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The most dangerous Catholics of the past 100 years – A U.S.-centric opinion poll
The Top 20. Who are the most dangerous Catholics in the past hundred years?

http://www.churchmilitant.com/video/episode/the-top-twenty VIDEO 08:22
By Michael Voris, February 4, 2016

Transcript

Today and tomorrow we are going to be showing you a list of big-time Catholics whom we consider have done major damage to the Church. We'd like you to look at the list and voice your opinion by taking a small poll.
The areas in the Church life that have severely damaged are all over the map: liturgy, morality, theology, sacraments, Scripture, catechesis, authority, education, religious life and on and on.

We couldn't come up with a final ranking, so that's what we'd like you to do: Place this crowd in order of who you think has caused the most damage to the Faith.

We have half of them today, and the other half tomorrow. You can see the whole list right now by clicking on the link — [https://www.surveymonkey.com/r/JW3JBTZ] but the descriptions of the second group and what they did will be the subject of tomorrow's "Vortex." We'll tabulate everything over the weekend and have the results for you on Monday.

So, in no particular order, here we go.

Charles Curran: The priest at Catholic University of America in 1968 who led the most vocal opposition to Pope Paul's Encyclical "Humanae Vitae" upholding Church teaching on birth control. He began the dissent by enlisting 86 other moral theologians and whipping up dissent across Catholic colleges. He was eventually barred by Rome from teaching at Catholic universities and now is a professor at Southern Methodist University.
Richard McBrien: The priest at University of Notre Dame who was chairman of the theology department for a dozen years and remained on at the school until his retirement a few years ago. His writing supported loads of dissent, even being castigated by the liberal U.S. Bishops' Conference for being too liberal. McBrien used his highly visible post at Notre Dame to advocate for birth control, women's ordination and a host of other evils.

Karl Rahner: The very influential Vatican II Jesuit who confounded three generations of seminarians and Churchmen with his theo-babble about "anonymous Christians," calling the incarnation the actualization of the essence of human reality, wrote seemingly millions of pages about Transcendental Christology without ever affording a comprehensible explanation of it, who had his philosophical treatment of eucharistic theology which he called "transfinalization" rejected by Pope Paul VI, and also enjoyed condemnation by Pope Pius XII for other of his other writings.

Edward Schillebeeckx: The Belgian Dominican who almost singlehandedly corrupted the Faith for millions of school-aged children once his infamous Dutch Catechism was translated into various languages, including English. In his New Catechism, Schillebeeckx was reprimanded by the Vatican for not talking about Original Sin, Angels, the Ten Commandments, the sacraments, Purgatory, and a host of other Catholic teachings.  

Hans Küng: The Swiss Catholic priest who denies the dogma of papal infallibility. He has had his faculties to teach Catholic theology stripped but remains a priest. He continues to argue for a melding of all religions into one to gain world peace. He is a supporter of euthanasia, even saying that he would consider killing himself to avoid a painful death.

John Dearden: Cardinal archbishop of Detroit from 1958–1980, and one of the most liberal voices in the Church in America. Appointed gay-friendly Kenneth Untener as rector of Detroit's seminary, which was eventually shut down by Rome. Appointed Thomas Gumbleton Vicar General of Detroit, who went on for a career to campaign in the Church for gay rights. Radicalized the Mass in Detroit, organized the Call To Action Conference in 1976, which called for opposition to various Church teachings and brought up a young Joseph Bernardin from the lower ranks.

Joseph Bernardin: Cardinal archbishop of Chicago from 1982–1996, who is notorious for his distortion of the Faith through his so-called "seamless garment" initiative. His influence was so vast that it had the nickname of "The Bernardin Machine." He established the first gay ministry office located and operating from inside a chancery in the country, which still remains to this day. He was a huge proponent of so-called social justice, which has been used by various homosexual clergy in Chicago to advance their agenda. He even had the Chicago Gay Men's Chorus sing at his wake.

Theodore Hesburgh: The recently deceased president of Notre Dame from 1952–1987. 
During his 35 years at the helm, he destroyed Catholic higher education with his claim to academic freedom among Catholic universities which he championed at the 1967 Land o' Lakes Conference. In the declaration, Hesburgh demanded autonomy for Catholic schools and set U.S. Catholic higher education on a collision course with the Church. He is considered the single man most responsible for the destruction of Catholic higher education.

Hans Urs von Balthasar: A Swiss theologian who, following in the footsteps of Protestant Karl Barth, developed the notion that there exists a reasonable hope that all men are saved — a notion championed by many American clergy today. The "near-universalism" has been responsible for an almost total abandonment of consciousness about Hell and even sin. Along with Karl Rahner and Bernard Lonergan, von Balthasar abandoned traditional expressions of the Faith to overcome Modernism, and failed in the process.

Pedro Arrupe: The Father General of the Jesuits who is credited with opening the floodgates to the destruction of the order by allowing its acceptance and promotion of liberation theology, especially in Latin America. It was under Arrupe's watch that the order became decidedly more progressive and ignored Church teaching. He was leader of the Jesuits for almost 20 years — 1965 until 1983. Liberation theology reduces the Gospel to a means for political liberation and has close ties to Marxism.

So there you have it— the first half of 20 individuals, names and faces whose life's work wreaked havoc on the Church— in the clergy, classrooms, parishes, schools, seminaries, religious orders, etc.

What do you think? Are these the worst — or are there others? And remember, this is only half of who we are identifying as the bad actors.  We'll have 10 more tomorrow. So go ahead and click on the link. Enter your rankings and lay out who you think are the worst of the worst, those men who wrought the most destruction on the Faith in the last century.

The ranking is from one to 20, but if you don't have time to rank all 20, please just focus on ranking the top five from the list provided. Remember, this is your chance to voice your opinion on what these men have wrought on the Church — and tomorrow, we'll have brief descriptions of the remaining 10 for you to consider.

Pray for all these men — their disciples who are carrying on their work, and those who are unknowingly affected by their work today.

9 of 304 comments

1. A deacon: Interesting. Every single one of the theologians on this list formed the core base of the theological instruction I had received while in the seminary. That means that countless numbers of ordained and presently active clergy have been steeped and schooled in this brand of theological ideology.
2. As I look back, it is nothing short of God's Grace in my life that I remained Catholic and did not leave the Church after the seminary dismissed me years ago. All of the theologians listed above were (and still today in many seminaries) required reading. Even more, these Modernist heretics dress up their heterodox theological views while mixing in true Catholic doctrine and dogma so that it appears fully Catholic. These vipers nearly wiped out my faith in God and His Holy Catholic Church. Many of my priest friends have told me over the years that it is a miracle in itself that I did not leave the Church. Folks, we must know the enemy within that is attempting (and in some cases succeeding) through our own clergy to destroy the Church from within. Keep the Faith, pray, and read only true authentic Catholic teaching from the Popes and the Magisterium in union with him. Also, read the great works of the Doctors and Saints of the Church.
3. Von Balthasar and Rahner are HARPED on by Bishop Robert Barron and the seminarians he indoctrinated at Mundelein during his tenure there were all based on these two idiots heresy. All men on this list have NO respect for masculinity and it's necessity in the Church.

4. Years ago there was a good turnout for a series of seminars on Eastern religions at our parish. The nuns were happily explaining the fine points of various esoteric persuasions.
The first seminar, I was speechless and could only pray. Finally, the last seminar, I made them say how the people lived and died in squalor on the street and no one helped them, etc. I said that I wouldn't want to belong to a religion which taught people to live like that, without compassion. Everyone agreed and the sisters got all flustered and confused.
I wondered why it seemed so difficult to just state the obvious and overcome their lies.
There is a war going on, and we need to storm heaven.

5. How do these nuts get in the leadership positions, what they have to say is so far in left field that what they preach is not believable, a five year old would know what they say about the Church is a lie, I feel sorry for those priests because when they suck that last breath in an they die most of them will not be going to Heaven for what they have done to Christ’s Church, God will have the last say.
6. If I nominate someone/ something it will be the "Spirit of Vatican II" with which the wicked heterodox prelates truly ravaged this country. So, so sad, so many souls lost.

7. A priest: So, in light of all that I continue to learn, it's a little disconcerting that only a few years ago, a mandatory part of my studies, working on a MA in Moral Theology & Ethics, included Rahner, Schillebeeckx, Lonergan, and von Balthasar, and this was at CUA. Prior to this, though, during my formation in the Anglican Ordinariate, preparing for the Catholic priesthood, having previously been an Anglican priest, we read nearly every document of Vatican II, but very little pre-conciliar writing. We all must continue to pursue Truth and understand the historical teachings of the Church so as to understand more fully the context of what's being put forth today. May God guide His Church in Truth and raise up holy leaders. –Fr. Ken Bolin

8. Where's Teilhard de Chardin? Thomas Merton? Sr. Joan Chittister? Sr. Simone Campbell? Sr. Carol Keehan? Cardinal McCarrick? Sr. Jeannine Grammick? Fr Robert Nugent? Fr Jack Egan? Bishop Robert Lynch? I'll probably think of more.
9. Surprised that Cardinals Kasper, Baldisseri and Bruno Forte haven't been listed yet - guess they will be listed in the next round? What about Cardinals Danneels, Dew, Gracias, Maradiaga, Sorondo, and the rest of the gang handpicked by Pope Francis? Pope appoints leading opponents of Catholic doctrine to Ordinary Synod http://voiceofthefamily.com/po...
The rest of the Top 20 
http://www.churchmilitant.com/video/episode/the-rest-of-the-top-twenty VIDEO 09:17
By Michael Voris, February 5, 2016 
Transcript

Responses to the survey of who you think are the most dangerous men to the Faith in the past hundred years are rolling in.
Yesterday we gave you first 10 to choose from. Today, the other 10. So, in no particular order:

Roger Mahony: The cardinal archbishop of Los Angeles from 1985–2011, a true blight on the Church. Mahony practically rewrote various aspects of the Church with next to no regard for tradition. He got into a famous dust-up with Mother Angelica of EWTN, which ultimately resulted in her resigning control to a lay board. The controversy was over a pastoral letter he wrote on the liturgy which appeared to almost ignore the validity of the Eucharist. He was huge into pushing the whole social justice agenda, spent enormous sums of money to construct one of the ugliest churches in the world, and paid out $660 million in sex abuse claims — the largest in the world.

Raymond Brown: A Sulpician priest who blazed the trail among Catholic scholars for casting doubt on various Scripture passages. He was among the first Catholics to use the "historical-critical" method that Protestant academicians had used decades before, which resulted in a loss of faith in the inerrancy of Scripture. Brown questioned if the virginal conception of Jesus could be proven historically, for example. He also doubted the Gospel of John as being actually written by John, ascribing it instead to a group of his followers.

Cardinal Leo Suenens: The archbishop of Brussels, Belgium for almost all of the 1960s and 1970s, and a looming figure at Vatican II. He was an enthusiastic supporter of the charismatic renewal movement in its early days when it created massive confusion in the minds of ordinary Catholics, blurring the lines with Protestantism. He was a huge supporter of 1960's ecumenism, which unofficially lowered the wall between the Protestant heresy and the Church. He counseled Pope Paul VI against issuing "Humanae Vitae" and said during the Council that the Church was holding procreation above conjugal love. He later denied the statement.

Timothy Radcliffe: Former Master of the Order of Preachers from 1992 to 2001. He was especially noted for his embrace of homosexuality and advancement of it in the Church. He is a much sought-after speaker on the dissident speaking circuit as well as the Church of Nice circuit. He once infamously referred to homosexual sex as "eucharistic." From time to time, he offers the Gay Mass in London, in his native England. He is viewed as one of the leading proponents of the Church's being more accepting of homosexuality as well as an extremely vocal defender of the social justice cause.

Donald Wuerl: The cardinal archbishop of Washington, D.C. who has been instrumental in advancing the cause of the "personally opposed but ..." crowd among Catholic politicians. Viewed as a shrewd, behind-the-scenes manipulator, the soft-spoken cardinal is seen as extremely friendly to the gay cause in the Church, supporting the now-forbidden gay group Dignity. He got into it with Cardinal Raymond Burke publicly over the question of Catholic pro-abort politicians being allowed to receive Holy Communion back during the 2004 Bush-Kerry U.S. presidential campaign. He is not favorable to tradition in the Church, and during the recent synod advocated for reception of Holy Communion by those in adultery.
Timothy Dolan: Originally seen as a "conservative," he has proven to be one of the biggest disappointments in the American Church hierarchy. He has continually applauded the homosexual agenda in his archdiocese of New York, has admitted that he and other bishops did nothing to stem the flow of sexual immorality with their leadership, sat silently by as the state of New York inched closer to adopting gay marriage, which it eventually did. He is routinely accused by laity of doing nothing to address their concerns of "bad" priests, has blocked the cause of sainthood of Abp. Fulton J. Sheen by refusing to allow the release of the body, caused a huge controversy by inviting Obama to attend the Al Smith Dinner during the 2012 campaign, and worked behind the scenes to get the first open, active homosexual group to march in the St. Patrick's Day parade when he served as Grand Marshal.

Annibale Bugnini: The archbishop who is credited with singlehandedly implementing the Novus Ordo Mass with built-in abuses. He was heavily rumored to be a Freemason, a charge he denied up to his death. Opponents said he gloated about how he had been able to destroy the Church's liturgy following the decrees of the Second Vatican Council by simply twisting what the Council had called for. Pope Paul VI eventually exiled him to Iran, where he died serving in the post of Vatican Ambassador.

Robert Drinan: The Massachusetts priest who also served in the U.S. Congress as a U.S. representative throughout the 1970s. He was a vocal supporter of abortion in his role as a politician. He was also instrumental in helping the Kennedy family develop and advance their support of abortion despite their Catholic faith. He was an enthusiast of social justice causes in Central and South America as well as a supporter of not just abortion, but also partial-birth abortion, publicly praising Bill Clinton's support of the horrific procedure.

Gerald and Alexander Carter: Our only pair of entrants because they were brothers, each also a bishop in Canada, who worked tirelessly to undermine "Humanae Vitae" by gathering support for the infamous Winnipeg Statement, the declaration by the Canadian Bishops Conference that Catholics were free to reject Church teaching as long as they were following their consciences. The Winnipeg Statement sent shock waves around the Catholic world for its brazen rejection of papal and magisterial teaching.

Philip Francis Pocock: The archbishop of Toronto for most of the 1970s, he was so enthusiastic in his desire to overthrow the Church's teaching on birth control and his support for contraception that he earned the nickname "Phil the Pill," after the birth control pill. He was one of the architects behind the scenes of the infamous Winnipeg Statement, virtually assuring its passage through the use of private or secret meetings among Canadian prelates. He was an ardent ally of Gregory Baum, a former Canadian priest who was a huge dissident, supporter of false ecumenism, and who was eventually excommunicated.

So there you have it, the remaining 10 out of 20 men that are huge contributors to the destruction of the Faith, each in their own ways. 

If you don't see the brief descriptions from yesterday's 10, then please feel free to go back and view them in yesterday's "Vortex."

So we have the names of 20 individuals we would like you to rank in terms of being the most injurious to the Faith, to your thinking. If you can't rank all 20, no worries — feel free to rank as many as you can, but please try to do at least your top five. We are going to be tabulating these over the weekend and will have the list as you think it should be on Monday or Tuesday.

Please just click on the link to be taken to the list.

And also please pray for these men. Collectively and over the decades they have each contributed to the leading away from the Faith of tens of millions, if not more, souls from the One True Faith. Please do not click away from the survey page without saying a prayer for them.

Be sure and come back for Monday's Vortex where we'll have the final results for you of who you think are the men who have proven most dangerous to the Faith in the last 50 years.

9 of 268 comments

1. I would add Sister Joan Chittister. Her views on women and the pro-life movement are misguided. She has made a career (not ministry) of misleading women.
2. How is it possible you've missed one of the lynch pins who helped make these criminals possible? Teilhard de Chardin

3. Fr. Leo: In my opinion as a Catholic priest, I think the most dangerous of this group are the theologians (cleric and lay professors) who taught in seminaries, because they affect the formation of priests who then in turn affect the formation of the laity. I know a lot of priests who were trained at certain seminaries often teach the same errors that were taught there. I want to thank Michael and his staff for having a lot of catholic resources on hand to help in the education of the faith.
4. Fr. RP: When I was in college seminary we were brought to a lecture by Fr. Raymond Brown, it was about three hours long and horrifically boring, I can't even remember what it was about. But one memorable thing happened there: Fr. Brown publically retracted his earlier support of gender neutrality in the translation of the Scriptures and defended Saint Paul. He said that he regretted ever supporting the use of gender neutral terms and a few other things that I can't now remember. I was in my first year, so didn't know all of the things I know now. But I remember it was a big to do at the seminar. He died a few months later.

5. I would add Bishop Anthony B. Taylor, Diocese of Little Rock, on a list of minor muckrakers. He put his imprimatur on The Little Rock Scripture Study Bible (2010). This approval covered an introductory essay by scripture scholar Sr. Irene Nowell OSB entitled "How and Why Bibles Differ." In this essay, she asserts that Martin Luther "agreed" with St. Jerome about which books should be in the Bible, only those for which a Hebrew (or Aramaic) "original" could be had. They lived more than a thousand years apart, so I'd think she'd need to clarify what "agree with" means in such circumstances. This, in the first place, is an odd introduction to a Bible which HAS the other books which Luther and Jerome didn't want in the Bible. It is noteworthy also, that those Hebrew originals that Luther and Jerome sought were not discovered until the scrolls at Qumran were found in the 1940's. So, Luther and Jerome were misguided by their own limited history. Second, she says that Luther's Bible was "one" of the "great accomplishments of the Reformation." As a Catholic, I cannot think of ANY great accomplishments of the Reformation, considering the resulting disunity of the Church, wars and thousands of deaths, and the skepticism about religion in general, as if everything was just a matter of opinion. Third, Sr. Nowell concludes her essay by implicitly dismissing the Catechism of the Catholic Church, wherein the canonical list of books of the Catholic Bible is given. Instead, she concludes "Richness in Diversity...God speaks through A VARIETY of languages and translations... Different communities of faith [read "Protestants" here] hear God's word MORE CLEARLY through DIFFERING LISTS of sacred books. Reading books that are not in one's own canon may increase our wonder at God's wonderful works." (Emphasis added) In a private communication, Bp. Anthony upholds Sr. Nowell's assertions. One can only wonder if Sr. Nowell would agree that Catholics hear God's word properly through Christ's Church, and not through the accident of a list of books, here or there.

Luther's rejection of the Greek Septuagint contradicts scripture itself. 2 Timothy 3:16 that "all scripture is inspired by God..." That was written in Greek to a Greek speaking audience to which the Greek translation of scripture was canonical. Certainly the hearers of 2 Tim 3:16 understood what Paul meant. If that verse does not point to the Septuagint, then the verse is meaningless, as to what, then, would it possibly refer? Luther's rejection of those books has been imitated in EVERY Protestant Bible and hence follows Luther's heresy. I would hardly call Luther's Bible one of the great accomplishments of the Reformation. Luther's Bible had a tremendous effect on standardizing the German language in his era, and that was an accomplishment, but dubious at best.

LRSS Bible? Buyer Beware.

6. Exactly. I bought the Little Rock Study Bible back in 2011 when I reverted to the Faith. What a disappointment that purchase was.

I refuse to purchase any study Bible or Biblical commentary that is based on the New American Bible, or the NABRE, or whatever version it happens to be on now. The translation is usable, if lacking in poetry, but the footnotes are a danger to the faith of any on-the-fence Catholic and fly in the face of papal declarations on how the Scriptures are to be interpreted (cf. Providentissimus Deus, Leo XIII, November 18, 1893; Spiritus Paraclitus, Benedict XV, September 15, 1920; Divino afflante Spiritu, Pius XII, September 30, 1943).

I find the Douay-Rheims-Challoner to still be my favorite translation (my much-used Baronius Press copy even has the three papal documents above printed at the beginning), followed by the RSV-CE. I have yet to see a post-1965 translation containing notes that fall in line with traditional Catholic teaching on Biblical interpretation and are not based exclusively in the historical-critical method of scholarship (the "Q" hypothesis is one that I can hardly believe is still accepted, for in any other scholarly field if one was to assert the existence of a theoretical document without hard evidence, one would be quickly unemployed).

7. When I first came to my parish, and we still had a few sisters, they were doing the Little Rock series. I joined and was very young and very shy to say anything at the discussion time. The elderly sister would make fun of the saints and other strange things. My few comments showed that I was just Catholic, but not militant about it (then). Finally, out of the blue she announced to the other women seated in a circle in the convent living room (whom I wished to befriend) that she wanted everyone to know how she felt about me. She came up to me and cupped her hands over my throat and said that she wanted to choke me! I was very docile and can remember waiting for the pain. (Believe me I had not done or said ANYTHING to prompt that!)
Later, new Catholic friends in the neighborhood encouraged me to attend "Bible Study Fellowship." I asked a priest if it was okay to go to a Protestant church for a Bible Study, and he said that it would be fine. I happily did 5 years of that. Oddly, I can't remember that they ever taught heresy, except that "once saved, always saved" was generally believed by the attendees. If it were not for those courses, I would be SO ignorant of the content of the Bible, despite 16 yrs. of Catholic schools.
Getting rid of and/or corrupting Catholics has DEFINITELY been the game plan at my neighborhood parish for decades. Of course, following St. Athanasius' advice, I avoid that place.
And, BTW, I know better than to go to the Protestants for religious classes of any sort. But, really, the Catholic courses have been, and are, MUCH, MUCH WORSE!!!!
Bugnini would be my choice for the worst corruptor because: "how we worship shapes how we believe."

See LITTLE ROCK SCRIPTURE STUDY http://ephesians-511.net/docs/LITTLE_ROCK_SCRIPTURE_STUDY.doc
8. There is another corrupt group out there called "Fashioning Faith." If you search that term you get this website address: https://www.cmdnet.org/ff-over...
You will see that Fashioning Faith is a part of this larger organization. They too have published their own "version" of the Bible, which is interspersed with notations to support social justice ministries. 
What bothers me and SHOULD bother any other Catholic is that their logo has a spiral on the cross where the crucified body of Christ should be. I was given a lesson plan by one of their writers which is copyrighted by Fashioning Faith. The lesson is for 8 year olds and it asks them to face their partners and say, "The god in me blesses the god in you." These lesson plans are available for parish CCD programs to parishes that "subscribe" to their website. This means you can't view them first and only the religious education director is privy to them before kids are exposed to their messages.
9. BTW, Mary...that quote that you provided, i.e. "The God in me blesses the God in you," is the English translation of the HINDU practice of folding one's hands, sometimes with a slight bow, and saying, "Namaste," a Sanskrit word. (Sanskrit is a dead East Indian language that is extant in religious texts and chanted. It is very similar to Hindi, which I assume is a derivative of it.) Everything you describe is NEW AGE crap, which usually contains some Hindu-based cosmic poo-poo. It is VERY dangerous. The Hindu religion is COMPLETELY at odds with Catholicism. Hinduism is pagan and has multiple Gods. They resolve them all into the Vedanta, the last part of the Vedas, which asserts that God is one but his manifestations are various...but the ONE God in which they do believe has an entirely different makeup than our own. Mixing this Hindu stuff with Christianity.

See WHAT IS THE SIGNIFICANCE OF NAMASTE AND ANJALI HASTA 

http://ephesians-511.net/docs/WHAT_IS_THE_SIGNIFICANCE_OF_NAMASTE_AND_ANJALI_HASTA.doc
None So Blind. The survey rankings from our Top 20 Most Dangerous Catholics 

http://www.churchmilitant.com/video/episode/none-so-blind VIDEO 09:42
By Michael Voris, February 9, 2016 
Transcript

We have the results of the survey of the Top 20 Most Dangerous Catholics according to you. Before we get to it though, a couple of thoughts.  

The men on this list have caused great damage to the Church, some directly, others indirectly when compared to each other. Some brought philosophical ideas to the Church that, in their pride, they clung to without realizing or acknowledging the crisis their thoughts would bring about. Others on the list ran with the ideas and helped to popularize them in the minds of the media and the more common folk.
Others have been instrumental in actually implementing these ideas in the main, whether in liturgy, catechesis, seminary training, and a whole lot of other ways.

So there is a kind of "links in the chain" aspect to all of this. Each link in the chain — whether first, last or in between — serves the work of the whole chain. That's why, in some ways, ranking who was most dangerous proved to be a difficult task. But 1500 of you did respond and ranked the 20 men as you saw fit.

Second thought: It's important to note that many of the men on this list, far from being viewed as dangerous, are actually recognized as sorts of heroes by the Church of Nice establishment and its clergy — which, of course, stands to reason. That's why the Church of Nice is so messed up and disappearing faster than water going down the toilet.

For example, Bishop Robert Barron, in a little responded-to blog post last December, actually calls out some of the men on our list and praises them, calling them intellectual heavyweights, saying of them, "Without these monumental figures, the rich teaching of Vatican II would never have emerged."

Talk about "there is none so blind as those who will not see."

Among the names that Barron offers as intellectuals who helped surface the rich teaching of Vatican II:

(Hans Küng, a foremost leading modernist in the Church for decades now, forbidden by the Vatican from teaching theology.

(Edward Schillebeeckx, who wrote a Catechism that the Vatican castigated him for and was used to wipe out school-age catechesis in the West.

(Karl Rahner, who was personally rebuked by Pope Paul VI for his odd attempts to re-explain Catholic doctrine on the Eucharist, replacing the St. Thomas term of "transubstantiation" with "transfinalization," which drew the ire of the Holy Father.

(And Hans Urs von Balthasar, who has drawn a distinction between (his words) "pre-Easter Jesus and post-Easter Jesus" to help support his erroneous claim that we have a reasonable hope that all men are saved — a claim which stands in direct contradiction to dozens and dozens of saints, including St. Thomas Aquinas and St. Augustine, whom Bishop Barron implies "have it wrong" about most people being damned.

That now-Bishop Barron would offer praise for men like this who have caused havoc in the Church — regardless of whatever their intentions might have been — is irresponsible for a successor of the Apostles.

One enormous temptation for clerics in these days of confusion in the Church is for them to try and act like they are smart and cool and understand stuff more than the little people. In certain circles in the Church, the martini and cocktail crowd of clerics who like to stand around trying to impress each other, names like von Balthasar and Küng and Rahner and Schillebeeckx get thrown around about as frequently as fine dinners are eaten and cocktails knocked back.

But this has very little do with saving souls. It has much more to do with trying to look smart, and be thought of as being in "the school of cool." 

In their day, many of the men on our Top 20 list were celebrated as being the greatest thing since sliced bread. They had all the answers to how to deal with modern man. They proposed all kinds of novelties and innovative ideas to make the Church more relevant. Their ideas went bust. The Church went out to meet the world and got mowed down because of what these men and others proposed and their disciples advanced. 

Bishop Barron's article, curiously, was comparing why the Church in the West was falling flat compared to the Church in Africa that's thriving. He correctly identifies that the issue is the Church in the West has become too non-supernatural — which happens when you run around saying practically everyone goes to Heaven, compared to the Church in Africa, which has a very heavy focus on the supernatural — meaning, in part, they don't say everyone is going to Heaven. See how that works?

So there is a case of clerical schizophrenia here in what Bishop Barron correctly observes and incorrectly advises. Near the end of his article, for example, he recommends "a thoughtful consideration of the pivotal European theologians of the Vatican II era."

Yeah! Because that's worked so well in the West. Africa, if you are listening, have nothing to do with these too-smart-for-their-own-britches theologians who destroyed the Church in the West. And start a revolution in the Church if you start getting bishops who tell you to begin listening to these men.

It's also helpful to know that immediately following the Council, these men were linked arm in arm with many other big names, like Joseph Ratzinger, Henri de Lubac, Yves Congar, Karol Wojtyla. They helped launch a theological journal called Concilium, which was meant to carry on the bogus so-called "Spirit of Vatican II*."

But within a very short time, controversies and arguments erupted among many of these allies, and they ended up parting ways because of differing theological views. The less progressive crowd started their own Journal called Communio, where they often challenged the more modernist-progressive ideas of their former colleagues over at Concilium.

Many of the individuals that Bishop Barron praises are the ones who remained at the modernist-progressive journal, like Schillebeeckx and Küng. Even those who broke away and went to Communio are not exempt from the cause of liberalism just because they were less progressive than those they disagreed with.  

Regardless of their motives, they unleashed forces in the Church which have destroyed the Faith of hundreds of millions of Catholics and have been responsible for the loss of countless souls, the abandonment of religious vows, the rejection of Church teaching across the board and so forth. That's why they are on the Top 20 list of most dangerous.

And now without any further delay, your ranking of the most dangerous according to who garnered the most votes at any position. Because we asked you to rank them, and not everyone ranked or voted for every name on the list, we have generated two lists: one for who got most number one votes, and a list of who got the most overall votes.

So, in order of who got the most overall votes:

5. Fr. Hans Urs von Balthasar

4. Cardinal Roger Mahoney

3. Cardinal Donald Wuerl

2. Cardinal Timothy Dolan

1. Cardinal Joseph Bernardin
And now in order of who got the most votes as number one:

5. Cardinal John Dearden

4. Cardinal Timothy Dolan

3. Fr. Charles Curran

2. Cardinal Joseph Bernardin

1. Archbishop Annibale Bugnini, the man most responsible for the development and implementation of the Novus Ordo Mass, with all its capacity for liturgical abuse.

All of these clergy need prayers, as we all do. Whatever their intentions or plans or visions, they have proven monstrously destructive to the Faith. Pray for them and pray that Our Lord will destroy their plans and triumph over them. These are precisely the types of things that need to be resisted in the Church these days.

For a deeper discussion on the crisis in the Church, I'll be holding a live webcast today at 12 noon Eastern Time to discuss my recent book "Militant" and to take your live comments and questions.

*THE FRANCIS EFFECT & WHO AM I TO JUDGE-THE SPIRIT OF VATICAN COUNCIL II? 
http://ephesians-511.net/docs/THE_FRANCIS_EFFECT_&_WHO_AM_I_TO_JUDGE-THE_SPIRIT_OF_VATICAN_COUNCIL_II.doc
6 of 128 comments

1. Fr. Curran is now at SMU (Dallas) in the theology department. A few years ago, I went to Mass on the campus. When he got to the Our Father, he said "Our Mother in heaven" What a mess.
2. Whatever their motives or intentions were and are, it is and was not to pass down faithfully what the Bible and the church had always taught, but to redesign a new faith that would be more in congruity with modern popular ideas and culture. They thought modern man was just too smart for the old faith, but the new redesigned 'faith' modern man found he didn't need.

3. Allow me to express my almost total distrust of Jesuits. There are probably some good ones, but based on looking at their magazine, America, they must be few and far between. I overwhelmingly despise Jesuits. Very few of them are Catholics. I spend a bunch of time making a case to the Archdiocese of Albuquerque in 2003 to successfully (believe it or not) rid a parish of a pacifist Jesuit named John Dear. The guy was a leftist pacifist using the priest's color to promote his message. His own order wouldn't do anything to discipline the guy until a year ago when even the Jesuits finally pitched him out. But they didn't do it because he was a lousy priest, they did it for some odd reason I can't remember now.

Hate to say it, but I'd never recommend anyone go a Jesuit school. Somehow, with the help of the Holy Spirit, I kept my faith, my devout, genuine Catholic faith, not the made up liberal Jesuit version.

4. I'm intrigued by how highly Cardinal Dolan ranks, while he has certainly been a disappointed, I think it is a stretch to call him the most dangerous or harmful Catholic leader of the last 50 years. He along with so many others are the results of the generation before him. I would venture to say Cardinal Kasper or Danneels might warrant a place above him but I know they were aren't the list to vote for.
5. They all are children of the Satan because they willfully disobey God's teachings. Used their power and talents to lie and destroy Church from within. But their lies and disobedience are obvious for average Catholic. God made it very easy to understand and obey His commandments and teachings. 
Where are all the St. Michael's of the Church, the protectors of the faith, the good priests and bishops...By being silent, permissive and compliant they are as sinful and guilty but more. They disobey God different way, by not obeying prudence, temperance and other capital virtues in making their everyday decisions with regard of their duties as superiors and teachers of this villains. They should never finish seminaries and be put in position of power. They have many accomplices who are even worse. They have all the power but never use it to stop this willful destruction of Church.
6. One thing glaringly missing from CM commenters is the awareness that while all the obvious things are going on, it is in the schools, especially the Catholic schools, that the biggest damage has been taking place. Here I will particularly mention the Jesuit high schools/ college preps. Here our finest and most powerful Catholic gentlemen are formed. Here they are starved and mutilated spiritually. Here Fr. Arrupe S.J. is to blame as head man for so long.
I doubt if anyone on this forum is a graduate of a Jesuit high school. Generally, after graduation, they do not darken the doors of a Catholic Church except for weddings and maybe funerals. The religion/ theology classes imprint them with this anti-Catholic attitude.

The ignorance of these young men concerning current-day moral issues is astounding. You don't find them to be pro-life, for instance. They know nothing about the controversy, except that in all controversies, any view point must be respected.
I mustn't get too wordy, but if you do the math (1 in 6 have vocations to the priesthood), what if even half of the U.S. Jesuit high school graduates of the past 50 years had been properly formed as Catholics?
The seminaries would be full and they would be orthodox. The whole world would be unfriendly territory for the devil and his minions, including all the movers and shakers on these lists!
We need to take a piercing look at the Catholic grade schools and high schools!
Of course there are many, many more heterodox theologians and bishops and Cardinals. 

Many of them were clearly identifiable by their statements and actions at the 2014 and 2015 synods in Rome.

Most of them (including the liberals from India and the rest of Asia) are not in the U.S.-centric ChurchMilitant.com list. 

Therefore, I have reproduced below a couple of extracts identifying these individuals from MY reports

THE SYNOD ON THE FAMILY-BETWEEN HERESY AND SCHISM 02 21 SEPTEMBER 2015
http://ephesians-511.net/docs/THE_SYNOD_ON_THE_FAMILY-BETWEEN_HERESY_AND_SCHISM_02.doc 

THE SYNOD ON THE FAMILY-BETWEEN HERESY AND SCHISM 03 16 OCTOBER 2015
http://ephesians-511.net/docs/THE_SYNOD_ON_THE_FAMILY-BETWEEN_HERESY_AND_SCHISM_03.doc
Underlined are the would-be participants in the October 2015 Synod: 

Cardinal Walter Kasper, Cardinal Reinhard Marx, Cardinal Lorenzo Baldisseri, Cardinal Christoph Schönborn OP, Cardinal Oscar Rodriguez Maradiaga SDB, Cardinal Godfried Danneels, Cardinal Donald Wuerl, Cardinal Timothy Dolan, Cardinal Dionigi Tettamanzi, Cardinal Angelo Sodano, Cardinal Lluis Martinez Sistach, Cardinal Raymundo Damasceno Assis,  Cardinal John Dew, Cardinal Georges Cottier, Archbishop Bruno Forte, Archbishop Georges Pontier, Archbishop Blase Cupich, Archbishop Victor Fernández, Archbishop Sanchez Sorondo, Bishop Heiner Koch, Bishop Johann Jozef Bonny, Bishop Felix Gmür, Bishop Markus Büchel…
The most notorious liberals, “progressives” and so-called “moderates”: 

Cardinal Walter Kasper, Cardinal Reinhard Marx, Cardinal Lorenzo Baldisseri, Cardinal Christoph Schönborn OP, Cardinal Oscar Rodriguez Maradiaga SDB, Cardinal Godfried Danneels, Cardinal Donald Wuerl, Cardinal Timothy Dolan, Cardinal Dionigi Tettamanzi, Cardinal Angelo Sodano, Cardinal Lluis Martinez Sistach, Cardinal Raymundo Damasceno Assis, Cardinal John Dew, Cardinal Mario Poli, Cardinal Vincent Nichols, Cardinal José Luis Lacunza Maestrojuán, Cardinal Luis Antonio Tagle, Cardinal Georges Cottier, Archbishop Bruno Forte, Archbishop Georges Pontier, Archbishop Blase Cupich, Archbishop Victor Manuel Fernández, Archbishop Daniel Sturla SDB, Archbishop Heiner Koch, Archbishop Diarmuid Martin, Archbishop Salvatore Fisichella, Archbishop Vincenzo Paglia, Archbishop Paul-André Durocher, Archbishop Claudio Maria Celli, Archbishop Mark Coleridge, Archbishop Sanchez Sorondo, Bishop Johann Jozef Bonny, Bishop Jean-Paul Vesco OP, Bishop Jean-Marie Lovey, Bishop Jean-Luc Brunin, Bishop Franz-Josef Hermann Bode, Bishop Marcello Semeraro, Bishop Felix Gmür, Bishop Markus Büchel, Msgr. Pio Vito Pinto (Dean of the Roman Rota and head of the Pope's commission for annulment reform), Fr. François-Xavier Dumortier SJ (Rector of the Pontifical Gregorian University, which played host to the "Shadow Synods" of May and September 2015), Fr. Antonio Spadaro SJ, Director of the La Civiltà Cattolica and a leading proponent of the new pastoral direction of the current Pontificate, Fr. Adolfo Nicholás Pachón, Superior General of the Society of Jesus, Vatican spokesman Fr. Thomas Rosica, etc. 

The underlined above are participants in the present October 2015 Synod.

For more, read DISSENTERS DISSIDENTS AND HERETICS 
http://ephesians-511.net/docs/DISSENTERS_DISSIDENTS_AND_HERETICS.doc
