg Venables said Cardinal Jorge Bergoglio was "an inspired choice".

"Many are asking me what is really like. He is much more of a Christian, Christ centered and Spirit filled, than a mere churchman. He believes the Bible as it is written. 
"I have been with him on many occasions and he always makes me sit next to him and invariably makes me take part and often do what he as Cardinal should have done. He is consistently humble and wise, outstandingly gifted yet a common man. He is no fool and speaks out very quietly yet clearly when necessary."

Bishop Venables added that in a conversation with Cardinal Bergoglio, now Pope Francis, the latter made it clear that he values the place of Anglicans in the Church universal. 

"He called me to have breakfast with him one morning and told me very clearly that the Ordinariate was quite unnecessary and that the Church needs us as Anglicans. 

The former Primate of the Anglican Communion's Iglesia Anglicana del Cono Sur de America added, "I consider this to be an inspired appointment not because he is a close and personal friend, but because of who he is In Christ. Pray for him." (Anglican Communion News Service: "The Church universal needs Anglicans"-- Francis the Head Citizen of the One World Ecumenical Church.)

 

Our Lady wants nothing to do with this sort of "renewal." She did not give Saint Dominic de Guzman her Most Holy Rosary to "coexist" with the Albigensians. She gave her spiritual weapon to the founder of the Order of Preachers to destroy the Albigensian heresy. Period. 

Similarly, Our Lady wants nothing to do with the marks of respect shown repeatedly by conciliar "popes" and "bishops" to adherents of false religions, including the utterly blasphemous words spoken recently by the conciliar "archbishop" of Seoul, South Korea, Andrew Yeom Soo-jung:

 

While the Korean peninsula is still troubled by tensions and threats of war, religions are called to "give together a sign of peace and reconciliation" and to be "a sign of sharing and mercy in society": this was said by the Archbishop of Seoul, His Exc. Mgr. Andrew Yeom Soo-jung, in a message sent to the Buddhist faithful on the occasion of the 2557th anniversary of the birth of Buddha. Addressing the "esteemed Buddhist friends, the Archbishop notes in the message, sent to Fides Agency: "Our society is full of various conflicts and divisions. We are faced with problems such as the rise of materialism and atheism, and the lack of moral values. In such moments, I believe that the role of us men of faith is very important. The most important thing for us is the spirituality of sharing, mercy and love. We must carry out actions of love visible to others and become the biggest sign of peace for the world." The text of the message continues: "The harmonious coexistence between Buddhism and Christianity is a great model of peace for those who are in situations of conflict. We must continue to work hard. This important Buddhist festival is also a good opportunity to reflect on the life and preaching of Buddha. I pray that the Buddhist spirituality of love and sharing can be deeply rooted in our society." (Master Apostate of Seoul to Buddhists: "Let us together become a sign of peace and sharing".)

Biggest sign of peace in the world? 

Harmonious coexistence?

If you want a little refresher course on the "peace-loving" Buddhists, just re-read So Much For Christus Vincit, Christus Regnat, Christus Imperat.

Our Lady explained Heaven's Peace Plan at the Cova da Iria near Fatima, Portugal, after she had shown Jacinta, Francisco and Lucia Hell itself and souls suffering there. , not the lies that have been told by the blaspheming apostates who are the officials of the counterfeit church of conciliarism:

"I want you to come here on the 13th of next month, [August] to continue to pray the Rosary every day in honour of Our Lady of the Rosary, in order to obtain peace for the world and the end of the war, because only she can help you."

"Continue to come here every month. In October, I will tell you who I am and what I want, and I will perform a miracle for all to see and believe."

Lucia made some requests for sick people, to which Mary replied that she would cure some but not others, and that all must say the rosary to obtain such graces, before continuing: "Sacrifice yourselves for sinners, and say many times, especially when you make some sacrifice: O Jesus, it is for love of You, for the conversion of sinners, and in reparation for the sins committed against the Immaculate Heart of Mary."

"You have seen hell where the souls of poor sinners go. To save them, God wishes to establish in the world devotion to my Immaculate Heart. If what I say to you is done, many souls will be saved and there will be peace. The war is going to end; but if people do not cease offending God, a worse one will break out during the pontificate of Pius XI. When you see a night illumined by an unknown light, know that this is the great sign given you by God that he is about to punish the world for its crimes, by means of war, famine, and persecutions of the Church and of the Holy Father.
"To prevent this, I shall come to ask for the consecration of Russia to my Immaculate Heart, and the Communion of Reparation on the First Saturdays. If my requests are heeded, Russia will be converted, and there will be peace; if not, she will spread her errors throughout the world, causing wars and persecutions of the Church. The good will be martyred, the Holy Father will have much to suffer, various nations will be annihilated. In the end, my Immaculate Heart will triumph. The Holy Father will consecrate Russia to me and she will be converted, and a period of peace will be granted to the world."

Mary specifically told Lucia not to tell anyone about the secret at this stage, apart from Francisco, before continuing: "When you pray the Rosary, say after each mystery: 'O my Jesus, forgive us, save us from the fire of hell. Lead all souls to heaven, especially those who are most in need.' "

Lucia asked if there was anything more, and after assuring her that there was nothing more, Mary disappeared off into the distance. (Our Lady's words at Fatima.)

One can see that Heaven's Peace Plan has nothing in common with the lies that have been told by the blaspheming apostates who are the officials of the counterfeit church of conciliarism. 
To allege that one can be "consecrated" to Our Lady of Fatima while promoting that which is repugnant to the honor and glory and majesty of the Most Blessed Trinity and thus harmful to souls, both temporally and eternally, is to show oneself to be a dangerous revolutionary who seeks to turn the Most Blessed Mother into a witness in behalf of that which she hates, conciliarism's continued propagation of the synthesis of all heresies, Modernism.

Consider these two passages from Yves Dupont's Catholic Prophecy: The Coming Chastisement:

"It was revealed to me through the intercession of the Mother of God all heresies will disappear. The victory over heresies has been reserved by Christ for His Blessed Mother. In the latter days, the Lord will in a special manner spread the renown of His Mother. Mary began salvation, and by her intercession it will be completed. Before the second coming of Christ, Mary, more than ever, must shine in mercy, might, and grace in order to bring unbelievers into the Catholic faith. The power of Mary in the latter days will be very conspicuous. Mary will extend the reign of Christ over the heathens and the Mohammedans, and it will be a time of great joy when Mary is enthroned as Mistress and Queen of Hearts.

"An unusual chastisement will take place towards the end of the world." (Venerable Mary of Agreda, as cited by Yves Dupont, Catholic Prophecy: The Coming Chastisement, TAN Books and Publishers, p. 33.)

The power of Mary over all devils will be particularly outstanding in the last period of time. She will extend the Kingdom of Christ over the idolaters and the Moslems, and there will come a glorious era when Mary is Ruler and Queen of Hearts." (Saint Louis-Marie Grignion de Montfort, as cited by Yves Dupont, Catholic Prophecy: The Coming Chastisement, TAN Books and Publishers, p. 33.)

We must be sure to make Our Lady the Queen of our hearts as we renew our consecration to her Divine Son, Our Blessed Lord and Saviour Jesus Christ, through her own Sorrowful and Immaculate Heart, praying as many Rosaries each day that our state-in-life permits and seeking to offer up to the Most Blessed Trinity through that same Immaculate Heart of Mary whatever merit we might earn from our patient, loving and grateful bearing of the daily crosses we face in our own lives and the crosses that exist in the world and in the Church Militant on earth in this time of apostasy and betrayal. 

We can never "phone it in" and expect to get to Heaven. We must carry the cross as the consecrated slave of Christ the King through Mary our Immaculate Queen. 

We have to suffer to get home to Heaven. 

Isn't the possession of the glory of the Beatific Vision of God the Father, God the Son and God the Holy Ghost for all eternity worth whatever suffering comes our way?

May we pray to Our Lady for the grace of Final Perseverance as we persevere in our resolve now to avoid any contagion with conciliarism and its blasphemies.
Showing Us the Value of a Conciliar Consecration 

http://christorchaos.com/ShowingUsTheValueOfAConciliarConsecration.html
By Thomas A. Droleskey, May 17, 2013 - A SEDEVACANTIST SOURCE. All emphases theirs
Have you been keeping up with these articles?
If you been doing other things, such as, say, trying to save your souls in this time of apostasy and betrayal, one of yesterday's articles, Phoning It, dealt with the "consecration" to Our Lady of Fatima that was recited by Jose da Cruz Policarpo, the conciliar "archbishop" of Lisbon, Portugal, on behalf of Jorge Mario Bergoglio. The "prayer" "Cardinal" Policarpo was nothing other than a work of blasphemy as it called upon the Mother of God help the Petrine Minister to "identify the ways of the renewal of the church":

“Give him the gift of discernment to know how to identify the ways of renewal of the church; give him the courage not to hesitate to follow the ways suggested by the Holy Spirit; support him in the hard hours of suffering to overcome with the charity the trials that the renewal of the church will bring,” the cardinal prayed May 13, the feast of Our Lady of Fatima.

Cardinal Policarpo recited the prayer, which he wrote himself, at the end of a Mass concluding a major international pilgrimage to Fatima for the feast day marking the 96th anniversary of the apparition of Mary to three children.

“We consecrate to you, Our Lady, mother of the church, the ministry of the new pope,” he prayed. “Fill his heart with the tenderness of God that you experienced so that he can embrace all the men and women of our age with the love of your son Jesus Christ.” (Portuguese Master Apostate Entrusts Super Duper Apostate Francis to Our Lady of Fatima.)

 

Do you want to see the value of such a conciliar "consecration"? 

Well, just take a look at an interview conducted by a reporter with an Austrian website with Kurt "Cardinal" Koch, the apostate who is the president of the "Pontifical" Council for Promoting Christian Unity and the head of the "Pontifical" Commission for Religious Relations with the Jews. The occasion of the interview was the sixty-fifth anniversary of the Zionist State of Israel. I will, of course, interject at various points to have a brief word or two to say about Koch's apostate statements. Readers can judge for themselves what kind of "renewal" is taking place in the counterfeit church of conciliarism:

CN:  Your Eminence, the State of Israel is celebrating its 65th birthday. Should Christians regard this as a modern fulfillment of the biblical promises of land to the Jews?  
Cardinal Kurt Koch:  That is a very difficult question.  The question as to the relation between the biblical promise of land and its fulfillment in 1948 in the State of Israel has on the one hand a theological and on the other hand a political significance.  
It is true that the promise of the land is part of Israel’s identity.  But we have to distinguish between promise and accomplishment.  Palestinian Christians would emphatically disagree with you there.  They experienced the new Israeli annexation as nakba, as a catastrophe, which often led to the loss of their ancient homeland through flight and banishment.  

That is understandable.  Because the promise has to be distinguished from the political manner in which it is carried out.  The Palestinian Christians experienced it as an event that was unjust for them and associated with violence.  Hence you can understand that Palestinian Christians, for example, cannot adopt a theological interpretation of the founding of the State of Israel.  Moreover the Palestinians too have the right to their own State.  (Jewish-Conciliar Dialogue 65 Years after the Founding of the State of Israel.)
 

Very Brief Comment:

Everything about the Catholic Faith is "difficult" for apostates such as Kurt Koch as what they teach is contrary to Divine Revelation. 

Pope Saint Pius X did not find it "difficult" to say the following to Theodore Herzl, the founder of International Zionism, when asked to support the resettlement of Jews in Palestine:

Pope Saint Pius X: We are unable to favor this movement [of Zionism]. We cannot prevent the Jews from going to Jerusalem—but we could never sanction it. The ground of Jerusalem, if it were not always sacred, has been sanctified by the life of Jesus Christ. As the head of the Church I cannot answer you otherwise. The Jews have not recognized our Lord, therefore we cannot recognize the Jewish people.

Theodore Herzl: [The conflict between Rome and Jerusalem, represented by the one and the other of us, was once again under way. At the outset I tried to be conciliatory. I said my little piece. . . . It didn’t greatly impress him. Jerusalem was not to be placed in Jewish hands.] And its present status, Holy Father?

Pope Saint Pius X: I know, it is disagreeable to see the Turks in possession of our Holy Places. We simply have to put up with it. But to sanction the Jewish wish to occupy these sites, that we cannot do. (Marvin Lowenthal, Diaries of Theodore Herzl, pp. 427- 430.)

Furthermore, the Jews were dispersed from Palestine as a Divine punishment for their act of Deicide and for their obstinacy in refusing to accept the preaching of the Gospel in the thirty-seven years between the time of Our Lord's Passion, Death, Resurrection and Ascension and the destruction of Jerusalem in the year 70 A.D. This was God's definitive public declaration that Judaism was a dead religion, that it had been superseded by the New and Eternal Covenant that Our Blessed Lord and Saviour Jesus Christ instituted at the Last Supper on Maundy Thursday and ratified by the shedding of every single drop of His Most Precious Blood on the wood of the Holy Cross on Good Friday:

 

Jesus Christ is the Great Prophet foretold by Moses, Whom all nations and peoples must hear and obey, lest they be "destroyed from among the people." Jesus was not a mere prophet, like Moses, Jeremiah, or Isaiah. In Jesus there resided the prophetic gift in all its fullness. When God speaks, we must listen in fear and trembling (cf. Isaias 66:5).

Though they have rejected the Great Prophet, the Jews still think that the promises made to Abraham are theirs, and that all the lands promised to the ancient Israelites are theirs by right, and will be theirs in fact. This means that no one else who occupies these lands, be they Palestinians, Lebanese, or whatever, have any rights, and that they can be dispossessed of the lands they have occupied for millennia. The ancient Israelites, whose heirs they imagine themselves to be, were commanded by God to exterminate the Philistines, were they not? And who are the descendants of the Philistines? Why, the Palestinians and the Lebanese, of course! Their rights can be ignored with impunity.

Then there are those of the Christian Fundamentalist Right in the Unites States, the Christian Zionists, who support Israeli claims, egged on by such false prophets as Jerry Falwell, Hal Lindsey, Jack Van Impe, and John Hagee. Thousands of evangelical Christians recently arrived from all 50 states in Washington, where they have enormous political influence, for the first annual summit of Christians United for Israel, Hagee being the main organizer. 

 

"For the first time in the history of Christianity in America," Hagee said, "Christians will go to the Hill to support Israel as Christians." They will urge the US government "not to restrain Israel in any way in the pursuit of Hamas and Hezbollah… We want our Congress to make sure that not one dime of American money goes to support Hamas and Hezbollah or the enemies of Israel."

Then Hagee declares: "When they see what's going on in the Middle East, a whole range of enemies arrayed against God's people, they see God's word being played out on their television sets. They see Israel triumphing over its enemies as proof that God's promises remain" (Evangelical Zionists Plead for Israel).
It is as if Jesus Christ never came and established a New Covenant in His Blood, and founded the Holy Catholic Church. God's promises were fulfilled in Jesus Christ and in those who follow Him. Hagee, and those like him, have an Old Testament theological viewpoint, and have betrayed Jesus Christ, in Whom the Scriptures are fulfilled. Who are God's people but those who have believed in His word and obey His commands, whether Jews or not? According to St. Paul, "There is neither Jew nor Greek; there is neither slave nor freeman; there is neither male nor female. For you are all one in Christ Jesus. And if you are Christ's, then you are the offspring of Abraham, heirs according to promise" (Galatians 3:28, 29).

The Jews are children of Abraham according to the flesh only, natural descendants. Some of them, that is. Are those whom we call Jews today the descendants of the Jews who were dispersed among the nations after the destruction of Jerusalem by the Romans in 70 A.D., or even of the ten tribes that were carried off into captivity by the ancient Assyrians in 721 B.C.? 
On the contrary, most Jews today are the so-called Ashkenazi Jews, descended from the ancient Khazars of Eastern Europe. Despite their prominence in the Jewish community they do not have Jewish blood, but were converted to Judaism in the ninth century. They do not have Jewish blood, and they follow the modern Jewish Talmudic religion. How does that make them "God's people," and the "inheritors of the promises"?

On May 14, 1948, on the day in which the British Mandate over Palestine expired, the Jewish People's Council gathered at the Tel Aviv Museum and declared the establishment of the State of Israel. The new state was recognized that night by the United States, and three days later by the USSR. The Vatican, out of concern for the safety of the Holy Places and the rights of the Palestinians, many of whom are Catholic, did not recognize the modern state of Israel until John Paul II, fervently pro-Jewish, gave it official Vatican recognition on April 20, 1984.

Contrary to what the Jewish Zionists expect, they will not reign as masters of the world from Jerusalem. The servile nations will not come to Mount Zion bearing gifts. Pray for the Jews! They will be all but exterminated except for the remnant who will turn to Jesus Christ and be saved.

And contrary to what the Christian Zionists expect, the Temple will not be rebuilt, and 144,000 Jews will not be converted to reign with Jesus Christ from the Temple in Jerusalem for a thousand years. (Father Louis Campbell, "And I Saw No Temple Therein".)

All right?

Very good.

Let's return to Master Apostate Kurt Koch's interview:

 

ACN:  The Apostle Paul says in the Letter to the Romans that God remains true to his covenant.  Yet in the history of theology the idea that the Jews were disinherited was predominant for a long time.  How did that happen?  
Cardinal Koch:  This has to do with the separation of Church and Synagogue.  As historical research has shown, the process of estrangement took place less rapidly than was long thought to be the case.  But the process had increasingly radical consequences in the aftermath.  The notion became prevalent that the Church had taken the place of Judaism.  Nor was Saint Paul’s Letter to the Romans, which very subtly reflects on the mystery of the interpenetration of the New and the Old Covenant, able to prevent this.  How we are to think about the eternal validity of the Old Covenant and at the same time about the newness of the New Covenant in Jesus Christ remains even today a major theological challenge.  (Jewish-Conciliar Dialogue 65 Years after the Founding of the State of Israel.)

Another Little Comment or Two: "The notion became prevalent that the Church had taken the place of Judaism"? "Eternal validity of the Old Covenant"? 

Apostasy:

It [the Holy Roman Church] firmly believes, professes, and teaches that the matter pertaining to the law of the Old Testament, of the Mosaic law, which are divided into ceremonies, sacred rites, sacrifices, and sacraments, because they were established to signify something in the future, although they were suited to the divine worship at that time, after our Lord's coming had been signified by them, ceased, and the sacraments of the New Testament began; and that whoever, even after the passion, placed hope in these matters of the law and submitted himself to them as necessary for salvation, as if faith in Christ could not save without them, sinned mortally. Yet it does not deny that after the passion of Christ up to the promulgation of the Gospel they could have been observed until they were believed to be in no way necessary for salvation; but after the promulgation of the Gospel it asserts that they cannot be observed without the loss of eternal salvation. All, therefore, who after that time observe circumcision and the Sabbath and the other requirements of the law, it declares alien to the Christian faith and not in the least fit to participate in eternal salvation, unless someday they recover from these errors. Therefore, it commands all who glory in the name of Christian, at whatever time, before or after baptism, to cease entirely from circumcision, since, whether or not one places hope in it, it cannot be observed at all without the loss of eternal salvation. Regarding children, indeed, because of danger of death, which can often take place, when no help can be brought to them by another remedy than through the sacrament of baptism, through which they are snatched from the domination of the Devil and adopted among the sons of God, it advises that holy baptism ought not to be deferred for forty or eighty days, or any time according to the observance of certain people, but it should be conferred as soon as it can be done conveniently, but so ,that, when danger of death is imminent, they be baptized in the form of the Church, early without delay, even by a layman or woman, if a priest should be lacking, just as is contained more fully in the decree of the Armenians. . . .

It firmly believes, professes, and proclaims that those not living within the Catholic Church, not only pagans, but also Jews and heretics and schismatics cannot become participants in eternal life, but will depart "into everlasting fire which was prepared for the devil and his angels" [Matt. 25:41], unless before the end of life the same have been added to the flock; and that the unity of the ecclesiastical body is so strong that only to those remaining in it are the sacraments of the Church of benefit for salvation, and do fastings, almsgiving, and other functions of piety and exercises of Christian service produce eternal reward, and that no one, whatever almsgiving he has practiced, even if he has shed blood for the name of Christ, can be saved, unless he has remained in the bosom and unity of the Catholic Church. (Pope Eugene IV, Cantate Domino, Council of Florence, February 4, 1442.)

Attention, Kurt Koch, attention, Master Swiss Apostate. 

Cantate Domino was issued during the Council of Florence, which met under the infallible guidance of the Third Person of the Most Blessed Trinity, God the Holy Ghost. Was his "notion" wrong--or is the immutable truth revealed by God Himself

Not enough, Kurt?

Fine. 

Get a gander at Pope Pius XII's reiteration of this immutable teaching as found in Mystici Corporis, June 29, 1943:

29. And first of all, by the death of our Redeemer, the New Testament took the place of the Old Law which had been abolished; then the Law of Christ together with its mysteries, enactments, institutions, and sacred rites was ratified for the whole world in the blood of Jesus Christ. For, while our Divine Savior was preaching in a restricted area -- He was not sent but to the sheep that were lost of the house of Israel [30] -the Law and the Gospel were together in force; [31] but on the gibbet of his death Jesus made void the Law with its decrees, [32] fastened the handwriting of the Old Testament to the Cross, [33] establishing the New Testament in His blood shed for the whole human race. [34] "To such an extent, then," says St. Leo the Great, speaking of the Cross of our Lord, "was there effected a transfer from the Law to the Gospel, from the Synagogue to the Church, from many sacrifices to one Victim, that, as our Lord expired, that mystical veil which shut off the innermost part of the temple and its sacred secret was rent violently from top to bottom." [35]

30. On the Cross then the Old Law died, soon to be buried and to be a bearer of death, [36] in order to give way to the New Testament of which Christ had chosen the Apostles as qualified ministers; [37] and although He had been constituted the Head of the whole human family in the womb of the Blessed Virgin, it is by the power of the Cross that our Savior exercises fully the office itself of Head in His Church. "For it was through His triumph on the Cross," according to the teaching of the Angelic and Common Doctor, "that He won power and dominion over the gentiles"; [38] by that same victory He increased the immense treasure of graces, which, as He reigns in glory in heaven, He lavishes continually on His mortal members it was by His blood shed on the Cross that God's anger was averted and that all the heavenly gifts, especially the spiritual graces of the New and Eternal Testament, could then flow from the fountains of our Savior for the salvation of men, of the faithful above all; it was on the tree of the Cross, finally, that He entered into possession of His Church, that is, of all the members of His Mystical Body; for they would not have been united to this Mystical Body. (Pope Pius XII, Mystici Corporis, June 29, 1943.)

Pope Saint Leo the Great had it wrong, "Cardinal" Koch?

Pope Pius XII had it wrong, "Cardinal" Koch.

Something that is false does not become true because apostates state the falsehood repeatedly. 

Truth is immutable, and the truth of the matter is this: Judaism is a dead religion. It is hated by God and has the power to sanctify or save no one. It is up to Holy Mother Church to seek the conversion of all non-Catholics, including Jews, into her maternal bosom as she and she alone is the only means of salvation.

Back to Kurt "Cardinal" Koch's interview:

ACN:  But what does that mean?  Are there two separate ways of salvation, then, for Jews and Christians?  Abraham and Moses for the one group, Jesus Christ for the other?  Then the Jews would be an exception to the Church’s commission to evangelize.  
Cardinal Koch:  For Christians there is naturally only one way of salvation, which God revealed to us in Jesus Christ.  On the other hand we Christians, in dealing with the Jews, do not have to bear witness to a way of salvation that is completely foreign to them, as is the case with other religions.  For the New Testament is built entirely on the Old Testament.  For this reason the Catholic Church has no organized mission to the Jews, as is the case for instance in certain Evangelical circles.  On the other hand, we Christians witness to the Jews also concerning the hope that faith in Christ gives us.  

ACN:  Can the Messianic Jews, who acknowledge Christ as the Messiah and fulfillment of their Jewish identity, be a bridge in this regard?  
Cardinal Koch:  They could be a bridge, and they are a reality that cannot be neglected.  For a great many Jews, however, the Messianic communities pose a major challenge. Therefore this question must be considered with great sensitivity, so as not to endanger the official dialogue with Judaism.  (Jewish-Conciliar Dialogue 65 Years after the Founding of the State of Israel.)

So Little Time, So Much Apostasy Comment: Once again, it is necessary to deal with the "no organized mission to convert the Jews" slogan. So little time, so much apostasy.

The Jews of the Apostolic Era were given thirty-seven years to convert to the true Faith. The very first Pope, Saint Peter, preached as follows immediately after the descent of God the Holy Ghost upon Our Lady, the Apostles and the others who were gathered in the same Upper Room in Jerusalem where Our Blessed Lord and Saviour Jesus Christ had instituted the Holy Priesthood and Holy Eucharist for our sanctification and salvation:

Ye men of Judea, and all you that dwell in Jerusalem, be this known to you, and with your ears receive my words. For these are not drunk, as you suppose, seeing it is but the third hour of the day:

But this is that which was spoken of by the prophet Joel: And it shall come to pass, in the last days, (saith the Lord,) I will pour out of my Spirit upon all flesh: and your sons and your daughters shall prophesy, and your young men shall see visions, and your old men shall dream dreams. And upon my servants indeed, and upon my handmaids will I pour out in those days of my spirit, and they shall prophesy. And I will shew wonders in the heaven above, and signs on the earth beneath: blood and fire, and vapour of smoke. The sun shall be turned into darkness, and the moon into blood, before the great and manifest day of the Lord come.

And it shall come to pass, that whosoever shall call upon the name of the Lord, shall be saved. Ye men of Israel, hear these words: Jesus of Nazareth, a man approved of God among you, by miracles, and wonders, and signs, which God did by him, in the midst of you, as you also know: 
This same being delivered up, by the determinate counsel and foreknowledge of God, you by the hands of wicked men have crucified and slain. Whom God hath raised up, having loosed the sorrows of hell, as it was impossible that he should be holden by it. For David saith concerning him: I foresaw the Lord before my face: because he is at my right hand, that I may not be moved.

For this my heart hath been glad, and any tongue hath rejoiced: moreover my flesh also shall rest in hope. Because thou wilt not leave my soul in hell, nor suffer thy Holy One to see corruption. Thou hast made known to me the ways of life: thou shalt make me full of joy with thy countenance. Ye men, brethren, let me freely speak to you of the patriarch David; that he died, and was buried; and his sepulchre is with us to this present day. Whereas therefore he was a prophet, and knew that God hath sworn to him with an oath, that of the fruit of his loins one should sit upon his throne.

Foreseeing this, he spoke of the resurrection of Christ. For neither was he left in hell, neither did his flesh see corruption. This Jesus hath God raised again, whereof all we are witnesses. Being exalted therefore by the right hand of God, and having received of the Father the promise of the Holy Ghost, he hath poured forth this which you see and hear. For David ascended not into heaven; but he himself said: The Lord said to my Lord, sit thou on my right hand, until I make thy enemies thy footstool.

Therefore let all the house of Israel know most certainly, that God hath made both Lord and Christ, this same Jesus, whom you have crucified. Now when they had heard these things, they had compunction in their heart, and said to Peter, and to the rest of the apostles: What shall we do, men and brethren? But Peter said to them: Do penance, and be baptized every one of you in the name of Jesus Christ, for the remission of your sins: and you shall receive the gift of the Holy Ghost. For the promise is to you, and to your children, and to all that are far off, whomsoever the Lord our God shall call. And with very many other words did he testify and exhort them, saying: Save yourselves from this perverse generation.

They therefore that received his word, were baptized; and there were added in that day about three thousand souls. And they were persevering in the doctrine of the apostles, and in the communication of the breaking of bread, and in prayers. And fear came upon every soul: many wonders also and signs were done by the apostles in Jerusalem, and there was great fear in all. And all they that believed, were together, and had all things common. Their possessions and goods they sold, and divided them to all, according as every one had need. (Acts 2: 14-41.)

Even though the Jews were dispersed from Palestine in 70 A.D., Catholics still have an obligation to exhort their Jewish friends, neighbors, coworkers and acquaintances to convert to the true Faith, providing them with blessed Green Scapulars Miraculous Medals to assist them to respond to the Actual Graces sent to them by God the Holy Ghost through the loving hands of Our Lady, she who is the Mediatrix of All Graces, to abandon their false religion and to profess belief in Our Blessed Lord and Saviour Jesus Christ as He has revealed Himself to us exclusively through His Catholic Church. It is God's Holy Will that Jews wo come to believe in the true Faith be brought to new birth in the baptismal font just as occurred with the Catholic-hating Jew named Alphonse Ratisbonne on January 20, 1842, after Our Lady had appeared to him in the same image as was depicted in the Miraculous Medal he agreed to wear on a dare:

"When I traversed the church, I arrived at the spot where they were getting ready for the funeral. Suddenly I felt interiorly disturbed, and saw in front of me something like a veil. It seemed to me that the entire church had been swallowed up in shadow, except one chapel. It was as thought all the light was concentrated in that single place. I looked over towards this chapel whence so much light shone and above the altar I saw a living figure standing, tall, majestic, beautiful and full of mercy. It was the most Holy Virgin Mary, resembling her figure on the Miraculous Medal of the Immaculate. At this sight I fell on my knees right where I stood; several times I attempted to lift my eyes towards the Most Blessed Virgin, but respect and the blinding light forced me to lower my gaze; this, however, did not prevent me from seeing the luminosity of the apparition. I fixed my glance on her hands, and in them I could read the expression of mercy and pardon. In the presence of the most Blessed Virgin, even though she did not speak a word to me, I understood the frightful situation I was in, the heinousness of sin, the beauty of the Catholic religion . . . in a word, I understood everything.

"When he returned, M. de Bussieres found me kneeling, my head resting on the railing of the chapel where the most Blessed Virgin had appeared, and bathed in tears. I do not understand how I managed to get to the railing, because I had fallen to my knees on the other side of the nave, and the catafalque stood between me and the chapel. I must add that the feeling that accompanied my weeping was one of gratitude towards the Blessed Virgin and of pity for my family, buried in the darkness of Judaism, for heretics and for sinners. M. de Bussieres raised me up and, still weeping, I told him, 'Oh, that person must have prayed very much for me,' thinking of the deceased Count de Laferronays. [Father Kolbe note: "M. de Bussieres had in fact recommended Ratisbonne to the prayers of M. de Laferronays."]

"He asked me several questions, but I could not answer, so deeply was I moved. So he took me by the hand, led me out of the church to the carriage and helped me to get in. Then he asked me where I wanted to go.

"Take me wherever you like," I said, "after what I have seen, I will do anything you want."

"'But what did you see?' he asked me.

"I cannot tell you; but please bring me to a confessor, and I will tell him everything on my knees."

"He brought me to the church of the Gesu, to a Jesuit, Father Villefort, to whom in the presence of M. de Bussieres, I related all that had happened to me."

(In his letter he continues.)

"All I can say of myself comes down to this: that in an instant a veil fell from my eyes; or rather not a single veil, but many of the veils which surrounded me were dissipated one after the other, like snow, mud and ice under the burning rays of the sun. I felt as though I were emerging from a tomb, from a dark grave; that I was beginning to be a living being, enjoying a real life. 
And yet I wept. I could see into the depths of my frightful misery, from which infinite mercy had liberated me. My whole being shivered at the sight of my transgressions; I was shaken, overcome by amazement and gratitude. I thought of my brother with indescribable joy; and to my tears of love there were joined tears of compassion. How many persons in this world, alas, are going down unknowingly into the abyss, their eyes shut by pride and indifference! They are being swallowed up alive by those horrifying shadows; and among them are my family, my fiancee, my poor sisters. What a bitter thought! My mind turned to you, whom I love so much; for you I offered my first prayers. Will you some day raise your eyes towards the Savior of the world, whose blood washed away original sin? How monstrous is the stain of that sin, because of which man no longer bears the resemblance to God!

"They asked me now I had come to know these truths, since they all knew that I had never so much as opened a book dealing with religion, head not even read a single page of the Bible, while the dogma of original sin, entirely forgotten or denied by modern Jews, had never occupied my mind for a single instant. I am no sure that I had even heard its name. So how had I come to know these truths? I cannot tell' all I know is that when I entered the church, I was ignorant of all this, whereas when I left I could see it all with blinding clarity. I cannot explain this change except by comparing myself to a man who suddenly awakens from deep sleep or to someone born blind who suddenly acquires sight. He sees, even though he cannot describe his sensations or pinpoint what enlightens him and makes it possible for him to admire the things around him. If we cannot adequately explain natural light, how can we describe a light the substance of which is truth itself? I think I am expressing myself correctly when I say that I did not have any verbal knowledge, but had come to possess the meaning and spirit of the dogmas, to feel rather than see these things, to experience them with the help of the inexpressible power which was at work within me.

"The love of God had taken the place of all other loves, to such an extent that I loved even my fiancee, but in a different way. I loved her like someone whom God held in his hands, like a precious gift which inspires an even greater love for the giver."

(As they wanted to delay his Baptism, Ratisbonne pleaded.)

"What? The Jews who heard the preaching of the apostles were baptized at once; and you wish to delay Baptism for me who have heard the Queen of the apostles?"

"My emotion, my ardent desires and my prayers finally induced these good men to fix a date for my Baptism. I awaited the appointed day with impatience, because I realized how displeasing I was in the eyes of God.

(Finally the 31st of January came. He described his Baptism.)

"Immediately after Baptism I felt myself filled with sentiments of veneration and filial love for the Holy Father; I considered myself fortunate when I was told that I would be granted an audience with the Pontiff, accompanied by the General of the Jesuits. In spite of all this I was quite nervous, because I had never frequented the important people of this world; although these important people seemed to me too insignificant when compared to true grandeur. I must confess that I included among these great ones of the world the one who on this earth holds God's highest power, i.e., the pope, the successor of Jesus Christ himself, whose indestructible chair he occupies.

"Never will I forget my trepidation and the beatings of my heart when I entered the Vatican and traversed the spacious courtyards and majestic halls leading to the sacred premises where the pope resides. When I beheld him, though, my nervousness suddenly gave way to amazement. He was so simple, humble and paternal. This was no monarch, but a father who with unrestrained love treated me like a cherished son.

"O good God! Will it be thus when I appear before you to give you an account of the graces I have received? Awe fills me at the mere thought of God's greatness, and I tremble before his justice; but at the sight of his mercy my confidence revives, and with confidence so will my love and unbounded gratitude.

"Yes, gratitude will from now on be my law and my life. I cannot express it in words; so I shall strive to do so in deeds. The letters received from my family give me full liberty; I wish to consecrate this liberty to God, and I offer it to him from this very moment, along with my whole life, to serve the Church and my brothers under the protection of the most Blessed Virgin Mary." (An account of the miraculous conversion of Alphonse Ratisbonne by Our Lady in the Church of San Andrea delle Fratte on January 20, 1842, as found in: Father Anselm W. Romb, OFM Conv., Commentator and Editor, The Writings of St. Maximilian M. Kolbe, OFM Conv.: The Kolbe Reader, pp. 22-31.)

Alphonse Ratisbonne became a Jesuit priest, later asking Pope Pius IX for permission to leave the Society of Jesus to establish a mission in Palestine to seek the conversion of the Jews. Did Our Lady get it wrong when she sought young Alphonse Ratisbonne's conversion?

Did Saint John Bosco get it wrong he sought the conversion of a teenaged Jewish classmate of his?

 

There were in John [Bosco]'s class, at the school in Chieri, several Jews who were in difficulties about their Saturday's work. For them it was the Sabbath, when all work was forbidden. But the older boys used to laugh at them as if it were an extra vacation day. John, who saw that it was a question of conscience, used to send them a list of the work given out, with the explanations. In consequence, they vowed him an eternal friendship, and one of them, who used to frequent the restaurant where John worked, became very intimate with him. One day this young fellow, whose name was Jonas, got mixed up in a school scrape and, anxious about the consequences, came to consult his friend.

"If you were a Christian," said John, "I should take you straight off to Confession, but that can't be done."

"Why not? We can go to Confession if we like."

"Perhaps, but you have no Sacrament of Penance, no power to forgive sins, no guarantee of secrecy."
"I will go to a Catholic priest if you like."

"You can't unless you are baptized and believe in Jesus Christ."
"What would they say at home?"

"If God calls you to this, He will protect you."

"What would you do if you were in my place?" asked the young Jew.

"I would begin to study the catechism," said John.

The advice was taken; John prayed. Light and conviction came to Jonas, but the catechism was discovered. Irate parents took it to the Rabbi and accused John of betraying the friendship and ruining the soul of their son. Both friends had a good deal to suffer; there were even threats of violence. Jonas had to leave home, but he stood firm in his determination to become a Catholic. In the end, friends came to his assistance, the young Jew was baptized and the tumult died down. Several others followed him into the Church. (F. A. Forbes, Saint John Bosco, reprinted by TAN Books and Publishers, Rockford, Illinois, pp. 25-27.)

Mind you, this is not even to mention the thousands upon thousands of Jews (and Mohammedans, I should note also) by the preaching of Saint Vincent Ferrer in southern France and in the Iberian Peninsula at the end of the Fourteenth and beginning of the Fifteenth Centuries. 

All of that is forbidden by the conciliar authorities, which is just another reason why they are apostates with whom we can have no association other than to pray for them.

Oh, you want to get back to Kurt Koch's interview?

Here you go: 

ACN:  The beatification of Pius XII someday could also be an encumbrance to this dialogue.  For many Jews, now as always, that is like waving a red flag.  He is accused of remaining silent about the genocide of the Jews during the Nazi era.  Can you understand that perspective?  
Cardinal Koch: Pius XII was in a very difficult situation during the Second World War with respect to the cruel extermination of the Jews.  There is no disputing the fact that he saved the lives of a great many Jews.  That is why, at his death, there were many positive statements about him from the Jewish community as well.  Even today there are Jews who would like to number this pope as one of the “Righteous Among the Nations.”  Of course, nowadays in the Jewish community, most voices warn publicly against a beatification.  There is still hope that the opening of all the archives from that time will make it possible to have a more appropriate image of Pope Pius XII and a better insight into the extremely complex situation in which he had to make decisions. (Jewish-Conciliar Dialogue 65 Years after the Founding of the State of Israel.)
Two Sentences By Way of Commentary Here: (1) Adherents of the Talmud get to have no say about anything in the Catholic Church. (2) The truth about Pope Pius XII's wartime record is already known (see the appendix below).

Conclusion of Interview with Master Swiss Apostate Koch:

ACN:  In contrast, the name of Pius’s successor, John XXIII, occupies a positive place in public opinion.  On June 5 it will be exactly 50 years since the day of his death.  Is this pope still a trendsetter for the Jewish-Catholic dialogue?  
Cardinal Koch:  Most certainly.  With him, a fresh start was made in the relations of the Catholic Church to Judaism.  He really had a prophetic vision of the fact that we Christians are inseparably associated with the People Israel.  This view was then crystallized during the Second Vatican Council in the Declaration Nostra Aetate and since then has borne abundant fruit.  We can remember this with gratitude, especially this year as we celebrate 50 years since the opening of the Council.  

ACN:  The pontificate of Pope Benedict XVI was felt by many Jews to be a step backward from Nostra Aetate.  They cite the new formula for the Good Friday petition in the Extraordinary Form of the Roman Rite of the Mass or the Williamson case.  Can you understand views of this sort?  
Cardinal Koch:  All told, I see no obstacles to the Jewish-Catholic dialogue in the pontificate of Benedict XVI.  On the contrary.  There were quite a few Jews who after his resignation emphasized that relations had never been as good as during the last pontificate.  The Good Friday petition is actually not a call to mission work among the Jews, as it is often misunderstood, but rather adopts the eschatological perspective of the Apostle Paul.  Pope Benedict himself honestly admitted that in the Williamson case there were serious blunders in the preparations for and the announcement of the lifting of the excommunications.  Therefore in my view it makes no sense to repeat these misunderstandings over and over, instead of appreciating the great contribution of Pope Benedict to the Jewish-Catholic dialogue.  In this respect he carried on and enriched the great heritage of Pope John Paul II.  

ACN:  Was Pope Francis positively received by the Jewish world?  
Cardinal Koch:  In my estimation, just as positively as Pope Benedict.  I am glad that our Jewish [dialogue] partners are looking to Pope Francis with great expectations and hope.  Certainly this could have something to do with the good relations that he cultivated with the local rabbis and Jewish communities when he was archbishop of Buenos Aires.  (Jewish-Conciliar Dialogue 65 Years after the Founding of the State of Israel.)

 

Zip, Zip, Zip, Zipparanimy Comment:  It must be noted that Nostra Aetate, which was issued by the "Second" Vatican Council on October 28, 1965, is itself a work of complete apostasy, something that a priest in the "resist while recognize" movement noted very succinctly:

 

What spoils this beautiful creation of Vatican II is the Cross. The inopportune, embarrassing Cross of Christ, scandal to the Jews! The Council did its best to annul the crucifixion of Jesus. In its eagerness for Judaic friendship, it tried to declare Judaism innocent of any crime. It forbade to say that the Jews were guilty of deicide. The 1964 definitive text of the Nostra aetate did not use this word. However, the fact remains that because of the hypostatic union, the One who was crucified in His human nature is a Divine Person. Therefore, the deicide was committed.

So it was necessary for the Council to say that the Jews did not commit this crime. To reach this goal, the Council took three steps: It stated, first, that only some Jews were at Golgotha; second, that they were not perfectly conscious of what was happening; third, that it is our sins, the sins of all men and not the Jews which caused the death of Christ. This is an incredible falsification!

Here is what the Council said: “Even though the Jewish authorities and those who followed their lead pressed for the death of Christ, nonetheless, what happened in His passion cannot be charged against all the Jews of that time without distinction, nor against the Jews of today. Although the Church is the new people of God, the Jews should not be presented as reprobates or accursed by God, as if this followed from the Holy Scriptures.” (Nostra aetate, 4)

Here is what John Paul II said: “It is not possible to attribute to the Jews as a people any hereditary or collective guilt for what happened in the passion of Jesus. … neither without distinction to the Jews of that time nor to today’s Jews.”

It is obvious that it is not possible to attribute guilt to all Jews without distinction, but why didn’t the Council and the Pope make the necessary distinctions and then pointed out which Jews are guilty? …

For the Council and John Paul II, however, today’s Jews are guilty of nothing. We will see that this doctrine cannot be sustained.

Sacred Scripture affirms quite clearly the hardness of all those people who remained in solidarity with the authorities who condemned Jesus and the mob who applauded His death. Far from repenting, the Jews of that time - and all those Jews who did not convert - have upheld that episode insofar as they have knowledge of it. This is another distinction that the Council and John Paul II did not make. …

Sacred Scripture tells us:

“Therefore, when the chief priests and officers saw Him, they cried out, saying, crucify Him, crucify Him. Pilate saith unto them, Take ye Him, and crucify Him: for I find no fault in Him. The Jews answered him, We have a law, and by our law He ought to die, because He made himself the Son of God.” (John 19: 6-7).

“And when they had bound Him, they led Him away, and delivered Him to Pontius Pilate the governor. Then Judas, which had betrayed Him, when he saw that he was condemned, repented and brought again the thirty pieces of silver to the chief priests and elders, saying, I have sinned in that I have betrayed the innocent blood. And they said, What is that to us? see thou to that. And he cast down the pieces of silver in the temple, and departed, and went and hanged himself.

“And the chief priests took the silver pieces, and said, It is not lawful for to put them into the treasury, because it is the price of blood. And they took counsel, and bought with them the potter's field, to bury strangers in. wherefore that field was called, the field of blood, unto this day.

“Then was fulfilled that which was spoken by Jeremy the prophet, saying, And they took the thirty pieces of silver, the price of him that was valued, whom they of the children of Israel did value; and gave them for the potter's field, as the Lord appointed me.

“And Jesus stood before the governor: and the governor asked Him, saying, Art thou the King of the Jews? And Jesus said unto him, Thou sayest it. And when He was accused of the chief priests and elders, He answered nothing. Then said Pilate unto Him, Hearest Thou not how many things they witness against Thee? And He answered him to never a word; insomuch that the governor marvelled greatly.

“Now at that feast the governor was wont to release unto the people a prisoner, whom they would. And they had then a notable prisoner, called Barabbas. Therefore when they were gathered together, Pilate said unto them, Whom will ye that I release unto you? Barabbas, or Jesus which is called Christ? For he knew that for envy they had delivered him. When he was set down on the judgment seat, his wife sent unto him, saying, Have thou nothing to do with that just man: for I have suffered many things this day in a dream because of Him.

“But the chief priests and elders persuaded the multitude that they should ask Barabbas, and destroy Jesus. The governor answered and said unto them, Whether of the twain will ye that I release unto you? They said, Barabbas. Pilate saith unto them, What shall I do then with Jesus which is called Christ? They all say unto him, Let Him be crucified. And the governor said, Why, what evil hath He done? But they cried out the more, saying, Let Him be crucified.

“When Pilate saw that he could prevail nothing, but that rather a tumult was made, he took water, and washed his hands before the multitude, saying, I am innocent of the blood of this just person: see ye to it. Then answered all the people, and said, His blood be on us, and on our children. Then he released Barabbas unto them: and when he had scourged Jesus, he delivered Him to be crucified.” (Mt 27: 2-26; see also Luke 22: 20-25; John 19: 14-16; Act 2: 22-23, 36)

Ignorance does not excuse the Jews from the guilt of deicide. This objection was clearly answered by St. Thomas 700 years ago (Summa theologiae, III, q. 47, a. 5, ad 3). 

The Jews committed deicide, but which Jews and in what proportion? To answer this one must look at the relationship of the Jewish people with the condemnation of Jesus, and their presence at that scene. As far as presence is concerned, the responsibility lies with the high priests as the moral instigators of the crime and the people who followed the iniquity of their leaders (John 18:35; 19:15; Mt 27:25)

These Scripture texts show not only the adhesion of the people of Israel who were present at the Passion calling for Christ’s crucifixion to fall on their heads, but also upon those in solidarity with them who were not there and those to come after those events.

Between them there is a moral continuity - voluntarily assumed - whose point of union is the Law of Moses [interpreted according to the Talmud]: “We have a law, and by our law He ought to die.” …

To escape this accusation, the Jews must renounce that interpretation of the Law and repudiate their fathers’ condemnation of Jesus. All the Jews who still follow that law by virtue of which Christ was condemned as a blasphemer, are in some way voluntary participants in the deicide, although the proportion of guilt varies according to each one’s knowledge and consent. …

Just as the blessing and glory are due the Jewish people who continued to be faithful to the promise and became Catholics, so the curse and condemnation apply to those who continued to profess the perfidy of their fathers. …

The Council, however, concluded: “The Jews should not be presented as rejected or accursed by God, as if this followed from the Holy Scriptures. “ (NA, 4)

The Church has always taught that every man is called to convert and enter her bosom by baptism, so in this sense no one is absolutely cursed or rejected on this earth. But what the Council wrongly suggested is that official Judaism, the Synagogue, which committed the crime of deicide by condemning to death its Messiah and God and persisted in this perfidy through the centuries, should not be the object of reproof and malediction.

This is to confuse the terms and to lie.

Those Jews, who, by their faith in the promise, recognize Christ as Messiah, continue to be heirs of Abraham and the true people of God. But those unfortunate prevaricators who positively and obstinately reject Him, as their fathers did, are not the people of God so long as they continue in their infidelity. Hence they are reprobates and cursed, which does not imply that they will be so forever. (The Deicide and the Council - Main excerpts from article by Fr. Juan Carlos Ceriani, Tradition in Action website.)

 

Insofar as rehashing the case of Bishop Richard Williamson, all that needs to be done is to cite a few of the articles that were written in 2009 when the controversy surrounding remarks he made in an interview that aired on Swedish television, on Wednesday, January 21, 2009, the Feast of Saint Agnes, erupted: Those Who Deny The Holocaust, Disciples of Caiphas, Under The Bus, Nothing New Under the Conciliar Sun, Story Time in Econe, Yes, Sir, Master Scribe and No Crime Is Worse Than Deicide).

Kurt Koch is no conciliar "maverick." Everything he said in his recent interview has been stated on other occasions by the conciliar "popes." He has said such things many times in the past three years since succeeding a Master German Apostate named Walter Kasper as the head of the "Pontifical" Council for Promoting Christian Unity and the "Pontifical" Commission on Religious Relations with the Jews. Indeed, Kurt Koch is merely propagating what the conciliar "popes" have taught. His apostate views are identical to His Apostateness, Antipope Emeritus Benedict XVI (see On The Terms Of The Enemies Of Christ The King).

There is a night and day difference between the heresies of these Modernists and what has been taught by the Catholic Church and explicated so clearly by Church Fathers and Doctors such as Saint John Chrysostom:

(2) But at any rate the Jews say that they, too, adore God. God forbid that I say that. No Jew adores God! Who says so? The Son of God says so. For he said: "If you were to know my Father, you would also know me. But you neither know me nor do you know my Father". Could I produce a witness more trustworthy than the Son of God?

(3) If, then, the Jews fail to know the Father, if they crucified the Son, if they thrust off the help of the Spirit, who should not make bold to declare plainly that the synagogue is a dwelling of demons? God is not worshipped there. Heaven forbid! From now on it remains a place of idolatry. But still some people pay it honor as a holy place. (Saint John Chrysostom: Eight Homilies Against the Jews)
Let that be your judgment about the synagogue, too. For they brought the books of Moses and the prophets along with them into the synagogue, not to honor them but to outrage them with dishonor. When they say that Moses and the prophets knew not Christ and said nothing about his coming, what greater outrage could they do to those holy men than to accuse them of failing to recognize their Master, than to say that those saintly prophets are partners of their impiety? And so it is that we must hate both them and their synagogue all the more because of their offensive treatment of those holy men." (Saint John Chrysostom, Fourth Century, A.D., Saint John Chrysostom: Eight Homilies Against the Jews.)

Many, I know, respect the Jews and think that their present way of life is a venerable one. This is why I hasten to uproot and tear out this deadly opinion. I said that the synagogue is no better than a theater and I bring forward a prophet as my witness. Surely the Jews are not more deserving of belief than their prophets. "You had a harlot's brow; you became shameless before all". Where a harlot has set herself up, that place is a brothel. But the synagogue is not only a brothel and a theater; it also is a den of robbers and a lodging for wild beasts. Jeremiah said: "Your house has become for me the den of a hyena". He does not simply say "of wild beast", but "of a filthy wild beast", and again: "I have abandoned my house, I have cast off my inheritance". But when God forsakes a people, what hope of salvation is left? When God forsakes a place, that place becomes the dwelling of demons. (Saint John Chrysostom, Fourth Century, A.D., Saint John Chrysostom: Eight Homilies Against the Jews.)

 

The State of Israel has propagated major crimes against God and man (see Hugh Akins's Synagogue Rising). Its creation is to be mourned, not celebrated, as no contemporary expression or practice of Judaism, whether Abrahamic or Talmudic, has anything to do with the true God of Divine Revelation, the Most Blessed Trinity, a point that was made very ably by Father Denis Fahey:

As I was not able to bring out this book when it was originally written, it has been laid aside for years. In the meantime, the need for setting forth the full doctrine of the Kingship of Christ has been forcibly brought home to me by the confusion created in minds owing to the use of the term “Anti-Semitism.” The Hitlerite naturalistic or anti-supernatural régime in Germany gave to the world the odious spectacle of a display of Anti-Semitism, that is, of hatred of the Jewish Nation. 
Yet all the propaganda about that display of Anti-Semitism should not have made Catholics forget the existence of age-long Jewish Naturalism or Anti-Supernaturalism. Forgetfulness of the disorder of Jewish Naturalistic opposition to Christ the King is keeping Catholics blind to the danger that is arising from the clever extension of the term “Anti-Semitism,” with all its war-connotation in the minds of the unthinking, to include any form of opposition to the Jewish Nation’s naturalistic aims. For the leaders of the Jewish Nation, to stand for the rights of Christ the King is logically to be “anti-Semitic.” 

In March, 1917, Pope Benedict XV wrote to the Archbishop of Tours: “In the midst of the present upheavals, it is important to repeat to men that by her divine institution the Catholic Church is the only ark of salvation for the human race . . . . Accordingly, it is more seasonable than ever to teach . . . that the truth which liberates, not only individuals, but societies, is supernatural truth in all its fulness and in all its purity, without attenuation, diminution or compromise: in a word, exactly as Our Lord Jesus Christ delivered it to the world.” These sublime words of the Vicar of Christ have nerved me to do all in my power to set forth the opposition of every form of Naturalism, including Jewish Naturalism, to the supernatural Reign of Christ the King. In addition, for over twenty years I have been offering the Holy Sacrifice of the Mass every year, on the Feasts of the Resurrection, Corpus Christi, SS. Peter and Paul and the Assumption of Our Blessed Mother, for the acceptance by the Jewish Nation of the Divine Plan for order. Thus I have been striving to follow the example of our Divine Master. Blessed Pius X insists that “though Jesus was kind to those who had gone astray, and to sinners, He did not respect their erroneous convictions, however sincere they appeared to be.” The need of combining firmness in the proclamation of the integral truth with loving charity towards those in error is insisted on, even more emphatically, by Pope Pius XI: “Comprehending and merciful charity towards the erring,” he writes, “and even towards the contemptuous, does not mean and cannot mean that you renounce in any way the proclaiming of, the insisting on, and the courageous defence of the truth and its free and unhindered application to the realities about you. The first and obvious duty the priest owes to the world about him is service to the truth, the whole truth, the unmasking and refutation of error in whatever form or disguise it conceals itself.”

A day will come when the Jewish Nation will cease to oppose order and will turn in sorrow and repentance to Him Whom they rejected before Pilate. That will be a glorious triumph for the Immaculate Heart of Our Blessed Mother. Until that day dawns, however, their naturalistic opposition to the True Supernatural Order of the world must be exposed and combated. (Father Denis Fahey, Foreword, The Kingship of Christ and the Conversion of the Jewish Nation.)

 

The last canonized pope, Pope Saint Pius X, spoke with forthrightness to the Zionist Theodore Herzl, using a different language than that used by the conciliarists as he was a Catholic and they are outside of the bosom of Holy Mother Church, serving as evangelizers in behalf of a false religion that is as loathsome in the sight of the Most Blessed Trinity as is Talmudic Judaism, conciliarism:

HERZL: [I said that we based our movement solely on the sufferings of the Jews, and wished to put aside all religious issues].

POPE: Yes, but we, but I as the head of the Catholic Church, cannot do this. One of two things will likely happen. Either the Jews will retain their ancient faith and continue to await the Messiah whom we believe has already appeared—in which case they are denying the divinity of Jesus and we cannot assist them. Or else they will go there with no religion whatever, and then we can have nothing at all to do with them. The Jewish faith was the foundation of our own, but it has been superceded by the teachings of Christ, and we cannot admit that it still enjoys any validity. The Jews who should have been the first to acknowledge Jesus Christ have not done so to this day.

HERZL: [It was on the tip of my tongue to remark, “It happens in every family: no one believes in his own relative.” But, instead, I said:] Terror and persecution were not precisely the best means for converting the Jews. [His reply had an element of grandeur in its simplicity:]

POPE: Our Lord came without power. He came in peace. He persecuted no one. He was abandoned even by his apostles. It was only later that he attained stature. It took three centuries for the Church to evolve. The Jews therefore had plenty of time in which to accept his divinity without duress or pressure. But they chose not to do so, and they have not done it yet. 

HERZL: But, Holy Father, the Jews are in a terrible plight. I do not know if Your Holiness is aware of the full extent of their tragedy. We need a land for these harried people.

POPE: Must it be Jerusalem?

HERZL: We are not asking for Jerusalem, but for Palestine—for only the secular land.

POPE: We cannot be in favor of it.
[Editor Lowenthal interjects here] Here unrelenting replacement theology is plainly upheld as the norm of the Roman Catholic Church. Further, this confession, along with the whole tone of the Pope in his meeting with Herzl, indicates the perpetuation of a doctrinal emphasis that has resulted in centuries of degrading behavior toward the Jews. However, this response has the “grandeur” of total avoidance of that which Herzl had intimated, namely that the abusive reputation of Roman Catholicism toward the Jews was unlikely to foster conversion. Further, if, “It took three centuries for the Church to evolve,” it was that very same period of time that it took for the Church to consolidate and launch its thrust of anti-Semitism through the following centuries.
HERZL: Does Your Holiness know the situation of the Jews?

POPE: Yes, from my days in Mantua, where there are Jews. I have always been in friendly relations with Jews. Only the other evening two Jews were here to see me. There are other bonds than those of religion: social intercourse, for example, and philanthropy. Such bonds we do not refuse to maintain with the Jews. Indeed we also pray for them, that their spirit see the light. This very day the Church is celebrating the feast of an unbeliever who became converted in a miraculous manner—on the road to Damascus. And so if you come to Palestine and settle your people there, we will be ready with churches and priests to baptize all of you.
HERZL: [At this point Conte Lippay had himself announced. The Pope bade him be admitted. The Conte kneeled, kissed his hand, and joined in the conversation by telling of our “miraculous” meeting in the Bauer beerhall at Venice. The miracle was that he had originally intended to stay overnight in Padua, and instead, it turned out that he was given to hear me express the wish to kiss the Holy Father’s foot. At this the Pope made no movement, for I hadn’t even kissed his hand. Lippay proceeded to tell how I had expiated on the noble qualities of Jesus Christ. The Pope listened, and now and then took a pinch of snuff and sneezed into a big red cotton handkerchief. It is these peasant touches which I like about him best and which most of all compel my respect. Lippay, it would appear, wanted to account for his introducing me, and perhaps ward off a word of reproach. But the Pope said:

POPE: On the contrary, I am glad you brought me the Signor Commendatore.

HERZL: [As to the real business, he repeated what he had told me, until he dismissed us:]

POPE: Not possible! 

HERZL: [Lippay stayed on his knees for an unconscionable time and never seemed to tire of kissing his hand. It was apparent that this was what the Pope liked. But on taking leave, I contented myself with shaking his hand warmly and bowing deeply. The audience lasted about twenty-five minutes. While spending the last hour in the Raphael gallery, I saw a picture of an Emperor kneeling before a seated Pope and receiving the crown from his hands. That’s how Rome wants it.]   (Marvin Lowenthal, Diaries of Theodore Herzl, pp. 427- 430.)

This not how the conciliarists speak because it is not what they believe. They believe in apostate notions that are contrary to Divine Revelation and have been condemned repeatedly by Holy Mother Church.

Yes, this is the value of a conciliar "consecration" to Our Lady of Fatima: nonexistent, and that is to say nothing of Jorge Mario Bergoglio/Francis's recent effort to transform the Edict of Milan into a veritable foreshadowing of Dignitatis Humanae, something that will be examined at some point in the next few days, God willing and Our Lady interceding.

God hates all false religions. He loathes them. He wants them eradicated from the face of this earth as their adherents are converted to the true Faith. 

The Catholic Church, ever faithful to Him as she is guided by Him infallibly, must hate what he hates: sin and error and falsehood. This is not an option for a Catholic. 

We must hate sin in our own lives. We must seek to root it out as we cooperate with the graces won for us by Our Lord on the wood of the Holy Cross that flow into our hearts and souls through the loving hands of Our Lady, the Mediatrix of All Graces. 

We must hate the spread of sin in the world under cover of the civil law and in the midst of popular culture. We must make no conscious compromise with error or falsehood. 

We must be earnest about planting seeds for the conversion of all non-Catholics to the true Faith, outside of which there is no salvation and without with there can be no true social order. 

This is, of course, a chastisement for our sins, for our own infidelities, for our own lukewarmness, for our own lack of steadfastness in prayer, especially to the Mother of God, who is blasphemed by the notion that she smiles favorably upon the "renewal" wrought by the "Second" Vatican Council and the magisterium of he conciliar "popes."

We need to pray many Rosaries of reparation now that these additional offenses have been given to God the false "pontiff." We need, therefore, to make much reparation for these sins as we seek always to make reparation for our own sins as we entrust to the Most Sacred Heart of Jesus through the Sorrowful and Immaculate Heart of Mary the need of the present moment. 

We must, of course, continue to remember that this is the time that God has appointed from all eternity for us to be alive. He has work for us to do. Let us do this work with courage and valor as we never count the cost of being humiliated for the sake of defending the integrity of Faith, as we never cease our prayers for the conversion of all people, including those who adhere to the Talmud and for the conversion of the conciliar revolutionaries, to the true Church, outside of which there is no salvation and without which there can be no true social order.
Appendix
The Truth About Pope Pius XII's Wartime Record
(Extracted and Adapted from Previous Articles)
The contemporaneous record of those who lived through Pope Pius XII's pontificate speaks for itself about his wartime record:

The voice of Pius XII is a lonely voice in the silence and darkness enveloping Europe this Christmas. The Pope reiterates what he has said before. In general, he repeats, although with greater definiteness, the five-point plan for peace which he first enunciated in his Christmas message after the war broke out in 1939. His program agrees in fundamentals with the Roosevelt-Churchill eight-point declaration. It calls for respect for treaties and the end of the possibility of aggression, equal treatment for minorities, freedom from religious persecution. It goes farther than the Atlantic Charter in advocating an end of all national monopolies of economic wealth, and so far as the eight points, which demands complete disarmament for Germany pending some future limitation of arms for all nations.

The Pontiff emphasized principles of international morality with which most men of good-will agree. He uttered the ideas a spiritual leader would be expected to express in time of war. Yet his words sound strange and bold in the Europe of today, and we comprehend the complete submergence and enslavement of great nations, the very sources of our civilization, as we realize that he is about the only ruler left on the Continent of Europe who dares to raise his voice at all. The last tiny islands of neutrality are so hemmed in and overshadowed by war and fear that no one but the Pope is still able to speak aloud in the name of the Prince of Peace. This is indeed a measure of the "moral devastation" he describes as the accompaniment of physical ruin and inconceivable human suffering.
In calling for a "real new order" based on "liberty, justice and love," to be attained only by a "return to social and international principles capable of creating a barrier against the abuse of liberty and the abuse of power," the Pope put himself squarely against Hitlerism. Recognizing that there is no road open to agreement between belligerents "whose reciprocal war aims and programs seem to be irreconcilable," he left no doubt that the Nazi aims are also irreconcilable with his own conception of a Christian peace. "The new order which must arise out of this war," he asserted, "must be based on principles." And that implies only one end to the war. (The New York Times, December 25, 1941.)

No Christmas sermon reaches a larger congregation than the message Pope Pius XII addresses to a war-torn world at this season. This Christmas more than ever he is a lonely voice crying out of the silence of a continent. The Pulpit whence he speaks is more than ever like the Rock on which the Church was founded, a tiny island lashed and surrounded by a sea of war. In these circumstances, in any circumstances, indeed, no one would expect the Pope to speak as a political leader, or a war leader, or in any other role than that of a preacher ordained to stand above the battle, tied impartially, as he says, to all people and willing to collaborate in any new order which will bring a just peace.

But just because the Pope speaks to and in some sense for all the peoples at war, the clear stand he takes on the fundamental issues of the conflict has greater weight and authority. When a leader bound impartially to nations on both sides condemns as heresy the new form of national state which subordinates everything to itself: when he declares that whoever wants peace must protect against "arbitrary attacks" the "juridical safety of individuals:" when he assails violent occupation of territory, the exile and persecution of human beings for no reason other than race or political opinion: when he says that people must fight for a just and decent peace, a "total peace" — the "impartial judgment" is like a verdict in a high court of justice.

Pope Pius expresses as passionately as any leader on our side the war aims of the struggle for freedom when he says that those who aim at building a new world must fight for free choice of government and religious order. They must refuse that the state should make of individuals a herd of whom the state disposes as if they were a lifeless thing. (The New York Times, December 25, 1942.) (The Christmas Editorials on Pope Pius XII.)

 

These editorials in The New York Times in 1941 and 1942 expressed beliefs that were held by many in the Talmudic Jewish community during and immediately after World War II, long before The Deputy began to propagandize lies against Pope Pius XII. Further Israeli Prime Minister Golda Meir praised Pope Pius XII after his death in 1958 for what he had done to help Jews during World War II. This article, written by Sister Margherita Marchione. Ph.D., contains a brilliant refutation of the baseless charges still being made by Talmudic Jews that have been responsible, at least in part, for the conciliar Vatican's decision to "slow down" its bogus "canonization" process:

Pope Pius XII was not a German collaborator nor was he pro-Nazi. Neither was he inactive nor silent. As a member of the Catholic Church, I resent the blatant accusations against the diplomacy of the Pope and the Church during World War II. This is not only indecent journalism but it also an injustice toward a man who saved more Jews than any other person, including Oscar Schindler and Raoul Wallenberg. Unfortunately even in the new Holocaust Museum at Battery Park in New York City the Pope is unjustly criticized. It is historically inaccurate to charge him with "silence."

Should the media be allowed to perpetuate such falsehoods? Documents prove that these misrepresentations are untrue. Pius XII spoke out as much as he could, and was able to do more with actions than with words. To the very end, he was convinced that, should he denounce Hitler publicly, there would be retaliation. And there was. Whenever protests were made, treatment of prisoners worsened immediately. Robert Kempner, the American who served as deputy chief of the Nuremburg war-crimes tribunal, wrote: "All the arguments and writings eventually used by the Catholic Church against Hitler only provoked suicide; the execution of Jews was followed by that of Catholic priests."

Pius XII—through his public discourses, his appeals to governments, and his secret diplomacy—was engaged more than any other individual in the effort to curb the war and rebuild the peace. Documents show that Pius XII was in contact with the German generals who sought to overthrow Hitler. Documents also show that the Jewish community received enormous help: Pius XII’s personal funds ransomed Jews from Nazis. Papal representatives in Croatia, Hungary, and Romania intervened to stop deportations. The Pope called for a peace conference involving Italy, France, England, Germany, and Poland in 1939, in a last-minute bid to avert bloodshed.

An interesting document is the testimony of Albert Einstein who, disenchanted by the silence of universities and editors of newspapers, stated in Time magazine (December 23, 1940): "Only the Church stood squarely across the path of Hitler’s campaign for suppressing truth. …The Church alone has had the courage and persistence to stand for intellectual truth and moral freedom." Indeed, executing the directives of Pope Pius XII, religious men and women opened their doors to save the Jews.

Never were the Jews and the Vatican so close as during World War II. The Vatican was the only place on the continent where they had any friends. Pope Pius XII’s response to the plight of the Jews was to save as many as possible. Yet little has been done to stop the criticism of Pius XII that began in 1963, when Rolf Hochhuth portrayed him as a Nazi collaborator in the play "The Deputy." In contrast to the image suggested by this play, Vatican records indicate that the Church operated an underground railroad that rescued 800,000 European Jews from the Holocaust. After a careful study of available documents, whoever is interested in the truth will no longer condemn the actions of Pope Pius XII’s words and the Catholic Church during this tragic period.

An honest evaluation of Pope Pius XII’s words and actions will exonerate him from false accusations and show that he has been unjustly maligned. The Pope neither favored nor was favored by the Nazis. The day after his election (March 3, 1939), the Nazi newspaper, Berliner Morganpost stated its position clearly: "the election of Cardinal Pacelli is not accepted with favor in Germany because he was always opposed to Nazism."
The New York Times editorial (December 25, 1942) was specific: "The voice of Pius XII is a lonely voice in the silence and darkness enveloping Europe this Christmas...He is about the only ruler left on the Continent of Europe who dares to raise his voice at all." The Pope’s Christmas message was also interpreted in the Gestapo report: "in a manner never known before...the Pope has repudiated the National Socialist New European Order [Nazism]. It is true, the Pope does not refer to the National Socialists in Germany by name, but his speech is one long attack on everything we stand for. …Here he is clearly speaking on behalf of the Jews." Perhaps the rest of the world should interpret the Pope’s words as they were meant and, undoubtedly, correctly understood by the Nazis, i.e.: POPE PIUS XII WAS ALWAYS OPPOSED TO NAZISM.

The Jewish Community publicly acknowledged the wisdom of Pope Pius XII’s diplomacy. In September 1945, Dr. Joseph Nathan—who represented the Hebrew Commission—stated "Above all, we acknowledge the Supreme Pontiff and the religious men and women who, executing the directives of the Holy Father, recognized the persecuted as their brothers and, with great abnegation, hastened to help them, disregarding the terrible dangers to which they were exposed." In 1958, at the death of Pope Pius XII, Golda Meir sent an eloquent message: "We share in the grief of humanity. …When fearful martyrdom came to our people, the voice of the Pope was raised for its victims. The life of our times was enriched by a voice speaking out about great moral truths above the tumult of daily conflict. We mourn a great servant of peace." (The Truth About Pope Pius XII.)

Admitting that the remote causes for the unrelenting nature of the Talmudic attacks upon the memory of Pope Pius XII stems from a hatred of the Faith and Talmudic Judaism's alliances with all other naturalist and anti-Theistic forces imaginable, including Bolshevism, there is a proximate reason for the calumnies that have been aimed at Pope Pius XII: this Successor of Saint Peter is directly, personally responsible for the conversion to the Catholic Faith of the Grand Rabbi of Rome, Israel Zolli, on February 13, 1945. Rabbi Zolli converted to the true Faith at the hands of Pope Pius XII, taking the baptismal name of Eugenio Maria after the former Eugenio Maria Giuseppe Giovanni Pacelli himself. 

The fact that a man who came from a long line of Talmudic rabbis dared to convert to the hated Catholic Faith in the final months of World War II in Europe infuriated the devil, who used his legions in the ranks of Talmudic Judaism to make war upon Pope Pius XII after his death and when they knew that his very enemies inside of the conciliar Vatican itself, men whom, most ironically, that Pope Pius XII had appointed and promoted (appointees that the office of the Promoter of the Faith--devil's advocate--in the Catholic Church would use to argue against the canonization of Pope Pius II), would do nothing to stop. 

Here is Eugenio Maria Zolli's account of his conversion as contained in his autobiography, Before the Dawn:

Rabbi Zolli, did you become a convert out of gratitude towards the Pope, who did so much for the Jews of Italy during the Nazi persecution?
This question was addressed to me, and still is, by reporters. In many interviews (inaccurate or invented) they describe me as answering in the affirmative. Why? I suppose to please readers by providing them with a precise and pleasing explanation. In reality my reply has always been in the negative, but this ought not to be interpreted as a lack of gratitude. ...At the very hour in which the terrible sacrificial rite of blood was initiated, the destruction en masse in the name of race, of nation, of the state, concentrating the three into one factor: blood precisely then, in the midst of so many fanatics, the great Pontiff, unique, serene and wise, exclaims: But the legitimate and just love towards one's own country must not close the eyes to the universality of Christian charity which also considers others and their prosperity in the pacifying light of love! ...Volumes could be written on the multiform works of succour of Pius XII... Who could ever tell what has been done? The rule of severe enclosure falls, everything and all things are at the service of charity. As the sufferings grow, so grows the light from the heart of Christ, and from His Vicar: more vigilant and ready for sacrifice and martyrdom are his sons and daughters in Christ. Young Levites and white-haired priests, religious of alt orders, in all lands, dedicated Sisters, all in quest of good works and ready for sacrifice. There are no barriers, no distinctions. All sufferers are children of God in the eyes of the Church, children in Christ, for them and with them all suffer and die. No hero in history has commanded such an army; none is more militant, more fought against, none more heroic than that conducted by Pius XII in the name of Christian charity. An old priest, who could do nothing further, gathered around him in the church the women and children of the village (the men had been slaughtered outside the village) so that they might die together in the presence of the crucifix. His dead body is thrown upon the altar, where once he celebrated the Holy Sacrifice, and there he lies, himself sacrificed. An army of priests works in cities and small towns to provide bread for the persecuted and passports for the fugitives. Sisters go into unheated canteens to give hospitality to women refugees. Orphans of all nations and religions are gathered together and cared for. No economic sacrifice is considered too great to help the innocent to flee to foreign lands from those who seek their death. A religious, a most learned man, works incessantly to save Jews, and himself dies a martyr. Sisters endure hunger to feed the refugees. Superiors go out in the night to meet strange soldiers who demand victims. They manage, at the risk of their lives, to convey the impression that they have none they, who have several in their care. The attic of one of the great churches in the center of Rome is divided into many sections, each bearing the name of the saint in whose honor the altar below is dedicated. The refugees are divided for the distribution of food into groups according to the names of these saints. Must not the soul of the saint rejoice in such a tribute? Schools, administrative offices, churches, convents all have their guests....

At the first hour of his pontificate Pius XII said: Exactly in times like these, he who remains firm in his faith and strong in his heart, knows that Christ the King is never so near as in trial, which is the hour of fidelity. With a heart broken by the suffering of so many of her children, but with the courage and firmness that come from faith in the Lord's promises, the Spouse of Christ [the Church], advances towards the approaching storm. She knows that the truth she announces, the charity she teaches, and its practice will be the unique counsellors and collaborators of men of good will in the reconstruction of a new world, in justice and love, after humanity, weary of running in the way of error, will have tasted the bitter fruit of hatred and of violence.
Many are the books by statisticians, generals, journalists, and many are the memoirs of individuals concerning this great war. The archives hold quantities of material for future historians. But who, outside of God in heaven, has gathered into his heart the sorrows and the groans of all the injured? Like a watchful sentinel before the sacred inheritance of human pain stands the angelic Pastor, Pius XII. He has seen the abyss of misfortune towards which humanity is advancing. He has measured and foretold the greatness of the tragedy. He has made himself the herald of the serene voice of justice and the defender of true peace.... I did not hesitate to give a negative answer to the question whether I was converted in gratitude to Pius XII for his numberless acts of charity. Nevertheless, I do feel the duty of rendering homage and of affirming that the charity of the Gospel was the light that showed the way to my old and weary heart. It is the charity that so often shines in the history of the Church and which radiated fully in the actions of the reigning Pontiff.

- from Before the Dawn, Chapter 17 (The book is available from Inside the Vatican) Inside the Vatican, Martin de Porres Lay Dominican Community, 3050 Gap Knob Road, New Hope, KY 40052, 800-789-9494. Before the Dawn
Testimony such as this can overcome a lot of the other factors that must be weighed in a true canonization process. Alas, it is testimony such as this that arouses the ire of the devil and his minions in the ranks of Talmudic Judaism and Freemasonry and Bolshevism--and certain precincts of conciliarism that are in league with these forces--that has made Pope Pius XII a target of calumny even to this very day. 

How many conciliar officials write or speak about the Faith in the moving terms that Eugenio Maria Zolli did in his autobiography? 

Not many. 

Not many at all. 

Certainly not Jorge Mario Bergoglio, who seems to be "uncertain" about the existence of the weight of testimony that indicates the historical record is clear and unequivocal in support of Pope Pius XII's work during World War II. 

There is no "open" question to be discussed, certainly nothing to be justified to those who hate the Faith and who only support "popes" who have by their words and actions made it appear as though Talmudic Judaism is a perfectly valid religion in which its adherents are assured of their eternal salvation.
The Novus Ordo Church and Fatima: Separating Fact from Fiction
http://novusordowatch.org/2016/05/novus-ordo-fatima-fiction/ - A SEDEVACANTIST SOURCE. 
May 16, 2016 
May 13 of this year marked the 99th anniversary of the first apparition of Our Lady of Fatima in 1917. The Blessed Virgin Mary chose to appear to three shepherd children in a field called the Cova da Iria in Fatima, Portugal, on the very day the future Pope Pius XII, Eugenio Pacelli, was consecrated a bishop by Pope Benedict XV in the Sistine Chapel in Rome. It was Pius XII who would later become known as the “Fatima Pope”, establishing the Feast of the Immaculate Heart of Mary in 1944 (feast day: August 22), and consecrating “the peoples of Russia” to the Immaculate Heart in his Apostolic Letter Sacro Vergente Anno of July 7, 1952. The bishop of Leiria, the diocese in which Fatima is located, Mgr. José Correia da Silva, had declared the apparitions at Fatima as worthy of belief in 1930 with the approval of Pope Pius XI.

The famous “Third Secret” of Fatima was the third part of a warning for the world given by the Blessed Mother to the children to whom she had been appearing, Jacinta and Francisco Marto and their cousin, Lucia dos Santos, on July 13, 1917. To emphasize the importance and urgency of the message and the authenticity of the apparitions, the Holy Virgin worked the Miracle of the Sun in the presence of 70,000 witnesses, on October 13 of the same year. 
In 1950, Pope Pius XII was privileged to witness the Miracle of the Sun himself, repeated in Rome, reportedly on four separate occasions (Oct. 30 and 31, and Nov. 1 and 8).

The first two parts of the Fatima Secret consisted of a vision of hell “where poor sinners go” if they do not repent, as well as a prophecy of the outbreak of World War II as a punishment for people’s refusal to do penance. At the request of the Virgin of Fatima, the third part of the heavenly message was to be kept hidden from the world until, at the very latest, 1960, because by then, she said, it would “become clearer”. In 1943, Bp. da Silva ordered Sr. Lucy to confide the Third Secret to paper, but she found herself unable to do so until January of 1944. The text was written on a single sheet of paper, placed in a sealed envelope, and given to the bishop. In 1957, Mgr. da Silva transferred the envelope to the Vatican at the order of Cardinal Alfredo Ottaviani. It is not completely certain whether Pope Pius XII ever read the Third Secret, but it is likely that he did not do so. Presumably, the Pope wanted to wait until 1960, but alas, died in 1958. When “Pope” John XXIII usurped the papal throne after Pius XII’s death and founded the Novus Ordo Sect, when 1960 came, he refused to reveal the Third Secret, which the Vatican has kept under lock and key ever since.

On June 26, 2000, the Modernist Vatican purported to reveal the Third Secret of Fatima in its entirety. To make a very long story short, it is amply documented and morally certain that the text published by the Vatican as the “Third Secret” is not in fact the Third Secret of Fatima. As an “interpretation” of the text, the Vatican claimed that the Virgin of Fatima was prophesying the assassination of “Pope” John Paul II on May 13, 1981, in St. Peter’s Square, a plot that was foiled only, so the Modernist Church asserts, by the special intervention of the Blessed Mother, as the Polish antipope was severely wounded but survived.

Once the 2000 “Third Secret” was released, it became evident rather quickly that there were serious problems with the text. Those who claimed the Vatican’s release was a hoax and that the true Third Secret was still not revealed, were termed “Fatimists”, and at the forefront of those were the Semi-Traditionalists at the Fatima Center of the Rev. Nicholas Gruner, headquartered in Canada. 
Although Novus Ordo Watch has serious theological differences with the Fatima Center and its chief personalities — names like Kramer, Ferrara, Salza, and Vennari come to mind — the fact is that, overall, their research on the Third Secret and the Vatican’s attempts to suppress it has been outstanding.

Intrigued by the controversy, the Italian Novus Ordo journalist Antonio Socci set out to prove the “Fatimists” wrong. In the course of his research, however, he came to the undeniable conclusion that the Vatican’s “Third Secret” was indeed not the genuine Third Secret of Fatima — in other words, the “Fatimists” had been right all along. Socci published his findings in a very interesting book entitled The Fourth Secret of Fatima (2006). The page-turner proved so devastating and embarrassing to the Vatican that “Cardinal” Tarcisio Bertone, then the Vatican Secretary of State, felt compelled to address Socci’s claims. In 2007, Bertone published his response, The Last Secret of Fatima, and also appeared on the Italian television program Porta a Porta for an interview in which he purported to show the original sheet of paper on which Sr. Lucy recorded the Third Secret. Unfortunately for Bertone, his defense of the 2000 text made things worse for his side and unwittingly corroborated the Fatimists’ contention that the Vatican was still hiding the real secret, as Christopher Ferrara demonstrated in his 2008 work, The Secret Still Hidden.

And so, to this very day the true Third Secret of Fatima has never been revealed, despite that fact that Our Lady wanted it to be revealed no later than 1960. What event took place “by 1960” that would make the secret clearer so that it would be better understood?

By 1960, the “pontificate” of Angelo Roncalli (“Pope John XXIII”) had begun to take shape, and preparations for the Second Vatican Council were underway. Antipope John had announced his intention to call an ecumenical council on January 25, 1959, thereby startling the world. It was this council that proved to be “ground zero”, so to speak, of the strange new Modernist religion, the very foundation on which all of the changes that we have witnessed since actually rest. The Catholic Church — or that which outwardly appears to be the Catholic Church — has never been the same since the election of John XXIII. Since that fateful day of October 28, 1958, when the conclave to elect Pius XII’s successor ended, nothing has been as it once was. What the world once knew as the glorious Catholic Church has since become a ludicrous, irrelevant, and impious travesty which, while retaining some outward appearances of Catholicism, has been promoting the doctrines of Freemasonry and gradually eclipsed traditional Roman Catholicism. The false church predicted in Holy Scripture as the “operation of error” (2 Thessalonians 2:10) had come into existence in order “to deceive (if possible) even the elect” (Matthew 24:24) as a punishment for people’s rejection of or indifference to truth (2 Thessalonians 2:10). The scriptural prophecies about the “mystery of iniquity” that was being held back until the appointed time (2 Thessalonians 2:6-7), once masterfully outlined and expounded by Cardinal Henry Edward Manning, were starting to be fulfilled:

(Cardinal Manning Lecture (1861): “The Pope and the Antichrist”
While we do not know for sure what the actual text of the Third Secret of Fatima is, it seems clear that, keeping in mind what has happened since 1960, it must contain a warning of the false church that would appear with the election of John XXIII and all his wicked successors. Vatican II, the “New Mass”, and the whole new Modernist religion — surely we have been living through the Third Secret ever since. It would make perfect sense that, considering the enormity of what Almighty God knew would happen after the death of Pope Pius XII, He would deign to send His Blessed Mother to give a last warning to mankind that if people do not amend their wicked ways, not only would they go to hell and be punished with another world war, they would even leave to their future generations the mystery of iniquity, the operation of error, an entire false church that would almost succeed in stamping out the holy Catholic Church and bring upon the world untold spiritual ruin and destruction. No wonder our Lord asked His disciples rhetorically, “But yet the Son of man, when he cometh, shall he find, think you, faith on earth?” (Luke 18:8).

Indeed it would make sense that to underscore the importance and urgency of such a terrible warning, God would work the Miracle of the Sun to wake people from their slumbers. By contrast, it is downright frivolous to suggest that the revelations of our Lady at Fatima would culminate in the prediction of a failed assassination attempt on a future Pope (pretending for a minute that John Paul II was a true Pope). How many Popes have been killed or died under suspicious circumstances over the centuries! Why should God send our Lady to “warn” the world of this, especially since the “Pope” in question actually survived?! And what significance could the year 1960 possibly have for this? No, the Vatican simply hijacked Fatima to promote and gain sympathy for the false pontificate of John Paul II.

Over the years following 1960, a number of texts have appeared claiming to contain the true Third Secret of Fatima. For example, Cardinal Alfredo Ottaviani (1890-1979), who indeed read the Third Secret, allegedly confirmed that a text originally published in 1963 contained all of the sentences of the true message:

(Italian Magazine Publishes Alleged Text of True Third Secret of Fatima (See page 7)
In 1994, a French priest by the name of Fr. Raymond Arnette (1923-2004) claimed to have received a locution that revealed the exact text of the Third Secret. According to Fr. Arnette, the secret is the following:

There will be a wicked council planned and prepared that will change the countenance of the Church. Many will lose the Faith; confusion will reign everywhere. The sheep will search for their shepherds in vain.

A schism will tear apart the holy tunic of My Son. This will be the end of times, foretold in the Holy Scriptures and recalled to memory by Me in many places. The abomination of abominations will reach its peak and it will bring the chastisement announced at La Salette. My Son’s arm, which I will not be able to hold back anymore, will punish this poor world, which must expiate its crimes.

One will only speak about wars and revolutions. The elements of nature will be unchained and will cause anguish even among the best [the most courageous]. The Church will bleed from all Her wounds. Happy are they who will persevere and search for refuge in My Heart, because in the end My Immaculate Heart will triumph. (Source and further information)

Of course, we do not know whether this is the true Third Secret of Fatima, but it definitely sounds a lot more believable than what the Vatican revealed in 2000. The phrase “the Church will bleed from all her wounds” seems to be an accurate description of what we have been witnessing, and it would fit perfectly with the idea that the Church is currently undergoing her own Mystical Passion, as explained by Cardinal Manning. Needless to say, we have all witnessed a “wicked council” indeed as well as its consequent apostasy.

What’s interesting is that this purported secret prophesies that the sheep’s search for their shepherds will be “in vain”. Why in vain? Because the people claiming to be the rightful Catholic shepherds are not in fact what they pretend to be. Sedevacantism is hinted at, underscored by the mention of a schism, because the Modernist usurpers are false shepherds and have set up a false counterchurch to oppose the true Church. The “abomination of abominations” could very well be a reference to the abominable false liturgy of Paul VI, also known as the “New Mass” or Novus Ordo Missae. 
In Holy Scripture, there are prophecies regarding the “abomination of desolation” that is found in the holy place, that is, in the sanctuary:

And arms shall stand on his part, and they shall defile the sanctuary of strength, and shall take away the continual sacrifice, and they shall place there the abomination unto desolation.

(Daniel 11:31)

And from the time when the continual sacrifice shall be taken away, and the abomination unto desolation shall be set up, there shall be a thousand two hundred ninety days…

(Daniel 12:11)

And many false prophets shall rise, and shall seduce many. And because iniquity hath abounded, the charity of many shall grow cold. But he that shall persevere to the end, he shall be saved. And this gospel of the kingdom, shall be preached in the whole world, for a testimony to all nations, and then shall the consummation come. When therefore you shall see the abomination of desolation, which was spoken of by Daniel the prophet, standing in the holy place: he that readeth let him understand. For there shall arise false Christs and false prophets, and shall shew great signs and wonders, insomuch as to deceive (if possible) even the elect. Behold I have told it to you, beforehand.

(Matthew 24:11-15, 24-25)

Does Paul VI’s “New Mass” not perfectly fit the label “abomination of desolation”? The magnificent offertory prayers of the Catholic Mass were replaced with a Jewish table blessing; the Holy Sacrifice was turned into a liturgical happy meal; “Holy Communion” came to be distributed and treated like popcorn. The Faith of hundreds of millions of Catholics was ruined.

Interestingly enough, speculation about the true Third Secret of Fatima has received some renewed attention as of late.

The semi-traditionalist One Peter Five web site recently shared an anecdote of Dr. Alice von Hildebrand about what her husband Dietrich was told about the Third Secret in 1965. The testimony resembles that given by “Cardinal” Luigi Ciappi (1909-1996), according to whom it is foretold in the heavenly message that “the great apostasy in the Church will begin at the top”.

In addition, the same internet site posted a report of Dr. Maike Hickson relating the testimony of one Fr. Ingo Dollinger, to whom then-“Cardinal” Joseph Ratzinger reportedly revealed in 2000 that the full — or real — Third Secret had still not been disclosed, and that it actually warns of a “bad council and a bad Mass” — something that would corroborate the text published by Fr. Arnette in 1994:

(Cardinal Ratzinger: We Have Not Published the Whole Third Secret of Fatima 
CARDINAL RATZINGER-WE HAVE NOT PUBLISHED THE WHOLE THIRD SECRET OF FATIMA
http://ephesians-511.net/docs/CARDINAL_RATZINGER-WE_HAVE_NOT_PUBLISHED_THE_WHOLE_THIRD_SECRET_OF_FATIMA.doc
This revelation about Ratzinger’s testimony is actually not new. “Fr.” Paul Kramer of the Fatima Center had already mentioned it in a speech given in Glendale, California, on September 24, 2004, which was transcribed and published in the Fatima Crusader, vol. 80 (Summer 2005). Kramer said:

Those who have studied Fatima know that what was published five years ago, on the 26th of June, is not the whole Secret; it simply is not. The night before, I should say the early morning of the 26th of June, I went to bed; I left the instruction: it doesn’t matter how early it is, as soon as that Secret is published, bring it to me — wake me up if you have to.

The Secret was brought to me, I looked at it, and the first thing I said is, “This is not the Secret!” I was not alone in making that judgment. A seminary professor, who is a close friend of Pope John Paul II, and who also knows personally Cardinal Joseph Ratzinger, has the same impression — this is not the Third Secret.

It cannot be.

And so when he went to the Vatican, he visited Cardinal Ratzinger, and he confronted him. He did not mince his words. He said, “This is impossible! This cannot possibly be the entire Third Secret!” And he insisted that Ratzinger answer him yes or no. “Is this the whole thing? Is this the whole thing, or isn’t it? It cannot be; now you tell me!” Ratzinger admitted “Truly, that was not all of it.”

The Third Secret is About Vatican II

This professor is a priest that I know personally, and a number of people that I know, know this priest personally. He pressed on further for an answer, he would not back off. And he demanded, “What is in the Secret? If that’s not all of it, well, what is there?” Ratzinger’s answer makes it clear. There’s no longer any mystery why they have kept it hidden for so many years. And why the Vatican officials, during the pontificate of Pope John XXIII, said in their press release that, “It may never be published,” it may not ever be released. 
Ratzinger said that in the Third Secret, Our Lady warns that there will be an evil council. And She warned against the changes: She warned against making changes in the liturgy; changes in the Mass. This is explicitly set forth in the Third Secret. (Rev. Paul Kramer, “The Imminent Chastisement for Not Fulfilling Our Lady’s Request”, Fatima Crusader 80, Summer 2005; underlining added.)

The Rev. Kramer’s account of the testimony of his professor friend more or less matches what Dr. Hickson reported in the One Peter Five article. Whether the professor and the priest who passed on what Ratzinger had told him are the same person, i.e. Fr. Ingo Dollinger, we do not know, but it is quite likely, since presumably “Cardinal” Ratzinger would have spilled the beans on the real Third Secret only to a very select few individuals, if any. [UPDATE: Yes, it is the same individual — see Fatima Crusader 92 here.]

Unfortunately, like Mr. Kramer’s speech in 2004, so too Dr. Hickson’s One Peter Five article contains several elements of wishful thinking, because Ratzinger (later “Pope” Benedict XVI) is once again gratuitously being painted as the “good guy”, an illusion that is surely emotionally comforting and reassuring to many, but dangerously false nonetheless.

Let’s think about this: If Ratzinger knows that Our Lady warned of an evil council and an evil rite of Mass, and that she wanted this warning to be disclosed to the public no later than 1960 because then it would become clearer, then he has absolutely no excuse to go along with Vatican II and the Novus Ordo Missae anyway! Yet, Ratzinger has been one of the main theological forces and drivers behind the council from the very beginning, serving at Vatican II as suit-and-tie expert theological adviser (peritus) to Cardinal Josef Frings.

Rev. Kramer’s disingenuous dismissals of Ratzinger’s guilt on the grounds that he allegedly used a “mental reservation” — as though such would have been morally permissible under the circumstances — and simply “cannot believe that there was any evil in the Council” are not particularly convincing and a great disservice to the truth. Unjustified and unrealistic excuses have no place in the pursuit of truth regarding such an important matter.

Like Kramer, Hickson too reinforced a number of fantasies that are prevalent among Ratzinger fans: She gave credence to the popular idea that as “Pope”, Benedict XVI

…tried to undo some of the injustices that are directly related with this Dollinger revelation, namely: he freed the Traditional Mass from its suppression; he removed the excommunication of the bishops of the Society of St. Pius X (SSPX); and lastly, he publicly declared in 2010 in Fatima: “We would be mistaken to think that Fatima’s prophetic mission is complete.”

(Maike Hickson, “Cardinal Ratzinger: We Have Not Published the Whole Third Secret of Fatima

 HYPERLINK "http://www.onepeterfive.com/cardinal-ratzinger-not-published-whole-third-secret-fatima/" \t "_blank" ”, One Peter Five, May 15, 2016)

These may be commonly-held ideas but, as we said, they are fanciful, and this we will now demonstrate.

First, regarding the “freeing” of the Traditional Latin Mass, a close analysis of the text of Benedict XVI’s decree reveals that the Antipope’s intention was anything but benevolent:

(Motu Inapproprio: How Benedict XVI’s Summorum Pontificum Aims to Destroy the Traditional Latin Mass
Second, regarding the idea that by rescinding the “excommunications” against the SSPX bishops, Benedict tried to move in the direction of Sacred Tradition, the following article dispels that misconception:

(Refinishing the Great Facade: The Vatican, the SSPX, and the “Restoration of Tradition”
And lastly, the truth about Benedict XVI’s cryptic “prophetic mission” remark and his airplane comments about Fatima will likewise be disappointing to Ratzinger fans:

(Benedict XVI and the “Prophetic Mission” of Fatima
(No Friend of Fatima: Unspinning Christopher Ferrara’s Defense of Benedict XVI
Thus we see that the real Joseph Ratzinger is quite a bit different from the one many people imagine. It is the same Ratzinger who once wrote: “We must be on guard against minimizing these [Traditionalist] movements. Without a doubt, they represent a sectarian zealotry that is the antithesis of Catholicity. We cannot resist them too firmly” (Ratzinger, Principles of Catholic Theology [Ignatius Press, 1987], pp. 389-90). Does this surprise you? It shouldn’t. We are, after all, talking about a man who denies that Jesus Christ physically rose from the dead. Minor detail.

One final comment is in order.

Since this essay is dedicated to separating fact from fiction, we cannot pass over an anecdote Dr. Hickson recounts in her post on One Peter Five. She writes:

In this context, it might be worth mentioning that my husband and I were both together told by a priest who had met privately with Pope Benedict XVI that Pope Benedict himself considers Archbishop Marcel Lefebvre “to be the greatest theologian of the 20th century.” My husband and I both vouch for having heard these exact words directly from this priest — words which were allegedly spoken by Pope Benedict in the context of the pope’s proposal to re-introduce Marcel Lefebvre’s teaching more widely into the Catholic Church. (Maike Hickson, “Cardinal Ratzinger: We Have Not Published the Whole Third Secret of Fatima

 HYPERLINK "http://www.onepeterfive.com/cardinal-ratzinger-not-published-whole-third-secret-fatima/" \t "_blank" ”, One Peter Five, May 15, 2016)

Whether or not it actually came from Benedict XVI, the claim that Abp. Lefebvre was the “greatest theologian of the 20th century” is absurd. This has nothing to do with whether or not one agrees with Lefebvre’s theological position — the claim simply cannot be taken seriously, and if Benedict XVI truly made this assertion, then he was either being deliberately deceptive or else he was joking, speaking ironically.

Marcel Lefebvre, whatever his other merits may have been, was simply not a theologian of note, much less the greatest of the last century. Lefebvre never taught at a pontifical university and, to our knowledge, never wrote a single strictly theological work that would have particularly distinguished him from other Catholic bishops. We are not trying to discredit him — we are just trying to put things into perspective. 



The Miracle of the Sun, October 13, 1917, in Fatima, Portugal



Witnessed by 70,000 people
Lefebvre’s main work before Vatican II was that of a missionary: He was a priest of the Holy Ghost Fathers and eventually became Archbishop of Dakar, Senegal. It stands to reason that his contributions in the field of Sacred Theology would be rather limited.

If there is one name that would definitely rank high for the position of greatest theologian of the 20th century, it would be that of Fr. Reginald Garrigou-Lagrange, O.P. (1877-1964). Other serious candidates might include Cardinal Louis Billot, Mgr. Joseph C. Fenton, Fr. Édouard Hugon, Fr. Santiago Ramirez, and Fr. Ambroise Gardeil. Without intending any disrespect, it would be fair to say that the name of Abp. Marcel Lefebvre would probably not even show up in a footnote — simply because he was not a theologian of note.

Consider also that for Fr. Ratzinger, a Modernist, none of the people just mentioned would be considered great theologians, nor would Abp. Lefebvre. For Ratzinger, great theologians were the proponents of the Nouvelle Theologie, the Neo-Modernists — names like Edward Schillebeeckx, Karl Rahner, Henri de Lubac, Hans Urs von Balthasar, Yves Congar, and Marie-Dominique Chenu. Together with Ratzinger himself, those are considered the giants of the Second Vatican Council; in the words of the Modernist Jurgen Mettepenningen, they are the “inheritors of Modernism and precursors of Vatican II”.

So, it is inconceivable that Ratzinger would have pointed to Abp. Lefebvre as the greatest theologian of the 20th century without being either deceptive or facetious. This is not to cast doubt upon the veracity of Dr. Hickson — she merely reported what an alleged witness told her — but simply to reject the claim as lacking all credibility. When fanciful notions like this are put forth, the best remedy is always to go strictly by the facts, because reality is always the best cure for fantasy.

Speaking of reality: It is quite possible that the entire solution to what has happened to our beloved Catholic Church since the death of Pope Pius XII in 1958 is found in the Third Secret of Fatima. Let us, then, trustingly and lovingly consecrate ourselves and our loved ones to our Lady’s Immaculate Heart, so that we may be protected from the calamities justly inflicted upon this world, keep the Faith, and obtain from Heaven the grace of final perseverance.

Our Lady of Fatima, pray for us!

Third Secret Controversy: Benedict XVI denies Fr. Dollinger Testimony
http://novusordowatch.org/2016/05/fatima-secret-ben16-denies/ - A SEDEVACANTIST SOURCE. 
May 21, 2016
Although he first revealed this well over a decade ago, Fr. Ingo Dollinger’s recent re-affirmation — and its subsequent publication on the internet — that “Cardinal” Joseph Ratzinger (later “Pope” Benedict XVI) had told him personally in 2000 that there was still a part of the Third Secret of Fatima that had not yet been disclosed, a part that speaks of a “bad council and a bad Mass”, has made waves so large that they have reached all the way into Vatican City.

Fr. Dollinger’s recent confirmation of his original testimony was first published on the One Peter Five blog, to which we provided some coverage and extensive commentary here:

The Novus Ordo Church and Fatima: Separating Fact from Fiction (See page 25)
The Dollinger testimony was shared on many blogs and social media. As a result, on May 21, 2016, the Vatican press office issued the following statement:

Several articles have appeared recently, including declarations attributed to Professor Ingo Dollinger according to which Cardinal Ratzinger, after the publication of the Third Secret of Fatima (which took place in June 2000), had confided to him that the publication was not complete.

In this regard, Pope emeritus Benedict XVI declares “never to have spoken with Professor Dollinger about Fatima”, clearly affirming that the remarks attributed to Professor Dollinger on the matter “are pure inventions, absolutely untrue”, and he confirms decisively that “the publication of the Third Secret of Fatima is complete”.

(“Communiqué: on various articles regarding the ‘Third Secret of Fatima’”, vatican.va, May 21, 2016)

It doesn’t take an advanced degree in minor logic to figure out that someone is lying here: either Fr. Dollinger, Benedict XVI, or the Vatican press office.

And it probably isn’t Fr. Dollinger.

[UPDATE 21-MAY-2016 23:41 UTC: Fr. Dollinger stands by his account, One Peter Five reports]**
Benedict XVI and the “Prophetic Mission of Fatima”
http://novusordowatch.org/2014/08/benedict16-prophetic-mission-fatima/ - A SEDEVACANTIST SOURCE. 
August 28, 2014
Every so often, someone with a soft spot for the old Modernist Joseph Ratzinger (“Pope” Benedict XVI) digs up a quote from a homily he gave in 2010 (see video above) in which he speaks somewhat cryptically about the apparitions of our Lady at Fatima and the triumph of the Immaculate Heart of Mary:

We would be mistaken to think that Fatima’s prophetic mission is complete. Here there takes on new life the plan of God which asks humanity from the beginning: “Where is your brother Abel […] Your brother’s blood is crying out to me from the ground!” (Genesis 4:9). Mankind has succeeded in unleashing a cycle of death and terror, but failed in bringing it to an end… In sacred Scripture we often find that God seeks righteous men and women in order to save the city of man and he does the same here, in Fatima, when Our Lady asks: “Do you want to offer yourselves to God, to endure all the sufferings which he will send you, in an act of reparation for the sins by which he is offended and of supplication for the conversion of sinners?” (Memoirs of Sister Lúcia, I, 162).

At a time when the human family was ready to sacrifice all that was most sacred on the altar of the petty and selfish interests of nations, races, ideologies, groups and individuals, our Blessed Mother came from heaven, offering to implant in the hearts of all those who trust in her the Love of God burning in her own heart. At that time it was only to three children, yet the example of their lives spread and multiplied, especially as a result of the travels of the Pilgrim Virgin, in countless groups throughout the world dedicated to the cause of fraternal solidarity. May the seven years which separate us from the centenary of the apparitions hasten the fulfilment of the prophecy of the triumph of the Immaculate Heart of Mary, to the glory of the Most Holy Trinity.

(Benedict XVI, Homily of May 13, 2010 at Fatima, Portugal; bold print added.) Video: https://youtu.be/0PpvZGSUrGY 
The parts in bold print are what is usually emphasized and interpreted as Benedict XVI trying to signal to all who are devoted to Our Lady that he is convinced that the Fatima prophecies have not yet been completely fulfilled, specifically that the conversion of Russia asked for by our Lady has not yet taken place and still lies in the future, which is when the Immaculate Heart of the Blessed Mother will finally triumph.

Even though when viewed in the context of the entire homily, there is really nothing that would lead one to believe that Ratzinger holds to this “Gruner-Vennari-Matt-Ferrara” line on Fatima, nevertheless it is indeed true that these words of his — the ones in bold — are obscure enough to allow one to suspect he might be indicating that he believes the conversion of Russia has not yet taken place, and that the triumph of the Immaculate Heart is still to come in the future.

The problem, however, is that Benedict XVI has since clarified these cryptic remarks of his, and totally burst the bubble of all who were putting their hopes in Ratzinger believing in a future consecration of Russia or some similar version of the triumph of the Immaculate Heart of Mary. For some reason, these clarifying remarks have gone widely under-reported, so we’ll be glad to help out in this regard.

To let the cat out of the bag right away, the cold, stark reality is simply this: Benedict XVI’s statement that the prophetic mission of Fatima is not yet concluded means nothing more than that since there are still evil, suffering, and danger in the world, there must still continue to be a conversion of hearts through faith, hope, love, and repentance, which are the only answer to evil, suffering, and danger.
That’s it — no great mystery, no climax, no consecration or conversion of Russia, no triumph of the Immaculate Heart as traditional Catholics have always envisioned it. Benedict gave these clarifying remarks to interviewer Peter Seewald, when the latter asked him to elaborate on what he meant in his homily of May 13, 2010, when he said that the prophetic mission of Fatima was not yet over.

Benedict’s anti-climactic answer was published in Seewald’s book Light of the World:

[Interviewer:] The famous “third secret of Fatima” was not revealed until the year 2000 — by Cardinal Ratzinger at the behest of John Paul II. The text speaks of a bishop clothed in white who collapses amid the bullets fired by a group of soldiers — a scene that was interpreted as a prophecy of the attempted assassination of John Paul II. Now you stated that “we would be mistaken to think that Fatima’s prophetic mission is complete.” What did you mean? Does the fulfillment of the message of Fatima really still lie in the future?
[Benedict XVI:] There are two aspects of the message of Fatima that have to be distinguished. On the one hand, there is a particular event, which is recounted in forms typical of visionary experience, and, on the other hand, there is the fundamental significance of the event. I mean, the point was not to satisfy some curiosity. If that had been the case, it would have been logical for us to publish the text much sooner.

No, the purpose was to allude to a critical point, a critical moment in history, by which I mean the whole power of evil that came to a head in the major dictatorships of this twentieth century — and that in another way is still at work today.

On the other hand, the answer to this challenge is also an important point here. This answer does not consist in great political actions, but, when all is said and done, it can only come from the transformation of the heart — through faith, hope, love, and penance. In this sense, the message is precisely not a thing of the past, even though the two major dictatorships have disappeared. The Church continues to suffer, and a threat still hangs over man, so the quest for the answer continues as well, which also means that the indication Mary has given us retains its validity. Even now there is tribulation. Even now, in every conceivable form, power threatens to trample down faith. Even now, then, there is need for the answer about which the Mother of God spoke to the children.

[Interviewer:] The homily you delivered on May 13, 2010, in Fatima struck a rather dramatic note. “Mankind has succeeded in unleashing a cycle of death and terror”, you proclaimed, “but failed in bringing it to an end.” On that day, before half a million of the faithful, you expressed a wish that is actually quite spectacular: “May the seven years which separate us from the centenary of the apparitions”, you said, “hasten the fulfillment of the prophecy of the triumph of the Immaculate Heart of Mary, to the glory of the Most Holy Trinity.” 
Do these words mean that the Pope, who, after all, is the holder of a prophetic office, thinks that within the coming seven years the Mother of God could actually appear in a manner that would be tantamount to a triumph?
[Benedict XVI:] I said that the “triumph” will draw closer. This is equivalent in meaning to our praying for the coming of God’s Kingdom. This statement was not intended — I may be too rationalistic for that — to express any expectation on my part that there is going to be a huge turnaround and that history will suddenly take a totally different course. The point was rather that the power of evil is restrained again and again, that again and again the power of God himself is shown in the Mother’s power and keeps it alive.
The Church is always called upon to do what God asked of Abraham, which is to see to it that there are enough righteous men to repress evil and destruction. I understood my words as a prayer that the energies of the good might regain their vigor. So you could say the triumphs of God, the triumphs of Mary, are quiet, but they are real nonetheless.
(Benedict XVI, Light of the World: The Pope, the Church, and the Sign of the Times [San Francisco: Ignatius Press, 2010], pp. 165-166; underlining added.)

So, let’s set the record straight once and for all here: Benedict XVI does not believe there is still some major event to come: not the consecration of Russia, not the conversion of Russia, and not the triumph of the Immaculate Heart in any sense in which traditional Catholics typically understand these terms. Rather, he is on the record clarifying that for him the message of Fatima is only “not a thing of the past” “in this sense”, namely, that “the transformation of the heart — through faith, hope, love, and penance” is still needed today in response to “the whole power of evil” which “is still at work today” so that “the Church continues to suffer, and a threat still hangs over man.”

Likewise, Benedict XVI clarified that his hope for the “fulfillment of the prophecy of the triumph of the Immaculate Heart of Mary” simply means, not an expectation that “there is going to be a huge turnaround and that history will suddenly take a totally different course” — for he admits to being too much of a rationalist for that — but rather, a mere prayer that there would be “enough righteous men” who “regain their vigor” so as to “repress evil and destruction”.

Whoop dee doo. That’s all there is to it.

So, let’s keep this cold, stark reality in mind for next time someone brings up the argument that “Benedict XVI said Fatima is not yet over and the Triumph of the Immaculate Heart is still to come”. 
This claim that Ratzinger gave some mystifying signal about a future Fatima-related event, once insinuated by Rorate Caeli and claimed by Antonio Socci and Chris Ferrara, and recently recycled at the One Peter Five web site, is sheer nonsense; it needs to stop. It simply doesn’t correspond to the facts. True devotion to our Lady of Fatima and to the Immaculate Heart of Mary — which we certainly cultivate and encourage — is not legitimately served by perpetuating wishful thinking.

May Our Lady of Fatima intercede for us and hasten the day of her genuine triumph, when the false Vatican II Church will finally be but a distant memory and the true Catholic Church once again shine forth gloriously with a true Pope as the legitimate shepherd of all Catholics.

Devotion to Our Lady of Fatima and Her Message

http://novusordowatch.org/2014/12/devotion-fatima-message/ - A SEDEVACANTIST SOURCE. 
December 29, 2014
October 13, 2014, marked exactly 97 years since the Blessed Virgin Mary appeared to the three peasant children at Fatima in Portugal to once again beg the world to heed Her dire warnings and convert their lives and specifically to pray the Holy Rosary daily.

In this Restoration Radio broadcast, Father Benedict Hughes, CMRI, discusses in great detail the message of Fatima. While it is well assumed that most who will listen to this show are familiar with the essential message of Our Lady of Fatima already, Fr. Benedict takes some time to reacquaint listeners with the core understanding of what Our Lady conveyed at Fatima, as well as what she did not say.

The host, Nicholas Wansbutter, speaks with his guest not only about the essentials but also about misinterpretations of the Fatima message involving the consecration of Russia which Our Lady asked of the Pope and what the common objections are to the consecration which took place in October of 1942 by Pope Pius XII. Fr. Benedict also gives a historic look at other apparitions and explains the nature of private revelation and what bearing it should and shouldn’t have in the lives of Catholics. Furthermore, he addresses some common objections to private revelation by such minds as St. John of the Cross and how that factors in to our adherence and devotion to private apparitions.

Of course, one cannot discuss the consecration of Russia without having a candid conversation about the nature of the Pope’s role in this, and we must deal with the oft-cited rebuttal from many non-sedevacantist traditionalists that if the seat of Peter is indeed vacant, how then do we get a papal consecration of Russia to the Immaculate Heart of Mary, as Our Lady asked and predicted would occur?

This episode of the Restoradio Radio flagship broadcast will also take a look at the well-known apostolate of the Fatima Center in Canada, headed by the Rev. Nicholas Gruner. What are we to think about his version of the Fatima message and his claim that the message of Fatima is binding on all Catholics as a “public-prophetic revelation”?

To listen to Fr. Benedict Hughes’ informative and refreshingly balanced perspective on Our Lady of Fatima, click the following link:

Listen/Download Here:
“Devotion to Our Lady of Fatima”
Guest: Fr. Benedict Hughes, CMRI
Though the entire show is available only for subscribers, a 15-minute preview is offered for free at the above link. The entire show runs 57 minutes.
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