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The documentary “Francesco” and Pope Francis’ homosexual civil unions controversy
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CONSIDERATIONS REGARDING PROPOSALS TO GIVE LEGAL RECOGNITION TO UNIONS BETWEEN HOMOSEXUAL PERSONS CDF JUNE 3, 2003 

http://ephesians-511.net/docs/CONSIDERATIONS_REGARDING_PROPOSALS_TO_GIVE_LEGAL_RECOGNITION_TO_UNIONS_BETWEEN_HOMOSEXUAL_PERSONS.doc
IN CHRONOLOGICAL ORDER

‘Francesco’ tells Story of Jorge Mario Bergoglio  

Interview Address Key Issues of Pontificate

https://zenit.org/2020/10/21/francesco-tells-story-of-jorge-mario-bergoglio 

October 21, 2020
The documentary “Francesco”, by director Evgeny Afineevsky, interweaves voices and stories from past and present to tell the story of Jorge Mario Bergoglio, Vatican News reported on October 21, 2020.

The film includes exclusive interviews with Pope Francis himself, with Pope emeritus Benedict XVI, with members of the Pope’s family, and many others. In it, Afineevsky highlights the challenges of our time, the urgencies that need answering, and the mission of the Church in looking to those who suffer injustices.

The film premiered today at the Rome Film Festival in the Special Events Section. Tomorrow, in the Vatican Gardens, it will receive the 18th Kinéo Prize. The “Kinéo Movie for Humanity Award” is awarded to those who promote social and humanitarian themes. This year, it will be personally awarded by Rosetta Sannelli, the creator of the award, who underlined the film’s historic value. “Every one of Pope Francis’ journeys to various parts of the world,” she said, “is documented in Afineevsky’s work through images and news footage, and reveals an authentic glimpse into the events of our time.”

Evgeny Afineevsky finished shooting “Francesco” last June, in the midst of the Covid-19 pandemic. He uses hugely impactful images to recount various themes such as the pandemic, racism, and sexual abuse, according to Vatican News. The film deals with the war in Syria and Ukraine as well as with the persecution of Rohingya Muslims. In the communiqué presenting the work, we read that in the film Pope Francis answers questions “with wisdom and generosity” sharing “moving examples of his life lessons”, relaunching ideals that “can help us build a bridge to a better future and grow as a global community”.

The premiere of “Francesco” in the United States is scheduled for October 25 at the Savannah Film Festival. The film is produced in part with the UCLA School of Theater, Film, and Television. Director Evgeny Afineevsky was nominated for an Oscar and Emmy in 2016 for his film “Winter on Fire” and in 2018 received 3 Emmy nominations for “Cries from Syria”.
Archbishop Viganò on Pope’s Support of Homosexual Unions: Francis is trying to provoke a Schism
https://onepeterfive.com/archbishop-vigano-on-popes-support-of-homosexual-unions-francis-is-trying-to-provoke-a-schism 

SCANDAL: Viganò on Pope's approval of 'gay unions'
https://remnantnewspaper.com/web/index.php/articles/item/5105-declaration-of-his-excellency-archbishop-carlo-maria-vigano-about-the-documentary-film-francesco 

Abp. Carlo Maria Viganò, Rome, October 21, 2020
DECLARATION of His Excellency Archbishop Carlo Maria Viganò about the documentary film Francesco
The Vatican News website [1] has reported the news that today at the Rome Film Festival a documentary film will be screened called Francesco made by director Evgeny Afineevsky.

This documentary – according to what has been reported by Catholic News Agency[2] and America Magazine[3] – makes public several pronouncements of Jorge Mario Bergoglio on the topic of homosexuality. Among the various statements, these two are particularly disconcerting:

Homosexuals have a right to be a part of the family. They’re children of God and have a right to a family. Nobody should be thrown out, or be made miserable because of it.”

“What we have to create is a civil union law. That way they are legally covered. I stood up for that.”
One does not have to be a theologian or a moral expert to know that such statements are totally heterodox and constitute a very serious cause of scandal for the faithful.

But pay careful attention: these words simply constitute the umpteenth provocation by which the “ultra-progressive” part of the Hierarchy wants to artfully provoke a schism, as it has already tried to do with the Post-Synodal Exhortation Amoris Laetitia, the modification of doctrine on the death penalty, the Pan-Amazon Synod and the filthy Pachamama, and the Abu Dhabi Declaration which has now been reaffirmed and aggravated by the Encyclical Fratelli Tutti. 

It appears that Bergoglio is impudently trying to “raise the stakes” in a crescendo of heretical affirmations, in such a way that it will force the healthy part of the Church – which includes bishops, clergy, and faithful – to accuse him of heresy, in order to declare that healthy part of the Church schismatic and “the enemy of the Pope.”

Jorge Mario Bergoglio is trying to force some Cardinals and Bishops to separate themselves from communion with him, obtaining as a result not his own deposition for heresy but rather the expulsion of Catholics who want to remain faithful to the perennial Magisterium of the Church. 
This trap would have the purpose – in the presumed intentions of Bergoglio and his “magic circle” – of consolidating his own power within a church that would only nominally be “Catholic” but in reality would be heretical and schismatic.

This deception draws on the support of the globalist élite, the mainstream media and the LGBT lobby, to which many clergy, bishops, and cardinals are no strangers. Furthermore, let us not forget that in many nations there are laws in force which criminally punish anyone who considers sodomy reprehensible and sinful or who does not approve of the legitimization of homosexual “matrimony” – even if they do so on the basis of their Creed. A pronouncement by the bishops against Bergoglio on a question like homosexuality could potentially lead civil authority to prosecute them criminally, with the approval of the Vatican.
Bergoglio would thus have on his side not only the “deep church” represented by rebels like Father James Martin, S.J., and those who promote the German “Synodal Path,” but also the “deep state.” It is not surprising that in the documentary there is also an endorsement of the Democratic candidate in the upcoming American presidential election, along with a disconcerting condemnation of the policy of the Trump Administration, which is accused of separating families that want to enter the United States illegally, while the reality is that the President is confronting human trafficking and the trafficking of minors. 

Thus, while conservative American bishops are forbidden from intervening in the political debate in support of President Trump, the Vatican allows itself to casually interfere in the elections in favor of his Democratic adversary, in union with the censorship by social and news media of the very serious accusations against the Biden family.

As Catholics, we are called to side with those who defend life, the natural family, and national sovereignty. We thought that we had the Vicar of Christ at our side. We painfully acknowledge that, in this epochal clash, he who ought to be guiding the Barque of Peter has chosen to side with the Enemy, in order to sink it. Recalling the courage of the Holy Pontiffs in defending the integrity of the Faith and promoting the salvation of souls, one can only observe: Quantum mutatus ab illis![4]
+ Carlo Maria Viganò, Archbishop
 ___________

[1] https://www.vaticannews.va/it/papa/news/2020-10/papa-francesco-film-documentario-festival-cinema-roma.html
[2] https://www.catholicnewsagency.com/news/pope-francis-calls-for-civil-union-law-for-same-sex-couples-in-shift-from-vatican-stance-12462
[3] https://www.americamagazine.org/faith/2020/10/21/pope-francis-gay-civil-union-documentary
[4] “How changed from what they once were!” – cf. Virgil’s Aeneid: “Quantum mutatus ab illo!
Pope Francis Comes Out in Support of Civil Unions for Homosexual Couples

https://onepeterfive.com/pope-francis-comes-out-in-support-of-civil-unions-for-homosexual-couples 

Steve Skojec, October 21, 2020
In a new documentary about Pope Francis that premiered in Rome this week, the pope offers new comments, on camera, in support of civil unions for homosexuals. As reported by CNA:

“Homosexuals have a right to be a part of the family. They’re children of God and have a right to a family. Nobody should be thrown out, or be made miserable because of it,” Pope Francis said in the film, of his approach to pastoral care.

After those remarks, and in comments likely to spark controversy among Catholics, Pope Francis weighed in directly on the issue of civil unions for same-sex couples.

“What we have to create is a civil union law. That way they are legally covered,” the pope said. “I stood up for that.”

[…]

The film addresses the pastoral outreach of Pope Francis to those who identify as LGBT, including a story of the pontiff encouraging two Italian men in a same-sex relationship to raise their children in their parish church, which, one of the men said, was greatly beneficial to his children.

“He didn’t mention what was his opinion on my family. Probably he’s following the doctrine on this point,” the man said, while praising the pope for a disposition and attitude of welcome and encouragement.

In a 2003 instruction from the Congregation for the Doctrine of the Faith on the question of homosexual civil unions, signed by then-Cardinal Joseph Ratzinger as prefect and approved of by Pope John Paul II, a view incompatible with that now espoused by Pope Francis is presented:

There are absolutely no grounds for considering homosexual unions to be in any way similar or even remotely analogous to God’s plan for marriage and family. Marriage is holy, while homosexual acts go against the natural moral law. Homosexual acts “close the sexual act to the gift of life. They do not proceed from a genuine affective and sexual complementarity. Under no circumstances can they be approved”.
Sacred Scripture condemns homosexual acts “as a serious depravity… (cf. Rom 1:24-27; 1 Cor 6:10; 1 Tim 1:10). This judgment of Scripture does not of course permit us to conclude that all those who suffer from this anomaly are personally responsible for it, but it does attest to the fact that homosexual acts are intrinsically disordered.” This same moral judgment is found in many Christian writers of the first centuries and is unanimously accepted by Catholic Tradition.

[…]
Where the government’s policy is de facto tolerance and there is no explicit legal recognition of homosexual unions, it is necessary to distinguish carefully the various aspects of the problem. Moral conscience requires that, in every occasion, Christians give witness to the whole moral truth, which is contradicted both by approval of homosexual acts and unjust discrimination against homosexual persons. Therefore, discreet and prudent actions can be effective; these might involve: unmasking the way in which such tolerance might be exploited or used in the service of ideology; stating clearly the immoral nature of these unions; reminding the government of the need to contain the phenomenon within certain limits so as to safeguard public morality and, above all, to avoid exposing young people to erroneous ideas about sexuality and marriage that would deprive them of their necessary defences and contribute to the spread of the phenomenon. Those who would move from tolerance to the legitimization of specific rights for cohabiting homosexual persons need to be reminded that the approval or legalization of evil is something far different from the toleration of evil.
In those situations where homosexual unions have been legally recognized or have been given the legal status and rights belonging to marriage, clear and emphatic opposition is a duty. One must refrain from any kind of formal cooperation in the enactment or application of such gravely unjust laws and, as far as possible, from material cooperation on the level of their application. In this area, everyone can exercise the right to conscientious objection. [Emphasis added]

The instruction goes on to assert that even “civil law cannot contradict right reason without losing its binding force on conscience.”

It continues:

Laws in favor of homosexual unions are contrary to right reason because they confer legal guarantees, analogous to those granted to marriage, to unions between persons of the same sex. Given the values at stake in this question, the State could not grant legal standing to such unions without failing in its duty to promote and defend marriage as an institution essential to the common good.

The CDF further argues that such unions are “are totally lacking in the biological and anthropological elements of marriage and family which would be the basis, on the level of reason, for granting them legal recognition,” and that the “inevitable consequence of legal recognition of homosexual unions would be the redefinition of marriage”.

“By putting homosexual unions on a legal plane analogous to that of marriage and the family,” the instruction states, “the State acts arbitrarily and in contradiction with its duties.”

The CDF also asserts that there is a positive duty of opposition to the legalization of homosexual unions, particularly for politicians:

If it is true that all Catholics are obliged to oppose the legal recognition of homosexual unions, Catholic politicians are obliged to do so in a particular way, in keeping with their responsibility as politicians. Faced with legislative proposals in favor of homosexual unions, Catholic politicians are to take account of the following ethical indications.

When legislation in favor of the recognition of homosexual unions is proposed for the first time in a legislative assembly, the Catholic law-maker has a moral duty to express his opposition clearly and publicly and to vote against it. To vote in favor of a law so harmful to the common good is gravely immoral.
Contrast this, again, with the statement of Pope Francis: “What we have to create is a civil union law. That way they are legally covered. I stood up for that.”

The CDF’s conclusion is nevertheless unequivocal:

The Church teaches that respect for homosexual persons cannot lead in any way to approval of homosexual behaviour or to legal recognition of homosexual unions. The common good requires that laws recognize, promote and protect marriage as the basis of the family, the primary unit of society. Legal recognition of homosexual unions or placing them on the same level as marriage would mean not only the approval of deviant behaviour, with the consequence of making it a model in present-day society, but would also obscure basic values which belong to the common inheritance of humanity. The Church cannot fail to defend these values, for the good of men and women and for the good of society itself.

Once again, we find Francis promoting error in faith and morals, directly contradicting existing teaching from the Church, and deepening the confusion and chaos suffered by the faithful.

Viganò Responds to Pope’s Nod to Homosexual Civil Unions. Francis raises the stakes in 'a crescendo of heretical affirmations'

https://www.churchmilitant.com/news/article/declaration-abp-vigano-on-the-documentary-film-francesco 
Abp. Carlo Maria Viganò, October 21, 2020
The Vatican News website has reported the news that, today at the Rome Film Festival, a documentary film will be screened called Francesco, made by director Evgeny Afineevsky.
This documentary — according to what has been reported by Catholic News Agency and America Magazine — makes public several pronouncements of Jorge Mario Bergoglio on the topic of homosexuality. Among the various statements, these two are particularly disconcerting:

("Homosexuals have a right to be a part of the family. They're children of God and have a right to a family. Nobody should be thrown out, or be made miserable because of it."
("What we have to create is a civil union law. That way they are legally covered. I stood up for that."

One does not have to be a theologian or a moral expert to know that such statements are totally heterodox and constitute a very serious cause of scandal for the faithful.

But pay careful attention: These words simply constitute the umpteenth provocation by which the "ultra-progressive" part of the hierarchy wants to artfully provoke a schism, as it has already tried to do with the post-synodal exhortation Amoris Laetitia, the modification of doctrine on the death penalty, the Pan-Amazon Synod and the filthy Pachamama, and the Abu Dhabi Declaration which has now been reaffirmed and aggravated by the encyclical Fratelli Tutti.
It appears that Bergoglio is impudently trying to "raise the stakes" in a crescendo of heretical affirmations, in such a way that it will force the healthy part of the Church — which includes bishops, clergy and faithful — to accuse him of heresy, in order to declare that healthy part of the Church schismatic and "the enemy of the pope."

Jorge Mario Bergoglio is trying to force some cardinals and bishops to separate themselves from communion with him, obtaining as a result not his own deposition for heresy but rather the expulsion of Catholics who want to remain faithful to the perennial Magisterium of the Church. This trap would have the purpose — in the presumed intentions of Bergoglio and his "magic circle" — of consolidating his own power within a Church that would only nominally be "Catholic" but in reality would be heretical and schismatic.

This deception draws on the support of the globalist élite, the mainstream media and the LGBT lobby, to which many clergy, bishops and cardinals are no strangers. Furthermore, let us not forget that in many nations there are laws in force that criminally punish anyone who considers sodomy reprehensible and sinful or who does not approve of the legitimization of homosexual "matrimony" — even if they do so on the basis of their creed. A pronouncement by the bishops against Bergoglio on a question like homosexuality could potentially lead civil authority to prosecute them criminally, with the approval of the Vatican.

Bergoglio would thus have on his side not only the "deep Church" represented by rebels like Fr. James Martin, S.J., and those who promote the German "synodal path," but also the "deep State." It is not surprising that in the documentary there is also an endorsement of the Democratic candidate in the upcoming American presidential election, along with a disconcerting condemnation of the policy of the Trump administration, which is accused of separating families that want to enter the United States illegally, while the reality is that the President is confronting human trafficking and the trafficking of minors.
Thus, while conservative American bishops are forbidden from intervening in the political debate in support of President Trump, the Vatican allows itself to casually interfere in the elections in favor of his Democratic adversary, in union with the censorship by social and news media of the very serious accusations against the Biden family.

As Catholics, we are called to side with those who defend life, the natural family and national sovereignty. We thought that we had the vicar of Christ at our side. We painfully acknowledge that, in this epochal clash, he who ought to be guiding the Barque of Peter has chosen to side with the Enemy, in order to sink it. Recalling the courage of the holy pontiffs in defending the integrity of the Faith and promoting the salvation of souls, one can only observe: Quantum mutatus ab illis! ["How changed from what they once were!" — cf. Virgil's Aeneid]

+ Carlo Maria Viganò, Archbishop

Pope Francis Call for Civil Union Law for Same-Sex Couples in shift from Vatican stance

22:00 https://youtu.be/pLXcrrnpNCs
Matt Fradd, October 21, 2020
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Pope Francis Call for Civil Union Law for Same-Sex Couples in shift from Vatican stance
https://www.catholicworldreport.com/2020/10/21/pope-francis-calls-for-civil-union-law-for-same-sex-couples-in-shift-from-vatican-stance-2/ 
https://www.catholicnewsagency.com/news/pope-francis-calls-for-civil-union-law-for-same-sex-couples-in-shift-from-vatican-stance-12462 

October 21, 2020

In a documentary that premiered Wednesday in Rome, Pope Francis called for the passage of civil union laws for same-sex couples, departing from the position of the Vatican’s doctrinal office and the pope’s predecessors on the issue.
The remarks came amid a portion of the documentary that reflected on pastoral care for those who identify as LGBT.

“Homosexuals have a right to be a part of the family. They’re children of God and have a right to a family. Nobody should be thrown out, or be made miserable because of it,” Pope Francis said in the film, of his approach to pastoral care.

After those remarks, and in comments likely to spark controversy among Catholics, Pope Francis weighed in directly on the issue of civil unions for same-sex couples.

“What we have to create is a civil union law. That way they are legally covered,” the pope said. “I stood up for that.”

The remarks come in “Francesco,” a documentary on the life and ministry of Pope Francis which premiered Oct. 21 as part of the Rome Film Festival, and is set to make its North American premiere on Sunday.

The film chronicles the approach of Pope Francis to pressing social issues, and to pastoral ministry among those who live, in the words of the pontiff, “on the existential peripheries.”

Featuring interviews with Vatican figures including Cardinal Luis Tagle and other collaborators of the pope, “Francesco” looks at the pope’s advocacy for migrants and refugees, the poor, his work on the issue of clerical sexual abuse, the role of women in society, and the disposition of Catholics and others toward those who identify as LGBT.

The film addresses the pastoral outreach of Pope Francis to those who identify as LGBT, including a story of the pontiff encouraging two Italian men in a same-sex relationship to raise their children in their parish church, which, one of the men said, was greatly beneficial to his children.

“He didn’t mention what was his opinion on my family. Probably he’s following the doctrine on this point,” the man said, while praising the pope for a disposition and attitude of welcome and encouragement.

The pope’s remarks on civil unions come amid that part of the documentary. Filmmaker Evgeny Afineevsky told CNA that the pope made his call for civil unions during an interview the documentarian conducted with the pope.

The pope’s direct call for civil union laws represents a shift from the perspective of his predecessors, and from his own more circumspect positions on civil unions in the past.

In 2010, while he was Archbishop of Buenos Aires, Pope Francis opposed efforts to legalize same-sex marriage. While Sergio Rubin, the future pope’s biographer, suggested that Francis supported the idea of civil unions as a way to prevent the wholesale adoption of same-sex marriage in Argentina, Miguel Woites, director of the Argentinian Catholic news outlet AICA, dismissed in 2013 that claim as false.

But the pope’s mention of having previously “stood up” for civil unions seems to confirm the reports of Rubin and others who said that then-Cardinal Bergoglio supported privately the idea of civil unions as a compromise in Argentina.

In the 2013 book “On Heaven and Earth,” Pope Francis did not reject the possibility of civil unions outright, but did say that laws “assimilating” homosexual relationships to marriage are “an anthropological regression,” and he expressed concern that if same-sex couples “are given adoption rights, there could be affected children. Every person needs a male father and a female mother that can help them shape their identity.”

In 2014, Fr. Thomas Rosica, who was then working in the Holy See’s press office told CNA that Pope Francis had not expressed support for same-sex civil unions, after some journalists reported that he had done so in an an interview that year. While a civil unions proposal was debated in Italy, Rosica emphasized that Francis would not weigh in on the debate, but would emphasize Catholic teaching on marriage.

In 2003, under the leadership of Cardinal Joseph Ratzinger and at the direction of Pope John Paul II, the Vatican’s Congregation for the Doctrine of the Faith taught that “respect for homosexual persons cannot lead in any way to approval of homosexual behaviour or to legal recognition of homosexual unions. The common good requires that laws recognize, promote and protect marriage as the basis of the family, the primary unit of society.”

“Legal recognition of homosexual unions or placing them on the same level as marriage would mean not only the approval of deviant behaviour, with the consequence of making it a model in present-day society, but would also obscure basic values which belong to the common inheritance of humanity. The Church cannot fail to defend these values, for the good of men and women and for the good of society itself,” the CDF added, calling support for such unions from politicians “gravely immoral.”

“Not even in a remote analogous sense do homosexual unions fulfil the purpose for which marriage and family deserve specific categorical recognition. On the contrary, there are good reasons for holding that such unions are harmful to the proper development of human society, especially if their impact on society were to increase,” the document said.

The Vatican’s press office did not respond to questions from CNA on the pope’s remarks in the film.

While bishops in some countries have not opposed same-sex civil unions proposals, and tried instead to distinguish them from civil marriage, opponents of civil unions have long warned that they serve as a legislative and cultural bridge to same-sex marriage initiatives, give tacit approval to immorality, and fail to protect the rights of children to be parented by both a mother and father.
Afineevsky told EWTN News this month that he tried in “Francesco” to present the pope as he saw him, and that the film might not please all Catholics. He told CNA Wednesday that in his view, the film is not “about” the pope’s call for civil unions, but “about many other global issues.”

“I’m looking at him not as the pope, I’m looking at him as a humble human being, great role model to younger generation, leader for the older generation, a leader to many people not in the sense of the Catholic Church, but in the sense of pure leadership, on the ground, on the streets,” Afineevsky added.

The documentarian said he began working with the Vatican to produce a film on Pope Francis in 2018, and was given unprecedented access to Pope Francis until filming completed in June, amid Italy’s coronavirus lockdowns.

Afineevsky, a Russian-born filmmaker living in the U.S., was in 2015 nominated for both an Academy Award and an Emmy Award for his work “Winter on Fire,” a documentary that chronicled Ukraine’s 2013 and 2014 Euromaidan protests. His 2017 film “Cries from Syria” was nominated for four News and Documentary Emmy Awards and three Critics’ Choice Awards.

On Thursday, Afineevsky will be presented in the Vatican Gardens with the prestigious Kineo Movie for Humanity Award, which recognizes filmmakers who present social and humanitarian issues through filmmaking. The award was established in 2002 by the Italian Ministry of Culture.

Rosetta Sannelli, the creator of the Kineo Awards, noted that “every trip of Pope Francis to various parts of the world is documented in Afineevsky’s work, in images and news footage, and reveals itself as an authentic glimpse into the events of our time, a historical work in all respects.”

Pope Francis Backs Homosexual Civil Unions. Francis defies magisterial teaching in new documentary

https://www.churchmilitant.com/news/article/pope-backs-homosexual-civil-unions
Dr. Jules Gomes, Vatican City, October 21, 2020

In stark and unprecedented defiance of Catholic teaching, which defines homosexual acts as "intrinsically evil," Pope Francis has called for civil union laws for same-sex couples.
While being interviewed for the feature-length documentary Francesco, the pontiff insisted that homosexuals not only "have a right to be a part of the family" but also "have a right to a family."
"Nobody should be thrown out, or be made miserable because of it," asserts Francis in the film, which premiered Wednesday at the Rome Film Festival, according to Catholic News Agency.

"What we have to have is a civil union law; that way they are legally covered," notes Francis, trashing the 2003 declaration by the Congregation for the Doctrine of the Faith, which categorically states "that respect for homosexual persons cannot lead in any way to approval of homosexual behavior or to legal recognition of homosexual unions."

"Pope Francis' support for same-sex civil unions is a major step forward in the church's support of LGBTQ people. It is in keeping with his pastoral approach to LGBT people, including LGBT Catholics, and sends a strong signal to countries where the church has opposed such laws," homosexualist activist Fr. James Martin, S.J. triumphantly tweeted.  

'Pastoral Truth' vs. 'Dogmatic Truth'

Speaking to Church Militant, theologian and cultural critic Fr. Athanasius St. Michel noted that "the same strategy to reconfigure Christian ethics that has perverted and polluted other [Protestant] ecclesial bodies is now being repeated in the Vatican."

From his retreat in northern France, he explained:

There is an awful inevitability about the latest papal pronouncement on sex. It is like watching Antonio Gramsci's march through the institutions affected in microcosm in the Vatican itself.

As usual, Pope Francis has begun the reconfiguration with the abuse of the talismanic term "pastoral." But how can there be different forms of "truth." How can a pastoral truth be different from a dogmatic or theological truth? The Catholic Church once claimed to be the agency of universal truth, but Francis is replacing this with pastoral truth.

Does he not know that by claiming homosexual couples have a right to family life, he is invoking an antithetic scale of humanistic values — human rights — and redefining "family" in a way that will diminish and destroy the claims of the heterosexual biological family?

As archbishop of Buenos Aires, Francis supported civil unions for homosexual couples as an alternative to same-sex marriages. This is, however, the first time he has publicly backed gay civil unions as pope.

Longstanding LGBT support

Chilean Juan Carlos Cruz, a homosexual and survivor of clergy sexual abuse, is one of the main characters in the documentary by Evgeny Afineevsky. Cruz said that Francis told him that God made Cruz gay during his meeting with the pontiff in 2018.

The biopic addresses the pope's pastoral outreach to LGBT individuals. It shares the story of Francis encouraging two Italian men in a gay partnership to raise their children in their local parish church.

In the 2013 book On Heaven and Earth: Pope Francis on Faith, Family, and the Church in the Twenty-First Century, Francis calls laws "assimilating" homosexual relationships to marriage "an anthropological regression."
He also notes that if same-sex couples "are given adoption rights, there could be affected children. Every person needs a male father and a female mother that can help them shape their identity."
Fr. Athanasius predicts: "We know the next chapter. Children will be bought and separated from their biological parents and sold to gay couples to foster their sense of human rights in a neo-family context. Will the children have no human rights? Not if Pope Francis pursues his pastoral policy of relativism."

"The legal recognition of homosexual unions or placing them on the same level as marriage would mean not only the approval of deviant behavior, with the consequence of making it a model in present-day society, but would also obscure basic values which belong to the common inheritance of humanity," warned the CDF statement issued by then-Cdl. Joseph Ratzinger.

"In those situations where homosexual unions have been legally recognized or have been given the legal status and rights belonging to marriage, clear and emphatic opposition is a duty. One must refrain from any kind of formal cooperation in the enactment or application of such gravely unjust laws and, as far as possible, from material cooperation on the level of their application," the document sternly proclaimed.

Rewriting of Doctrine Ahead?

Pro-LGBT Catholic activists have been arguing that if Pope Francis can change church teaching on the death penalty, he can also rewrite doctrine on homosexuality. Francis DeBernardo of New Ways Ministry writes:

It's important for Catholic advocates for LGBT equality to take note of this change because, for decades, Catholic opponents of LGBT equality argued that it is impossible to change church teaching. They often pointed to the fact that condemnations of same-sex relationships were inscribed in the Catechism, and so [they] were not open for discussion or change. Yet, the teaching on the death penalty is in the Catechism, too, and, in fact, to make this change in teaching, it was the text of the Catechism that Francis changed.

Church Militant contacted the Holy See Press Office, asking if the pope's remarks had been accurately reported.

We also asked if the Vatican had changed its position on homosexuality — whether the pope no longer regarded as binding the magisterial teaching as laid out in the Catechism of the Catholic Church that homosexual acts are 'intrinsically evil.'

The Vatican did not respond as of press time. 

Pope Francis expressed admiration for Anglican archbishop Desmond Tutu in the latest papal encyclical Fratelli Tutti. Church Militant reported on Tutu's open support of gay marriage and euthanasia.
Tutu has said he would rather go to Hell than worship a homophobic God: "I would refuse to go to a homophobic Heaven. No, I would say sorry, I mean I would much rather go to the other place."

In 2016, Tutu's daughter Mpho Tutu, who is an Anglican priestess, "married" Marceline van Furth in a lesbian civil wedding in the Netherlands. 
Grand Imam of al-Azhar Ahmed al-Tayyeb, who is Pope Francis' co-signatory to his Human Fraternity compact, has called homosexuality a disease.

"My opinion was — and I said this [in the West] — that no Muslim society could ever consider sexual liberty, homosexuality and so on to be a personal right. Muslim societies consider these things to be diseases, which must be fought and treated," al-Tayyeb said in 2018.
Pope Francis calls for civil union law for same-sex couples, in shift from Vatican stance
https://www.catholicworldreport.com/2020/10/21/pope-francis-calls-for-civil-union-law-for-same-sex-couples-in-shift-from-vatican-stance/ 
October 21, 2020
In a documentary that premiered Wednesday in Rome, Pope Francis called for the passage of civil union laws for same-sex couples, departing from the position of the Vatican’s doctrinal office and the pope’s predecessors on the issue.
The remarks came amid a portion of the documentary that reflected on pastoral care for those who identify as LGBT. 

“Homosexuals have a right to be a part of the family. They’re children of God and have a right to a family. Nobody should be thrown out, or be made miserable because of it,” Pope Francis said in the film, of his approach to pastoral care.

After those remarks, and in comments likely to spark controversy among Catholics, Pope Francis weighed in directly on the issue of civil unions for same-sex couples.

“What we have to create is a civil union law. That way they are legally covered,” the pope said. “I stood up for that.”

The remarks come in “Francesco,” a documentary on the life and ministry of Pope Francis which premiered Oct. 21 as part of the Rome Film Festival, and is set to make its North American premiere on Sunday.

The film chronicles the approach of Pope Francis to pressing social issues, and to pastoral ministry among those who live, in the words of the pontiff, “on the existential peripheries.”

Featuring interviews with Vatican figures including Cardinal Luis Tagle and other collaborators of the pope, “Francesco” looks at the pope’s advocacy for migrants and refugees, the poor, his work on the issue of clerical sexual abuse, the role of women in society, and the disposition of Catholics and others toward those who identify as LGBT.

The film addresses the pastoral outreach of Pope Francis to those who identify as LGBT, including a story of the pontiff encouraging two Italian men in a same-sex relationship to raise their children in their parish church, which, one of the men said, was greatly beneficial to his children.
“He didn’t mention what was his opinion on my family. Probably he’s following the doctrine on this point,” the man said, while praising the pope for a disposition and attitude of welcome and encouragement.

The pope’s remarks on civil unions come amid that part of the documentary. Filmmaker Evgeny Afineevsky told CNA that the pope made his call for civil unions during an interview the documentarian conducted with the pope.

The pope’s direct call for civil union laws represents a shift from the perspective of his predecessors, and from his own more circumspect positions on civil unions in the past.

In 2010, while he was Archbishop of Buenos Aires, Pope Francis opposed efforts to legalize same-sex marriage. While Sergio Rubin, the future pope’s biographer, suggested that Francis supported the idea of civil unions as a way to prevent the wholesale adoption of same-sex marriage in Argentina, Miguel Woites, director of the Argentinian Catholic news outlet AICA, dismissed in 2013 that claim as false.

But the pope’s mention of having previously “stood up” for civil unions seems to confirm the reports of Rubin and others who said that then-Cardinal Bergoglio supported privately the idea of civil unions as a compromise in Argentina.

In the 2013 book “On Heaven and Earth,” Pope Francis did not reject the possibility of civil unions outright, but did say that laws “assimilating” homosexual relationships to marriage are “an anthropological regression,” and he expressed concern that if same-sex couples “are given adoption rights, there could be affected children. Every person needs a male father and a female mother that can help them shape their identity.”

In 2014, Fr. Thomas Rosica, who was then working in the Holy See’s press office told CNA that Pope Francis had not expressed support for same-sex civil unions, after some journalists reported that he had done so in an interview that year. While a civil unions proposal was debated in Italy, Rosica emphasized that Francis would not weigh in on the debate, but would emphasize Catholic teaching on marriage.

In 2003, under the leadership of Cardinal Joseph Ratzinger and at the direction of Pope John Paul II, the Vatican’s Congregation for the Doctrine of the Faith taught that “respect for homosexual persons cannot lead in any way to approval of homosexual behaviour or to legal recognition of homosexual unions. The common good requires that laws recognize, promote and protect marriage as the basis of the family, the primary unit of society.”

“Legal recognition of homosexual unions or placing them on the same level as marriage would mean not only the approval of deviant behaviour, with the consequence of making it a model in present-day society, but would also obscure basic values which belong to the common inheritance of humanity. The Church cannot fail to defend these values, for the good of men and women and for the good of society itself,” the CDF added, calling support for such unions from politicians “gravely immoral.”

“Not even in a remote analogous sense do homosexual unions fulfil the purpose for which marriage and family deserve specific categorical recognition. On the contrary, there are good reasons for holding that such unions are harmful to the proper development of human society, especially if their impact on society were to increase,” the document said.

The Vatican’s press office did not respond to questions from CNA on the pope’s remarks in the film.

While bishops in some countries have not opposed same-sex civil unions proposals, and tried instead to distinguish them from civil marriage, opponents of civil unions have long warned that they serve as a legislative and cultural bridge to same-sex marriage initiatives, give tacit approval to immorality, and fail to protect the rights of children to be parented by both a mother and father.

Afineevsky told EWTN News this month that he tried in “Francesco” to present the pope as he saw him, and that the film might not please all Catholics. He told CNA Wednesday that in his view, the film is not “about” the pope’s call for civil unions, but “about many other global issues.”

"I’m looking at him not as the pope, I’m looking at him as a humble human being, great role model to younger generation, leader for the older generation, a leader to many people not in the sense of the Catholic Church, but in the sense of pure leadership, on the ground, on the streets,” Afineevsky added.

The documentarian said he began working with the Vatican to produce a film on Pope Francis in 2018, and was given unprecedented access to Pope Francis until filming completed in June, amid Italy’s coronavirus lockdowns.

Afineevsky, a Russian-born filmmaker living in the U.S., was in 2015 nominated for both an Academy Award and an Emmy Award for his work “Winter on Fire,” a documentary that chronicled Ukraine’s 2013 and 2014 Euromaidan protests. His 2017 film “Cries from Syria” was nominated for four News and Documentary Emmy Awards and three Critics’ Choice Awards.

On Thursday, Afineevsky will be presented in the Vatican Gardens with the prestigious Kineo Movie for Humanity Award, which recognizes filmmakers who present social and humanitarian issues through filmmaking. The award was established in 2002 by the Italian Ministry of Culture.

Rosetta Sannelli, the creator of the Kineo Awards, noted that “every trip of Pope Francis to various parts of the world is documented in Afineevsky's work, in images and news footage, and reveals itself as an authentic glimpse into the events of our time, a historical work in all respects.”

What did Pope Francis say about civil unions? A CNA Explainer
https://www.catholicworldreport.com/2020/10/21/what-did-pope-francis-say-about-civil-unions-a-cna-explainer/
October 21, 2020

“Francesco,” a newly released documentary on the life and ministry of Pope Francis, has made global headlines, because the film contains a scene in which Pope Francis calls for the passage of civil union laws for same-sex couples.
Some activists and media reports have suggested that Pope Francis has changed Catholic teaching by his remarks. Among many Catholics, the pope’s comments have raised questions about what the pope really said, what it means, and what the Church teaches about civil unions and marriage. CNA looks at those questions.
What did Pope Francis say about civil unions?
During a segment of “Francesco” which discussed Pope Francis’ pastoral care of Catholics who identify as LGBT, the pope made two distinct comments.

He said first that: “Homosexuals have a right to be a part of the family. They’re children of God and have a right to a family. Nobody should be thrown out, or be made miserable because of it.”

While the pope did not elaborate on the meaning of those remarks in the video, Pope Francis has spoken before to encourage parents and relatives not to ostracize or shun children who have identified as LGBT. This seems to be the sense in which the pope spoke about the right of people to be a part of the family.

Some have suggested that when Pope Francis spoke about a “right to a family,” the pope was offering a kind of tacit endorsement of adoption by same-sex couples. But the pope has previously spoken against such adoptions, saying that through them children are “deprived of their human development given by a father and a mother and willed by God,” and saying that “every person needs a male father and a female mother that can help them shape their identity.”

On civil unions, the pope said that: “What we have to create is a civil union law. That way they are legally covered.”

“I stood up for that,” Pope Francis added, apparently in reference to his proposal to brother bishops, during a 2010 debate in Argentina over gay marriage, that accepting civil unions might be a way to prevent the passage of same-sex marriage laws in the country.
What did Pope Francis say about gay marriage?
Nothing. The topic of gay marriage was not discussed in the documentary. In his ministry, Pope Francis has frequently affirmed the doctrinal teaching of the Catholic Church that marriage is a lifelong partnership between one man and one woman.

While Pope Francis has frequently encouraged a welcoming disposition to Catholics who identify as LGBT, the pope has also said that “marriage is between a man and a woman,” and said that “the family is threatened by growing efforts on the part of some to redefine the very institution of marriage,” and that efforts to redefine marriage “threaten to disfigure God’s plan for creation.”
Why are the pope’s comments about civil unions a big deal?
While Pope Francis has previously discussed civil unions, he has not explicitly endorsed the idea in public before. While the context of his quotes in the documentary is not fully revealed, and it is possible the pope added qualifications not seen on camera, an endorsement of civil unions for same-sex couples is a very different approach for a pope, one that represents a departure from the position of his two immediate predecessors on the issue.

In 2003, in a document approved by Pope John Paul II and written by Cardinal Joseph Ratzinger, who became Pope Benedict XVI, the Congregation for the Doctrine of the Faith taught that “respect for homosexual persons cannot lead in any way to approval of homosexual behaviour or to legal recognition of homosexual unions.”

Even if civil unions might be chosen by people other than same-sex couples, like siblings or committed friends, the CDF said that homosexual relationships would be “foreseen and approved by the law,” and that civil unions “would obscure certain basic moral values and cause a devaluation of the institution of marriage.”

“Legal recognition of homosexual unions or placing them on the same level as marriage would mean not only the approval of deviant behaviour, with the consequence of making it a model in present-day society, but would also obscure basic values which belong to the common inheritance of humanity,” the document concluded.

The 2003 CDF document contains doctrinal truth, and the positions of John Paul II and Benedict XVI on how best to apply the Church’s doctrinal teaching to policy questions regarding the civil oversight and regulation of marriage. While those positions are consistent with the long-standing discipline of the Church on the issue, they are not themselves regarded as articles of faith.
Some people have said what the pope taught is heresy. Is that true?
No. The pope’s remarks did not deny or call into question any doctrinal truth that Catholics must hold or believe. In fact, the pope has frequently affirmed the Church’s doctrinal teaching regarding marriage.

The pope’s apparent call for civil union legislation, which seems to be different from the position expressed by the CDF in 2003, has been taken to represent a departure from a long-standing moral judgment that Church leaders have taught supports and upholds the truth. The CDF document said that civil union laws give tacit consent to homosexual behavior; while the pope expressed support for civil unions, he has spoken in his pontificate about the immorality of homosexual acts.

It is also important to note that a documentary interview is not a forum for official papal teaching. The pope’s remarks were not presented in their fullness, and no transcript has been presented, so unless the Vatican offers additional clarity, they need to be taken in light of the limited information available about them.
We have same-sex marriage in this country. Why is anyone talking about civil unions?
There are 29 countries in the world that legally recognize same-sex “marriage.” Most of them are in Europe, North America, or South America. But in other parts of the world, the debate over the definition of marriage is just getting started. In parts of Latin America, for example, the redefinition of marriage is not a settled political topic, and Catholic political activists there have opposed moves to normalize civil union legislation.

Opponents of civil unions say they are usually a bridge to same-sex marriage legislation, and marriage campaigners in some countries have said they are concerned that LGBT lobbyists will use the pope’s words in the documentary to advance a pathway to same-sex marriage.
What does the Church teach about homosexuality?
The Catechism of the Catholic Church teaches that those who identify as LGBT “must be accepted with respect, compassion, and sensitivity. Every sign of unjust discrimination in their regard should be avoided. These persons are called to fulfill God’s will in their lives and, if they are Christians, to unite to the sacrifice of the Lord’s Cross the difficulties they may encounter from their condition.”

The Catechism elaborates that homosexual inclinations are “objectively disordered,” homosexual acts are “contrary to the natural law,” and those who identify as lesbian and gay, like all people, are called to the virtue of chastity.
Are Catholics bound to agree with the pope on civil unions?
Pope Francis’ statements in “Francesco” do not constitute formal papal teaching. While the pope’s affirmation of the dignity of all people and his call for respect of all people are rooted in Catholic teaching, Catholics are not obliged to support a legislative or policy position because of the pope’s comments in a documentary.

Some bishops have expressed that they are awaiting further clarity on the pope’s comments from the Vatican, while one explained that: “While Church teaching on marriage is clear and irreformable, the conversation must continue about the best ways to reverence the dignity of those in same–sex relationships so that they are not subject to any unjust discrimination.”
Archbishop Viganò responds to new film in which Pope endorses homosexual civil unions

'One does not have to be a theologian or a moral expert to know that such statements are totally heterodox and constitute a very serious cause of scandal for the faithful.'

https://www.lifesitenews.com/opinion/archbishop-vigano-responds-to-new-film-in-which-pope-endorses-homosexual-civil-unions 

Archbishop Carlo Maria Viganò, Rome, October 21, 2020
The Vatican News website [1] has reported the news that today at the Rome Film Festival a documentary film will be screened called Francesco made by director Evgeny Afineevsky.
This documentary – according to what has been reported by Catholic News Agency[2] and America Magazine[3] – makes public several pronouncements of Jorge Mario Bergoglio on the topic of homosexuality. Among the various statements, these two are particularly disconcerting:

“Homosexuals have a right to be a part of the family. They’re children of God and have a right to a family. Nobody should be thrown out, or be made miserable because of it.”

“What we have to create is a civil union law. That way they are legally covered. I stood up for that.”

One does not have to be a theologian or a moral expert to know that such statements are totally heterodox and constitute a very serious cause of scandal for the faithful.

VIDEO

But pay careful attention: these words simply constitute the umpteenth provocation by which the “ultra-progressive” part of the Hierarchy wants to artfully provoke a schism, as it has already tried to do with the Post-Synodal Exhortation Amoris Laetitia, the modification of doctrine on the death penalty, the Pan-Amazon Synod and the filthy Pachamama, and the Abu Dhabi Declaration which has now been reaffirmed and aggravated by the Encyclical Fratelli Tutti.
It appears that Bergoglio is impudently trying to “raise the stakes” in a crescendo of heretical affirmations, in such a way that it will force the healthy part of the Church – which includes bishops, clergy, and faithful – to accuse him of heresy, in order to declare that healthy part of the Church schismatic and “the enemy of the Pope.”

Jorge Mario Bergoglio is trying to force some Cardinals and Bishops to separate themselves from communion with him, obtaining as a result not his own deposition for heresy but rather the expulsion of Catholics who want to remain faithful to the perennial Magisterium of the Church. This trap would have the purpose – in the presumed intentions of Bergoglio and his “magic circle” – of consolidating his own power within a church that would only nominally be “Catholic” but in reality would be heretical and schismatic.

This deception draws on the support of the globalist élite, the mainstream media and the LGBT lobby, to which many clergy, bishops, and cardinals are no strangers. Furthermore, let us not forget that in many nations there are laws in force which criminally punish anyone who considers sodomy reprehensible and sinful or who does not approve of the legitimization of homosexual “matrimony” – even if they do so on the basis of their Creed. A pronouncement by the bishops against Bergoglio on a question like homosexuality could potentially lead civil authority to prosecute them criminally, with the approval of the Vatican.
Bergoglio would thus have on his side not only the “deep church” represented by rebels like Father James Martin, S.J., and those who promote the German “Synodal Path,” but also the “deep state.” It is not surprising that in the documentary there is also an endorsement of the Democratic candidate in the upcoming American presidential election, along with a disconcerting condemnation of the policy of the Trump Administration, which is accused of separating families that want to enter the United States illegally, while the reality is that the President is confronting human trafficking and the trafficking of minors.

Thus, while conservative American bishops are forbidden from intervening in the political debate in support of President Trump, the Vatican allows itself to casually interfere in the elections in favor of his Democratic adversary, in union with the censorship by social and news media of the very serious accusations against the Biden family.
As Catholics, we are called to side with those who defend life, the natural family, and national sovereignty. We thought that we had the Vicar of Christ at our side. We painfully acknowledge that, in this epochal clash, he who ought to be guiding the Barque of Peter has chosen to side with the Enemy, in order to sink it. Recalling the courage of the Holy Pontiffs in defending the integrity of the Faith and promoting the salvation of souls, one can only observe: Quantum mutatus ab illis! [4]
+ Carlo Maria Viganò, Archbishop
[1] https://www.vaticannews.va/it/papa/news/2020-10/papa-francesco-film-documentario-festival-cinema-roma.html 
[2] https://www.catholicnewsagency.com/news/pope-francis-calls-for-civil-union-law-for-same-sex-couples-in-shift-from-vatican-stance-12462 
[3] https://www.americamagazine.org/faith/2020/10/21/pope-francis-gay-civil-union-documentary 
[4] “How changed from what they once were!” – cf. Virgil’s Aeneid: “Quantum mutatus ab illo!

Pope Francis calls for homosexual civil unions, bashes Trump in new film

Speaking of homosexual civil unions, the Pope said: 'What we have to create is a civil union law. That way they are legally covered. I stood up for that'

https://www.lifesitenews.com/blogs/pope-francis-calls-for-homosexual-civil-unions-bashes-trump-in-new-film 
John-Henry Westen, Rome, October 21, 2020
In perfect time to affect the U.S. presidential election, a new film will premier in North America on Sunday that represents in dramatic fashion Pope Francis’s attack on President Trump as “not a Christian” for the President’s building of the border wall. In the documentary, which premiered in Rome today, Pope Francis has made his most clear statements contradicting Catholic Church teaching by calling for homosexual civil unions to be legalized. Speaking of homosexual civil unions, he said “What we have to create is a civil union law. That way they are legally covered. I stood up for that.”

The film Francesco is a fawning and dramatic treatment of Pope Francis, painting the pontiff as a liberator of humanity pushing on many of the hot-button issues dear to the Democrat left.

It is not the first time Pope Francis has contravened Church teaching in the matter of homosexuality, but it is one of his clearest statements contravening established Church teaching. In 2003, in a document by then-Cardinal Joseph Ratzinger (Pope Benedict XVI) and approved and ordered published by Pope St. John Paul II, the Church issued specific guidance on the need to reject homosexual civil union proposals. The document called “Considerations regarding proposals to give legal recognition to unions between homosexual persons,” states that “all Catholics are obliged to oppose the legal recognition of homosexual unions.”

The Catholic Church teaches, moreover, that homosexual acts are “intrinsically disordered” and that respect for homosexuals “cannot lead in any way to approval of homosexual behaviour or to legal recognition of homosexual unions.”

Catholic News Agency reported that the film includes the “story of the pontiff encouraging two Italian men in a same-sex relationship to raise their children in their parish church.” Speaking of his pastoral approach in an interview with filmmaker Evgeny Afineevsky, the Pope said, “Homosexuals have a right to be a part of the family. They’re children of God and have a right to a family. Nobody should be thrown out, or be made miserable because of it.”

LifeSite has contacted the Vatican Press Office and several Cardinals for comment but has not yet received responses.

LifeSiteNews PETITION calling on Pope Francis for clarification
While some may be surprised to see Pope Francis advocating for homosexual civil unions when such a position contradicts perennial Church teaching, the Pope’s move comes as no surprise to those who have closely followed him on this issue:
(Pope Francis has promoted the notoriously pro-homosexual Jesuit Fr. James Martin – who was made a Vatican consultant during this pontificate and a speaker at the World Meeting of Families in Ireland and met with him personally in an audience. Fr. Martin has stated that Pope Francis has gone out of his way to appoint “gay-friendly” bishops and cardinals in the Catholic Church.

(In July 2018, Pope Francis sent a three-page letter “blessing” and endorsing a Catholic ethics conference co-organized by Jesuit Father James Keenan, a public promoter of same-sex “marriage.” The conference featured many feminist and pro-LGBT speakers.

(In March 2018, a French priest announced in a televised interview that Pope Francis approved of his blessing of homosexual couples.
(In February, one of the Pope’s top nine advisor cardinals suggested that spiritual encouragement of homosexual couples should be undertaken and blessings for homosexual couples should not be ruled out.

(In a book-length interview in September 2017, Pope Francis signaled support for legal recognition of same-sex civil unions. “Let us call things by their names,” he said. “Matrimony is between a man and a woman. This is the precise term. Let us call the same-sex union a ‘civil union.’”

(On October 2, 2016, Pope Francis referred to a woman who underwent a sex-change operation as a “man.” He referred to her as having “married” another woman and admitted to inviting them to and receiving them at the Vatican in 2015, describing the couple as “happy.” Clarifying his use of pronouns, the pope said, “He that was her but is he.”

(Despite the avalanche of evidence of harm to the Church from the Pope’s “who am I to judge” remark on his first plane interview in 2013, he repeated the line in June 2016 while misrepresenting the Catechism on homosexuality.

(In 2014, Pope Francis appointed Bishop Blase Cupich as Archbishop of Chicago despite his reputation for telling priests not to join 40 Days for Life. After he demonstrated his dissent from Catholic teaching on homosexuality, saying homosexual couples should be given Holy Communion, Cupich was, nevertheless, named a cardinal.

(When the United States nuncio had pro-family hero Kim Davis meet with Pope Francis at the nunciature during his USA papal visit, Davis was refused permission to take photos of the meeting. When the media asked the Vatican about the meeting they first refused to confirm it, and after some time said that “the only real audience granted by the Pope at the nunciature (embassy) was with one of his former students and his family.” The Pope’s former student, Yayo Grassi, was there with his sister, mother, and his homosexual partner. They took not only photos but also video in which Pope Francis can be seen embracing Grassi and his homosexual partner.

(In May 2014, Pope Francis concelebrated Mass with and kissed the hand of a leading homosexual activist priest campaigning for changes in the Church’s teaching on homosexuality.

(Cardinal Godfried Danneels, the archbishop emeritus of Brussels, was a personal appointment by Pope Francis to the Synods of Bishops on the family in 2014 and 2015. In addition to wearing rainbow liturgical vestments and being caught on tape concealing clergy homosexual sex abuse, Danneels said in 2013 of the passage of gay “marriage”: “I think it’s a positive development that states are free to open up civil marriage for gays if they want.”

In a now-famous 2016 in-flight press conference, Pope Francis showed his willingness to engage in political interference in the U.S. electoral process by commenting during the Presidential primaries that Trump was “not a Christian” because he was for building the border wall. In that same in-flight press conference in 2016, the Pope was asked to comment on same-sex union legislation going on in Italy, to which he replied, “The Pope doesn’t get mixed up in Italian politics … the pope is for everybody and he can’t insert himself in the specific internal politics of a country.”
The Pope sows more seeds of confusion

https://www.catholicculture.org/commentary/pope-sows-more-seeds-confusion/
Phil Lawler, October 21, 2020
Once again Pope Francis is spreading confusion among the faithful. How many times must this happen before all good Catholics recognize that we have a serious problem in the Church, and its name is Francis?
“What we have to create is a civil-union law,” the Pope told an interviewer in a newly released video. The topic was same-sex marriage, and the Pontiff dutifully affirmed the Church’s clear teaching that marriage must involve a man and a woman. But then he undermined that teaching, encouraging people in the mistaken belief that the Church will eventually take another step to accommodate same-sex marriage.

“Homosexuals have a right to be a part of the family,” the Pope said, explaining his novel stand. Yes, but they do not have the right to redefine the family—which has always been the goal of the gay-rights movement.

In the interview the Pope essentially confirmed reports that in 2010, while serving as Archbishop of Bueno Aires, then-Cardinal Bergoglio had recommended civil unions as an alternative to legal recognition of same-sex marriage in Argentina. At the time the Vatican had taken a clear position in opposition to such proposals. The Congregation for the Doctrine of the Faith (CDF) explained in 2003—in a statement crafted by the future Pope Benedict XVI and approved by Pope John Paul II:

Legal recognition of homosexual unions or placing them on the same level as marriage would mean not only the approval of deviant behavior, with the consequence of making it a model in present-day society, but would also obscure basic values which belong to the common inheritance of humanity. The Church cannot fail to defend these values, for the good of men and women and for the good of society itself.

What did the civil-union proposals of that era seek to achieve? Homosexuals could already designate their partners as their heirs and their medical surrogates; they could co-sign legal documents. The only legal privileges denied to them were those that have been traditionally accorded only to married couples. So the CDF recognized the civil-union proposals as a threat to the unique legal status of marriage. In opposing that threat the CDF was not taking a stand on a particular political proposal, so much as it was upholding the unchanged and unchangeable teaching of the Church—and of all Judeo-Christian tradition—that the family based on marriage is the fundamental building-block of society and deserves the government’s support and protection.

Granted, the CDF statement was not issued ex cathedra. So conservative defenders of Pope Francis will no doubt continue their valiant efforts to explain how his statements can (after some strenuous mental gymnastics) be reconciled with Catholic doctrine. But is there any doubt that the Pontiff’s statement makes it more difficult to defend the traditional teaching? 
When Father James Martin says that this is “a major step forward in the Church’s support for LGBTQ people,” he implies that it is a step toward a certain goal. Millions of people, reading the headlines generated by this statement, will conclude that Church teaching is changing, and will continue to change until that goal is reached.

By the way, why did the Pope say that “we have to create” civil unions, when civil unions are already recognized in Italy, and most of the neighboring European countries have taken the next step and legalized same-sex marriage? Ten years ago, when he proposed civil unions as a compromise, we might have questioned his political acumen. Today the impact of the papal statement is considerably more damaging. He is, in effect, relinquishing any claim to territory that the opposing forces have already occupied—and thus creating new obstacles for any Catholics who seek to regain that territory in the future.

Surely Pope Francis knew, when he made this statement, what sort of reaction it would cause. Why did he make the statement, then? Again and again he has made statements which, if they do not flatly contradict Catholic doctrine, undoubtedly shake public confidence in the permanent teaching. It is increasingly difficult to avoid the conclusion that this Pope wants to cause confusion.

Cui bono? Each time the Church’s teaching is thrown into question by a new papal novelty, some loyal Catholics are shocked and dismayed, while others work feverishly to reconcile the latest statement with the enduring magisterium. And radical Catholics, who really do want to overturn established dogma, rub their hands gleefully and seize another opportunity.

As I observed in Lost Shepherd, in the public statements of Pope Francis, confusion isn’t a bug; it’s a feature.

Archbishop Vigano, Bishops Tobin and Strickland respond to Pope’s approval of homosexual civil unions 
Speaking of homosexual civil unions, the Pope said, “What we have to create is a civil union law. That way they are legally covered. I stood up for that.”

https://www.lifesitenews.com/blogs/archbishop-vigano-and-bishops-tobin-strickland-respond-to-popes-approval-of-homosexual-civil-unions 
John-Henry Westen, Rome, October 21, 2020
In a new film that will premier in North America Sunday but premiered in Rome today, Pope Francis has made his most clear statements contradicting Catholic Church teaching by calling for homosexual civil unions to be legalized. Speaking of homosexual civil unions, he said, “What we have to create is a civil union law. That way they are legally covered. I stood up for that.” LifeSite immediately reached out to several bishops and cardinals for comment and thus far Archbishop Vigano has replied with an extensive analysis of the situation. In addition, U.S. bishops Joseph Strickland and Thomas Tobin have commented.
It is not the first time Pope Francis has contravened Church teaching in the matter of homosexuality, but it is one of his clearest statements contravening established Church teaching. In 2003, in a document by then-Cardinal Joseph Ratzinger (Pope Benedict XVI) and approved and ordered published by Pope St. John Paul II, the Church issued specific guidance on the need to reject homosexual civil union proposals. The document, called “Considerations regarding proposals to give legal recognition to unions between homosexual persons,” states that “all Catholics are obliged to oppose the legal recognition of homosexual unions.”

VIDEO

Catholic News Agency reported that the film includes the “story of the pontiff encouraging two Italian men in a same-sex relationship to raise their children in their parish church.” Speaking of his pastoral approach in an interview with filmmaker Evgeny Afineevsky, the Pope said, “Homosexuals have a right to be a part of the family. They’re children of God and have a right to a family. Nobody should be thrown out, or be made miserable because of it.”

Bishop Tobin of Providence, Rhode Island released a statement saying: 

The Holy Father’s apparent support for the recognition of civil unions for same-sex couples needs to be clarified. The Pope’s statement clearly contradicts what has been the long-standing teaching of the Church about same-sex unions. The Church cannot support the acceptance of objectively immoral relationships. Individuals with same-sex attraction are beloved children of God and must have their personal human rights and civil rights recognized and protected by law. However, the legalization of their civil unions, which seek to simulate holy matrimony, is not admissible.

Bishop Strickland of Tyler, Texas tweeted, “From the Congregation for the Doctrine of the Faith June 3, 2003.....Considerations Regarding Proposals To Give Legal Recognition To Unions Between Homosexual Persons” 
But Archbishop Vigano provided a full analysis available on LifeSiteNews that he released after I spoke with him earlier today by phone.

“One does not have to be a theologian or a moral expert to know that such statements are totally heterodox and constitute a very serious cause of scandal for the faithful,” he said. “But pay careful attention: these words simply constitute the umpteenth provocation by which the ‘ultra-progressive’ part of the hierarchy wants to artfully provoke a schism, as it has already tried to do.”

He says the Pope is trying to “raise the stakes” in a crescendo of heretical affirmations, in such a way that it will force the healthy part of the Church – which includes bishops, clergy, and faithful – to accuse him of heresy, in order to declare that healthy part of the Church schismatic and “the enemy of the Pope.”
He warned that fighting the Pope on this matter could land some Church leaders in trouble with the law, since he says, “in many nations there are laws in force which criminally punish anyone who considers sodomy reprehensible and sinful or who does not approve of the legitimization of homosexual ‘matrimony’ – even if they do so on the basis of their Creed.”

Pope Francis would thus have on his side not only the “deep church” … but also the “deep state.” 

As Catholics, he says, “we are called to side with those who defend life, the natural family, and national sovereignty. We thought that we had the Vicar of Christ at our side. We painfully acknowledge that, in this epochal clash, he who ought to be guiding the Barque of Peter has chosen to side with the Enemy, in order to sink it.” 

The deeply flawed opportunism of Pope Francis

https://www.catholicworldreport.com/2020/10/21/the-deeply-flawed-opportunism-of-pope-francis/ 
Carl E. Olson, October 21, 2020
“Pope Blesses Gay Weddings”, declares the headline in Metro, one of Britain’s largest newspapers, over the subhead, “Homosexuals Are Children of God … They Have a Right to Civil Unions”.
True? Accurate? Close enough? Not really. Sort of. Maybe.

Pope Francis’s comments, which appear in the documentary “Francesco”, which premiered today in Rome, were not quite as clear as many of the headlines indicate, even if the actual comments were just as attention-grabbing.

“Homosexuals have a right to be a part of the family. They’re children of God and have a right to a family. Nobody should be thrown out, or be made miserable because of it,” Pope Francis stated, later adding, “What we have to create is a civil union law. That way they are legally covered … I stood up for that.”

I don’t know the specific question asked of Francis, but CNA reports that the “film chronicles the approach of Pope Francis to pressing social issues, and to pastoral ministry among those who live, in the words of the pontiff, ‘on the existential peripheries.'” I don’t live in Italy, but the notion that homosexuals in, say, the United States are confined to the “existential peripheries” is rather humorous (though to say so is, I’m sure, considered homophobic and intolerant.) It is nearly impossible to go out of one’s house, or turn on the TV or radio, or read a newspaper or magazine and not be bombarded with the existential omnipresence of homosexuality. Needless to say, gay is always presented as normal, great, and requiring even more—if possible—affirmation. In fact, the Reign of Gay is so 2014; we now are fully living in the Tyranny of Trans.

But, I digress. The matter of the specific question might not be clear, but the end result of this quintessentially Francis moment seems clear enough: more controversy, more confusion, further sniping over what the Church really teaches, and where papal comments in documentaries should be placed in the realm of magisterial statements: Above interviews given to an elderly, atheist Italian journalist? Below off-the-cuff remarks made while flying at 30,000 feet? Close to private phone calls made to this mother or that old friend?

Here’s the thing: if Francis’s remarks were made without prudential concern for how they would be received, they are deeply troubling. Or worse. If they were carefully made with specific attention to how they would be received, they are deeply troubling. Or worse.

Yes, everyone has a “right” to be a “part of a family”; their very existence suggests they came from a family. But is Francis then saying that homosexuals have a “right” to have a family? It appears so. As the CNA report notes, the film includes a story of Francis “encouraging two Italian men in a same-sex relationship to raise their children in their parish church, which, one of the men said, was greatly beneficial to his children.” It also notes that in his 2013 book On Heaven and Earth, Francis stated that laws “assimilating” homosexual relationships to marriage are “an anthropological regression,” saying that if same-sex couples “are given adoption rights, there could be affected children. Every person needs a male father and a female mother that can help them shape their identity.”

So, which is it? Well, that probably depends on the day and week. Changing course and shifting narrative parameters for different audiences has been a regular feature of this pontificate, which often flies by the seat of its sentimentally-inclined papal pants.

Of more interest to me, in many ways, is the statement, “They’re children of God…” First, is Francis speaking of Catholics who are homosexual? Struggling with same-sex attraction? Or all homosexuals? Again, not clear. But the “we’re all children of God” slogan has been a prominent feature of this pontificate, as when, in a video message in January 2016, Francis stated, “Many think differently, feel differently, seeking God or meeting God in different ways. In this crowd, in this range of religions, there is only one certainty that we have for all: we are all children of God…” The same sentiment can be found in the recently released encyclical Fratelli Tutti.
Is it true that we are all children of God. Well, yes—but no.

Whenever I hear the statement “we are all children of God”, I immediately think of what the Apostle John wrote in his first Epistle:

No one born of God commits sin; for God’s nature abides in him, and he cannot sin because he is born of God. By this it may be seen who are the children of God, and who are the children of the devil: whoever does not do right is not of God, nor he who does not love his brother. (1 Jn 3:9-10)

Strong meat, without doubt, and certainly out of touch—thankfully—with the intolerant “tolerance” of our current age. 
But John is simply voicing what is a strong theme in the New Testament: becoming a children of God requires grace, faith, conversion, and the pursuit of holiness (cf. Jn 1:12; Rom 8:14; Gal 3:25-29). And there are many who knowingly refuse the gift of divine sonship.

Benedict XVI, in a 2012 General Audience, made an essential distinction that Francis often seems to either ignore or collapse. God, said Benedict, “is our Father because he is our Creator.” We are all created in the image of God (cf. Gen 1:27), and so for God “we are not anonymous, impersonal beings but have a name.” Then Benedict states:

Nonetheless this is still not enough. The Spirit of Christ opens us to a second dimension of God’s fatherhood, beyond creation, since Jesus is the “Son” in the full sense of “one in being with the Father”, as we profess in the Creed. Becoming a human being like us, with his Incarnation, death and Resurrection, Jesus in his turn accepts us in his humanity and even in his being Son, so that we too may enter into his specific belonging to God. Of course, our being children of God does not have the fullness of Jesus. We must increasingly become so throughout the journey of our Christian existence, developing in the following of Christ and in communion with him so as to enter ever more intimately into the relationship of love with God the Father which sustains our life.

It is this fundamental reality that is disclosed to us when we open ourselves to the Holy Spirit and he makes us turn to God saying “Abba!” Father. We have truly preceded creation, entering into adoption with Jesus; united, we are really in God and are his children in a new way, in a new dimension.

It is not enough, then, to say that a homosexual—or anyone else—is “a child of God” and leave it at that, as if the central mysteries of the Trinity and the Incarnation are just poetic niceties or doctrinal distractions. The entire moral life, as St. John Paul II emphasized in Veritatis Splendor, is oriented toward authentic freedom and reality—that is, God Himself—and that most certainly includes the truth about sexuality, marriage, and procreation. “For this is the love of God,” says the Apostle John, “that we keep his commandments. And his commandments are not burdensome” (1 Jn 5:3). Or, put another way, God’s commandments cause no misery.

Now, if everyone is born a child of God and that’s all that matters, then being re-born by the power of the Holy Spirit so we might, in Jesus Christ, have communion with the Father is mere sectarianism or, worse, intolerant dogmatism. If we are all children of God on our own, then the Church is non-essential and Catholicism is nonsensical. And there certainly is no reason to believe that chastity is for everyone, marriage is for a man and woman, and that sex is meant for marriage alone.

Pope Francis has, at times, strongly upheld those teachings of the Church. At times, however, he seems like a Seventies-styled Jesuit trying to grapple with the “realities” of the early 2000s. How much better it would be, I think, if he would take to heart these words of wisdom from his predecessor:

The power that Christ conferred upon Peter and his Successors is, in an absolute sense, a mandate to serve. The power of teaching in the Church involves a commitment to the service of obedience to the faith. The Pope is not an absolute monarch whose thoughts and desires are law. On the contrary: the Pope’s ministry is a guarantee of obedience to Christ and to his Word. He must not proclaim his own ideas, but rather constantly bind himself and the Church to obedience to God’s Word, in the face of every attempt to adapt it or water it down, and every form of opportunism.
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Note: As all the world now knows, Pope Francis said Wednesday, in passing, in a video about his papacy, that gay people should be allowed to form civil unions. That was not a doctrinal statement and was asserted in a casual context, not a formal Vatican document. But it certainly adds yet another confusion to his legacy and is already being portrayed in the secular world and among liberal Catholics as a significant change. Unfortunately, this story broke too late, given other commitments, for us to do an analysis. Fr. Gerald Murray and Robert Royal were interviewed, however, by the Wall Street Journal. Their comments may be viewed by clicking here (The story is behind a paywall. Readers without a WSJ subscription can read some excerpts by clicking on Notable in the lefthand column.) We’ll be addressing this subject very soon.

Rhode Island bishop: Pope Francis ‘clearly contradicts’ Church teaching

https://www.catholicculture.org/news/headlines/index.cfm?storyid=48391
https://dioceseofprovidence.org/news/statement-of-bishop-thomas-tobin-on-the-comments-of-pope-francis-regarding-civil-unions 

October 22, 2020
CWN Editor's Note: “The Holy Father’s apparent support for the recognition of civil unions for same-sex couples needs to be clarified,” said Bishop Thomas Tobin of Providence. “The Pope’s statement clearly contradicts what has been the long-standing teaching of the Church about same-sex unions. 
The Church cannot support the acceptance of objectively immoral relationships. Individuals with same-sex attraction are beloved children of God and must have their personal human rights and civil rights recognized and protected by law. However, the legalization of their civil unions, which seek to simulate holy matrimony, is not admissible.”
Statement of Bishop Thomas Tobin on the comments of Pope Francis Regarding Civil Unions
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The Holy Father’s apparent support for the recognition of civil unions for same-sex couples needs to be clarified. The Pope’s statement clearly contradicts what has been the long-standing teaching of the Church about same-sex unions. The Church cannot support the acceptance of objectively immoral relationships. Individuals with same-sex attraction are beloved children of God and must have their personal human rights and civil rights recognized and protected by law. However, the legalization of their civil unions, which seek to simulate holy matrimony, is not admissible.

Where Francis Leads, We Can’t Follow

https://www.crisismagazine.com/2020/where-francis-leads-we-cant-follow 
Michael Warren Davis, Editor of Crisis, October 22, 2020
“Homosexuals have a right to be a part of the family. They’re children of God and have a right to a family. Nobody should be thrown out or be made miserable because of it. What we have to create is a civil union law. That way they are legally covered. I stood up for that.”
That’s a quote from Pope Francis. Pope Francis—the Bishop of Rome, the Vicar of Christ, the Supreme Pontiff of the Catholic Church. And not only has he come out in support of civil unions for same-sex couples: he has also confirmed old rumors that he did so in his native Argentina as early as 2010. For at least a decade, Francis has quietly but actively dissented from Church teaching on human sexuality.

Lest there be any doubt, in 2003 the Congregation for the Doctrine of the Faith—then led by Joseph Cardinal Ratzinger, who was appointed by John Paul II—declared:
The Church teaches that respect for homosexual persons cannot lead in any way to approval of homosexual behavior or to legal recognition of homosexual unions…. Legal recognition of homosexual unions or placing them on the same level as marriage would mean not only the approval of deviant behavior, with the consequence of making it a model in present-day society, but would also obscure basic values which belong to the common inheritance of humanity. The Church cannot fail to defend these values, for the good of men and women and for the good of society itself.

That is indeed the perennial teaching of the Catholic Church. And the Pope is now on the record dissenting from that teaching, publicly and unambiguously.

Up to this point, I’ve tried very hard to give Francis the benefit of the doubt. No longer. The Pope has made it abundantly clear that his mind is not with the mind of the Church. He doesn’t believe in the sacred deposit of the Magisterium. He doesn’t feel bound to the Church’s traditions.
Some readers will accept that implicitly. Others will not. So, let’s be very clear: One of the first principles of Catholic social teaching is that immoral acts must not be given legal sanction. That’s why the Church plainly teaches that abortion (CCC, 2273) and pornography (CCC, 2354) should be prohibited by law. We as Catholics believe that civil authorities must not condone vice, even implicitly.

For the Pope—or any Catholic—to endorse same-sex civil unions is wicked. It follows the exact same logic that Joe Biden uses to justify his support for abortion: “I’m personally opposed to killing babies in the womb, but I wouldn’t impose that view on women who want to kill their babies.” The Pope has just made that exact same argument for male sodomy.
This may be the most significant moment in papal history since Paul VI published Humanae Vitae. In fact, Francis’s comments are a kind of diabolical inversion of Humanae Vitae.
When he ruled that artificial contraception was always and everywhere immoral, Paul VI was addressing a live debate in the Church that had never been definitively resolved. And not only did he go against popular opinion: he contradicted many of his own leading theologians, including many “conservatives.” As for Francis, nobody was expecting him to weigh in on this matter. This was a spontaneous remark, and on a matter that has long been settled by Church authorities. Only a small handful of “mainstream” theologians and bishops have ever signaled their support for civil unions.

Paul defended the Magisterium against vast legions of Sexual Revolutionaries outside the Vatican walls and their many fifth-columnists within. Francis has raised the white flag to the Sexual Revolution without their firing so much as a peashooter in his direction.
Some Catholics will take this as proof that Francis is consciously working to subvert traditional Church teaching. Others will assume he’s just theologically illiterate and, frankly, not very bright. Still others will conclude that he’s prone to spouting off on topics he neither understands nor really cares to understand. Many think he’s going senile, which might be the most charitable view. But I’ll leave that for the reader to decide.

At some level, it doesn’t matter. Whether the Pope is consciously or accidentally dissenting from the Church, he is dissenting from the Church. There’s no question about that.

Little wonder that progressive Catholics are thrilled by the Pope’s comments. Father James Martin, who has long worked to undermine the Church’s teachings on homosexuality, tweeted: “This is a major step forward in the church’s support for LGBTQ people.” His colleague at the Jesuit-run America Magazine, Michael J. O’Loughlin, likewise wrote: “People downplaying the Pope’s words, on camera, endorsing civil unions for gay couples should ask LGBT Catholics how the remarks make them feel…. I assure you this is big news.” Indeed, it is.

Of course, the Catholic Left will weaponize the Pope’s comments against orthodox believers. Father Daniel Horan, the wayward Franciscan, wonders “what bigoted church leaders who have been firing Catholic school teachers and parish ministers for entering into same-sex unions are thinking right now. Maybe they’re thinking about what their own resignation letters might look like.” No doubt. Progressive bishops and diocesan bureaucrats will use Francis’s endorsement as a cudgel against orthodox Catholics in our schools, colleges, and chanceries.

What’s astonishing is how many “conservative” Catholics can’t see that. Ryan T. Anderson, who gained prominence as a critic of Big Trans and now teaches at the University of Dallas, also took to Twitter in support of Francis. Dr Anderson noted that he himself had also “proposed something like ‘civil unions’ for non-married people.” Again, one tries to give Francis the benefit of the doubt. But that clearly crosses the line into cognitive dissonance.

Francis may be one of those fifth-columnists that Paul VI opposed. Or maybe he’s one of their useful idiots. But this much is perfectly clear: Pope Francis doesn’t think of himself as pope. Whatever his idea of the papacy is, he’s dead wrong.

The duty of the pope is to safeguard and clarify the Sacred Deposit of the Faith. He’s supposed to think with the mind of the Church and follow the Magisterium; instead, he speaks whatever happens to be on his mind and expects the Magisterium to follow. The papacy hasn’t humbled him, as it did his predecessor. It has emboldened him.

Francis embraces the worst Protestant caricature of his office. He sees himself as a man with universal competence, one given to him directly by God Himself. That competence allows him to opine authoritatively on any matter, sacred or secular, that happens to tickle his fancy. That’s not what a pope is, by any stretch of the Catholic imagination.

But we know that. We also know that, when the Pope flatly contradicts the Magisterium, we may ignore him. Better yet, we can—and we must—contradict him loudly, for the sake of those who might otherwise follow the Holy Father into error. “This isn’t what the Church teaches,” we say. “This isn’t what Catholics believe.”

What a horrible burden this pope has put on the faithful. A good Catholic wants nothing more than to respect, trust, and obey the Successor of Saint Peter. Francis has made that impossible for so many. If he were really as wise and compassionate as he believes himself to be, he would recognize how many of his poor children he’s leading into scandal and disbelief.

Yet sometimes a dutiful son can do nothing but resolve to be a bigger man than his father. And that’s the sad situation we now find ourselves in. Pope Francis is leading our family down a dangerous path, and we can’t “accompany” him on that journey. We have to plant our feet firmly in the Church’s sacred traditions, and encourage our brothers and sisters to do the same.

Pray for our Holy Father, who needs our prayers now more than ever. If you love him, stand your ground. Please God, he’ll turn away from his error someday. Then we, the faithful remnant, may lead him back home.
What Every Catholic Needs to Remember about the Pope’s Opinions on Civil Unions

Whatever the Pope’s reason and motives for making his remarks in the interview, they remain his personal opinions.

https://www.ncregister.com/blog/pope-remarks 
Msgr. Charles Pope, October 22, 2020
Many Catholics are once again grieved that the Holy Father, Pope Francis, has chosen to indiscreetly express his personal views on a critical moral issue of our day. Regarding same-sex unions he declared: 
What we have to create is a civil union law. That way they are legally covered, I stood up for that.

But this point must be emphasized — namely, that this is his personal view and cannot signal a change in the perennial teaching of the Sacred Scriptures and of the Church. The teaching remains clear that homosexual acts, along with fornication and adultery, are sinful and cannot be approved under any circumstances. Nor can any pope unseat the biblical teaching that marriage is the union of one man with one woman till death do them part, bearing fruit in the children God shall deign to send them. More on these teachings in a moment. 

Some have argued that the Pope has said these things before. Some also argue that he is attempting to find a “third way” wherein we stop short of describing same-sex unions as marriages and instead speak of them as “civil unions.” In so doing, same-sex unions can obtain some (or all) of the legal privileges afforded to heterosexual marriages while remaining a distinct category called a “civil union.” While some bishops have commended this approach, many others have rejected it as signaling approval for unions that are contrary to Scripture and the natural law and which involve immoral sexual activity. 

Whatever the Pope’s reason and motives, they remain his personal opinions. Remarks made in interviews or documentaries do not qualify as acts of the papal magisterium. While these distinctions may be reasonably clear to theologians, they are often lost on most Catholics, who do not always understand these distinctions and shouldn’t have to. The pope and other clergy should not burden the faithful with trying to sort out and understand what is said, what it means and whether it binds or signals a true change in teaching. Popes and other Church leaders need to be more discreet about what they casually say and avoid the all-too-common tendency to grant wide-ranging interviews or to being the subject of flattering documentaries that often overemphasize what the world wants to hear. 
The remarks of the pope here and on many previous occasions have confused, bewildered and saddened many Catholics who look for clear guidance in and age of confusion. This problem is not unique to Pope Francis. Pope Benedict XVI also gave a number of book-length interviews, and some of his remarks there along with public lectures also caused confusion (e.g. here and here). 

My plea to our Holy Father, once again, would be that he refrain from interviews with secular sources, press conferences in airplanes and off-the-cuff remarks. It is best to stick with issuing carefully-reviewed statements through official channels and to speak a lot less in general. His remarks about climate change, economic models and the presidential race in the United States are a mere annoyance to some Catholics. But when he opines in confusing ways about foundational matters such as the family, sexuality and the sacrament of Holy Matrimony, the effects can be devastating. 

As a priest, I can say his remarks here, and in the past, make my work of teaching and preaching a lot harder. Dissenters are emboldened and the faithful are discouraged. It is also very awkward to have to “popesplain” and remind people that private opinions of the pope can be ignored and do not bind. It is even more difficult to say I must publicly disagree with him. Priests and bishops should not be put in this position. It makes us seem insubordinate and raises doubts about what we teach to generations of Catholics who have been taught to revere the Pope and pray for him. The unity of the Church is also severely undermined by such offhand comments. 

I thus wish to reiterate to readers and my parishioners alike, the care of whose souls I hold dear: The Church cannot in any way approve what God and the natural law teach and reveal to be immoral. This includes homosexual acts along with other sexual sins such as fornication, prostitution and adultery. The only lawful place for sexual intimacy is within a valid marriage. There are no exceptions to this.
This is consistently taught in Sacred Scripture and Sacred Tradition, and made clear in the Catechism of the Catholic Church. As clergy and shepherds of God’s people we cannot be unclear about this, especially in an age that celebrates and condones many sexual matters that God calls sin.

I have written more about the biblical roots of Church teaching in this matter here (“Do Not Be Deceived: Christ Forbids Homosexual Acts, and the Church Cannot Teach Otherwise”).
Cdl. Burke: Pope’s homosexual civil union remarks ‘contrary’ to Scripture, Tradition
In a new documentary Pope Francis called for homosexual civil unions to be legalized.

https://www.lifesitenews.com/opinion/cardinal-burke-on-popes-homosexual-civil-union-remarks-contrary-to-the-teaching-of-sacred-scripture-and-sacred-tradition 
Cardinal Raymond Burke (CardinalBurke.com), October 22, 2020

The worldwide communications media have reported with strong emphasis, as a change of course, the news that Pope Francis has declared that persons in the homosexual condition, as children of God, “have a right to have a family” and that “no one should be thrown out or be made unhappy because of it.” Moreover, they write that he has declared: “What we have to create is a civil union. In this way they will be legally covered. I have defended this.” The declarations were made in an interview with Evgeny Afineevsky, director of a documentary, “Francesco,” premiered on October 21, 2020, on the occasion of the Rome Film Festival (Festa del Film di Roma).
Such declarations generate great bewilderment and cause confusion and error among Catholic faithful, inasmuch as they are contrary to the teaching of Sacred Scripture and Sacred Tradition, and of the recent Magisterium by which the Church guards, protects and interprets the whole deposit of faith contained in Sacred Scripture and Sacred Tradition. They cause wonderment and error regarding the Church’s teaching among people of good will, who sincerely wish to know what the Catholic Church teaches. They impose upon pastors of souls the duty of conscience to make fitting and necessary clarifications.
First of all, the context and the occasion of such declarations make them devoid of any magisterial weight. They are rightly interpreted as simple private opinions of the person who made them. These declarations do not bind, in any manner, the consciences of the faithful who are rather obliged to adhere with religious submission to what Sacred Scripture and Sacred Tradition, and the ordinary Magisterium of the Church teach on the matter in question. In particular, the following are to be noted.

1. “Basing itself on Sacred Scripture, which presents homosexual acts as acts of grave depravity, Tradition has always declared that “homosexual acts are intrinsically disordered” (Catechism of the Catholic Church, no. 2357; Sacred Congregation for the Doctrine of the Faith, Persona humana, “Declaration on Certain Questions Concerning Sexual Ethics, no. VIII [1]), inasmuch as they are contrary to the natural law, closed to the gift of life and void of a true affective and sexual complementarity. Therefore, they cannot be approved.

2. The particular and sometimes deep-seated tendencies of persons, men and women, in the homosexual condition, which are for them a trial, although they may not in themselves constitute a sin, represent nonetheless an objectively disordered inclination (Catechism of the Catholic Church, no. 2358; Congregation for the Doctrine of the Faith, Homosexualitatis problema, “Letter to the Bishops of the Catholic Church on the Pastoral Care of Homosexual Persons,” no. 3[2]). They are, therefore, to be received with respect, compassion and sensitivity, avoiding any unjust discrimination. The Catholic faith teaches the faithful to hate sin but to love the sinner.

3. The faithful, and, in particular, Catholic politicians are held to oppose the legal recognition of homosexual unions (Congregation for the Doctrine of the Faith, Considerations Regarding Proposals To Give Legal Recognition to Unions between Homosexual Persons, Diverse questioni concernenti l’omosessualità, n. 10[3]). The right to form a family is not a private right to vindicate but must correspond to the plan of the Creator Who has willed the human being in sexual difference, “male and female He created them” (Gen 1, 27), thus calling man, male and female, to the transmission of life. “Because married couples ensure the succession of generations and are therefore eminently within the public interest, civil law grants them institutional recognition. Homosexual unions, on the other hand, do not need specific attention from the legal standpoint since they do not exercise this function for the common good.” (Ibidem, no. 9[4]). To speak of a homosexual union, in the same sense as the conjugal union of the married, is, in fact, profoundly misleading, because there can be no such union between persons of the same sex. In what regards the administration of justice, persons in the homosexual condition, as all citizens, can always make use of the provisions of law to safeguard their private rights.

It is a source of deepest sadness and pressing pastoral concern that the private opinions reported with so much emphasis by the press and attributed to Pope Francis do not correspond to the constant teaching of the Church, as it is expressed in Sacred Scripture and Sacred Tradition, and is guarded, protected and interpreted by the Magisterium. Equally sad and concerning is the turmoil, confusion, and error they cause among the Catholic faithful, as is the scandal they cause, in general, by giving the totally false impression that the Catholic Church has had a change of course, that is, has changed its perennial teaching regarding such fundamental and critical questions.

Raymond Leo Cardinal Burke
Rome, October 22, 2020
Footnotes
[1] “... suapte intrinseca natura esse inordinatos.” Sacra Congregatio pro Doctrina Fidei, Declaratio, Persona humana, “De quibusdam quaestionibus ad sexualem ethicam spectantibus,” 29 Decembris 1975, Acta Apostolicae Sedis 68 (1976) 85, n. 8. English Translation, p. 5, VIII.

[2] Cf. Congregatio pro Doctrina Fidei, Epistula, Homosexualitatis problema, “Ad universos catholicae Ecclesiae episcopos de pastorali personarum homosexualium cura,” 1 Octobris 1986, Acta Apostolicae Sedis 79 (1987) 544, n. 3. English Translation, pp. 1-2, no. 3.

[3] Congregatio pro Doctrina Fidei, Nota, Diverse quaestioni concernenti l’omosessualità, “De contubernalibus eiusdem sexus quoad iuridica a consectaria contubernii,” 3 Iunii 2003, Acta Apostolicae Sedis 96 (2004) 48, n. 10. English translation: English Translation, pp. 5-6, no. 10.

[4] “Poiché le coppie matrimoniali svolgono il ruolo di garantire l’ordine delle generazioni e sono quindi di eminente interesse pubblico, il diritto civile conferisce loro un riconoscimento istituzionale. Le unioni omosessuali invece non esigono una specifica attenzione da parte dell’ordinamento giuridico, perché non rivestono il suddetto ruolo per il bene comune.” Ibid., 47, n. 9. English translation: Ibid., p. 5, no. 9.

Also published at the Daily Compass, October 22, 2020.
LifeSiteNews PETITION calling on Pope Francis for clarification:
https://lifepetitions.com/petitions/petition-ask-pope-francis-to-clarify-and-rectify-scandalous-remarks-on-homosexual-civil-unions
Francis becomes 1st pope to endorse same-sex civil unions

https://apnews.com/article/pope-endorse-same-sex-civil-unions-eb3509b30ebac35e91aa7cbda2013de2 
Nicole Winfield, Rome, October 21, 2020
Pope Francis became the first pontiff to endorse same-sex civil unions in comments for a documentary that premiered Wednesday, sparking cheers from gay Catholics and demands for clarification from conservatives, given the Vatican’s official teaching on the issue.
The papal thumbs-up came midway through the feature-length documentary “Francesco,” which premiered at the Rome Film Festival. The film, which features fresh interviews with the pope, delves into issues Francis cares about most, including the environment, poverty, migration, racial and income inequality, and the people most affected by discrimination.

“Homosexual people have the right to be in a family. They are children of God,” Francis said. “You can’t kick someone out of a family, nor make their life miserable for this. What we have to have is a civil union law; that way they are legally covered.”

While serving as archbishop of Buenos Aires, Francis endorsed civil unions for gay couples as an alternative to same-sex marriages. However, he had never come out publicly in favor of civil unions as pope, and no pontiff before him had, either.

The Rev. James Martin, a Jesuit who has sought to build bridges with gay Catholics, praised the comments as “a major step forward in the church’s support for LGBT people.”
“The pope’s speaking positively about civil unions also sends a strong message to places where the church has opposed such laws,” Martin said in a statement.

However, conservative Bishop Thomas Tobin of Providence, Rhode Island, called for clarification. “The pope’s statement clearly contradicts what has been the long-standing teaching of the church about same-sex unions,” he said in a statement. “The church cannot support the acceptance of objectively immoral relationships.”

And Ed Mechmann, director of public policy at the Archdiocese of New York, said in a blog post that the pope had simply “made a serious mistake.”

Catholic teaching holds that gay people must be treated with dignity and respect but that homosexual acts are “intrinsically disordered.” A 2003 document from the Vatican’s doctrine office stated the church’s respect for gay people “cannot lead in any way to approval of homosexual behavior or to legal recognition of homosexual unions.”

Doing so, the Vatican reasoned, would not only condone “deviant behavior,” but create an equivalence to marriage, which the church holds is an indissoluble union between man and woman.

That document was signed by the then-prefect of the office, Cardinal Joseph Ratzinger, the future Pope Benedict XVI and Francis’ predecessor.

Later Wednesday, questions arose about when Francis first made the remarks. The scene of his interview is identical to one from 2019 with Mexican broadcaster Televisa, but his comments about the need for legal protections for civil unions apparently never aired until the documentary.

Director Evgeny Afineevsky, who is gay, expressed surprise after the premiere that the pope’s comments had created such a firestorm, saying Francis wasn’t trying to change doctrine but was merely expressing his belief gay people should enjoy the same rights as heterosexuals. He insisted the pope made the comments to him directly, through a translator, but declined to say when.

“The world needs positivity right now, the world needs to care about climate change, care about refugees and migration, borders, walls, family separation,” Afineevsky said, urging attention to the main issues covered by the film. 

One main character in the documentary is Juan Carlos Cruz, the Chilean survivor of clergy sexual abuse whom Francis initially discredited during a 2018 visit to Chile. 

Cruz, who is gay, said that during his first meetings with the pope in May 2018 after they patched things up, Francis assured him that God made Cruz gay. Cruz tells his own story throughout the film, chronicling both Francis’ evolution on understanding sexual abuse as well as to document the pope’s views on gay people.

Afineevsky had remarkable access to cardinals, the Vatican television archives and the pope himself. He said he negotiated his way in through persistence, and deliveries of Argentine mate tea and Alfajores cookies that he got to the pope via well-connected Argentines in Rome.

“Listen, when you are in the Vatican, the only way to achieve something is to break the rule and then to say, ‘I’m sorry,’” Afineevsky said in an interview. 

The director worked official and unofficial channels starting in 2018, and ended up so close to Francis by the end of the project that he showed him the movie on his iPad in August. The two recently exchanged Yom Kippur greetings; Afineevsky is a Russian-born, Israeli-raised Jew now based in Los Angeles. On Wednesday, Afineevsky’s 48th birthday, the director said Francis presented him with a birthday cake at the Vatican.

But “Francesco” is more than a biopic about the pope. Wim Wenders did that in the 2018 film “Pope Francis: A Man of His Word.”

“Francesco,” is more a visual survey of the world’s crises and tragedies, with audio from the pope providing possible solutions.

Afineevsky, who was nominated for an Oscar for his 2015 documentary “Winter on Fire: Ukraine’s Fight for Freedom,” traveled the world to document the film: at Cox’s Bazaar in Bangladesh, where Myanmar’s Rohingya sought refuge; the U.S.-Mexico border; and Francis’ native Argentina.

“The film tells the story of the pope by reversing the cameras,” said Vatican communications director Paolo Ruffini, one of Afineevsky’s closest Vatican-based collaborators. 

Ruffini said that when Afineevsky approached him about a documentary, he tried to tamp down his hopes for interviewing the pope. “I told him it wasn’t going to be easy,” he said.
But Ruffini suggested Afineevsky find the people who had been impacted by the pope, even after just a brief meeting: refugees, prisoners and gay people to whom he has ministered. 

“I told him that many of those encounters had certainly been filmed by the Vatican cameras, and that there he would find a veritable gold mine of stories that told a story,” Ruffini said. “He would be able to tell story of the pope through the eyes of all and not just his own.”

Francis’ outreach dates to his first foreign trip in 2013, when he uttered the now-famous words “Who am I to judge,” when asked during an airborne news conference returning from Rio de Janiero about a purportedly gay priest.

Since then, he has ministered to gays and transsexual prostitutes, and welcomed people in gay partnerships into his inner circle. One of them was his former student, Yayo Grassi, who along with his partner visited Francis at the Vatican Embassy in Washington D.C., during a 2015 visit to the U.S.

The Vatican publicized that encounter, making video and photos of it available, after Francis was ambushed during that same visit by his then-ambassador, Archbishop Carlo Maria Vigano, who invited the Kentucky anti-gay marriage activist Kim Davis to meet with the pope.

News of the Davis audience made headlines and was viewed by conservatives as a papal stamp of approval for Davis, who was jailed for refusing to issue same-sex marriage licenses. The Vatican vigorously sought to downplay it, with a spokesman saying the meeting by no means indicated Francis’ support for her or her position on gay marriage.

Francis, the former Cardinal Jorge Mario Bergoglio, was fervently opposed to gay marriage when he was archbishop of Buenos Aires. Then, he launched what gay activists remember as a “war of God” against Argentina’s move to approve same-sex marriage.

The pope’s authorized biographer, Sergio Rubin, said at the time of his 2013 election that Bergoglio was politically wise enough to know the church couldn’t win a fight against gay marriage. Instead, Rubin said, Bergoglio urged his fellow bishops to lobby for gay civil unions. 

It wasn’t until Bergoglio’s proposal was shot down by the conservative bishops’ conference that he publicly declared his opposition, and the church lost the issue altogether.

In the documentary, Francis essentially confirms Rubin’s account of what transpired. Of his belief in the need for legislation to protect gay couples in civil relationships, he said: “I stood up for that.”

Francis DeBernardo, executive director of New Ways Ministry, an organization of LGBT Catholics, praised Francis’ comments as a “historic” shift for a church that has a record of persecuting gays.

“At the same time, we urge Pope Francis to apply the same kind of reasoning to recognize and bless these same unions of love and support within the Catholic Church, too,” he said in a statement.

More conservative commentators sought to play down Francis’ words and said that while secular civil unions are one thing, a church blessing of them is quite another.

In a tweet, conservative U.S. author and commentator Ryan Anderson noted that he and some colleagues had gone on record a decade ago saying they would support federal civil unions for any two adults who commit to sharing domestic responsibilities. Such an arrangement, Anderson said, would leave churches the option of refusing to recognize these unions as marriage.

Argentine archbishop and Pope Francis advisor says ‘civil union’ not mistranslated in documentary

https://www.catholicworldreport.com/2020/10/22/argentine-archbishop-and-pope-francis-advisor-says-civil-union-not-mistranslated-in-documentary/ 

October 22, 2020
Archbishop Victor Manuel Fernandez, a long-time theological advisor to Pope Francis, has weighed in on the meaning of a phrase used by the pope in a video clip in “Francesco,” a documentary released Wednesday in Rome. The phrase, which is translated as “civil unions,” is at the center of a series of controversies about the documentary.
“Francesco,” a newly released documentary on the life and ministry of Pope Francis, made global headlines this week, because the pope appears to call for civil union legislation, in contrast to the positions of his predecessors.

“What we have to create is a civil union law. That way they are legally covered,” the pope is seen to say in the documentary, during a scene in which Pope Francis talks about pastoral care for those who identify as LGBT.

The pope is seen to use the Spanish-language phrase “convivencia civil,” which is translated in the film’s subtitles as “civil union.” After some Spanish-speaking priests said the translation was inaccurate, Archbishop Fernandez, a theologian who has long been close to the pope, said that the pope’s phrase is substantially equivalent to the phrase “civil union.”

Fr. Augustino Torres, CFR, a New York-based priest who works in youth ministry, posted a video on Wednesday saying he believes “the pope was misunderstood, misquoted, misinterpreted.” In an October 21 post on Instagram, Torres said the original Spanish makes clear that the pope’s comments are not an endorsement of civil unions.

The priest said the phrase that has been translated by the media as “civil union” is actually better translated as “law of civil convivience” or “civil coexistence.” By using this phrase, Torres said, Pope Francis is talking about some kind of legal protection, which the priest did not specify, but not a homosexual civil union.

But Fernández, Archbishop of La Plata, Argentina, said Wednesday that the pope’s term connotes a civil union as the term is commonly understood.
The archbishop posted on Facebook that before he became pope, then-Cardinal Bergoglio “always recognized that, without calling it ‘marriage,’ in fact there are very close unions between people of the same sex, which do not in themselves imply sexual relations, but a very intense and stable alliance.”

“They know each other thoroughly, they share the same roof for many years, they take care of each other, they sacrifice for each other. Then it may happen that they prefer that in an extreme case or illness they do not consult their relatives, but that person who knows their intentions in depth. And for the same reason they prefer that it be that person who inherits all their assets, etc.”

“This can be contemplated in the law and is called ‘civil union’ [unión civil] or ‘law of civil coexistence’ [ley de convivencia civil], not marriage.”

“What the Pope has said on this subject is what he also maintained when he was the Archbishop of Buenos Aires,” Fernández added.

“For him, the expression ‘marriage’ has a precise meaning and only applies to a stable union between a man and a woman open to communicating life…there is a word, ‘marriage,’ that only applies to that reality. Any other similar union requires another name,” the archbishop explained.

Fernandez said this view reflects the pope’s stance as a bishop in Argentina, when he proposed to brother bishops, during a 2010 debate over gay marriage in the country, that accepting civil unions might be a way to prevent the passage of same-sex marriage laws in the country.

The Vatican has not responded to questions about the documentary, or whether the pope’s comments represent his view on civil unions, but the prefect of the Vatican’s communications office, Paolo Ruffini, has seen the documentary and praised it.
‘Francesco’ director receives film award in Vatican Gardens
https://www.catholicworldreport.com/2020/10/22/francesco-director-receives-film-award-in-vatican-gardens/ 
Vatican City, October 22, 2020
The director of a new documentary about Pope Francis received an Italian film award in a ceremony in the Vatican Gardens on Thursday, amid international controversy over his documentary on the life and ministry of Pope Francis.
Filmmaker Evgeny Afineevsky, the director of “Francesco,” was presented with the Kinéo Movie for Humanity Award Oct. 22. 

Now in its 18th year, the award is given to those who promote social, humanitarian, and environmental issues in cinema.

Accepting the award, Afineevsky said “I’m so proud that finally ‘Francesco’ is on its way to the world to change hearts and minds.”

“I’m happy that I can bring the voices of the Rohingya refugees, refugees from Syria, voices of victims of sexual abuse, voices from different points and from different corners of the world. Something that Pope Francis really cares [about] and something that is really deeply in my heart,” he stated.

Afineevsky said that, while the pope cannot bring attention to those issues through papal travel at the moment, due to COVID-19, he was “so proud that today the movie can continue this mission.”  

The Vatican press office has not given any public statement on the film, which made international headlines on Wednesday for including a line from Pope Francis in a video interview calling for the passage of civil union laws for same-sex couples. 

Francis’ statement seems to depart from the position of the Vatican’s doctrinal office and the pope’s predecessors on the issue. 

Vatican officials were present at the award ceremony, including Paolo Ruffini, prefect of the communications dicastery, and dicastery secretary Msgr. Lucio Adrian Ruiz.

The officials were not available for questions after the award was presented.

Rosetta Sannelli, the award’s creator, said in a press release that “every trip of Pope Francis to various parts of the world is documented in Afineevsky’s work by images and news footage, and reveals itself as an authentic glimpse into the events of our time, a historical work in all respects.”

The Kinéo movie prizes are usually awarded at a ceremony in Venice, but Sannelli told EWTN News the Vatican was “the right place” to hold the ceremony recognizing “Francesco,” because “there is the spirituality of the place, of the location that you cannot find anywhere [else].”

She said that she chose the documentary after seeing a lot of submissions, calling it “the sum of humanity in a movie.”

“There is the pope… There is a person who fights against the problems and differences and tragedies of our times,” she continued. “I think that it’s a movie to open our look on the world, not from a Catholic point of view, but from a real point of view. There is a religious, spiritual base, but then you work on the base and you go into real themes of our century.”

The pope “faces real problems” of today, she said.

“Francesco” premiered at the Rome Film Festival Oct. 21, and is due to have its North American premiere on Sunday.

The film chronicles the approach of Pope Francis to pressing social issues, and to pastoral ministry among those who live, in the words of the pontiff, “on the existential peripheries.”

Questions emerge regarding Pope Francis’ statement on same-sex civil unions
https://www.catholicworldreport.com/2020/10/22/questions-emerge-regarding-pope-francis-statement-on-same-sex-civil-unions/
October 22, 2020
Fr. Antonio Spadaro, SJ, director of the Jesuit magazine La Civiltà Cattolica, said on Wednesday evening that an expression of support for same-sex civil unions from Pope Francis is “nothing new” and does not signify a change of Catholic doctrine. But the priest’s remarks have raised some question about the origin of comments from Pope Francis on civil unions, which were featured in the newly-released documentary “Francesco.”
In a video released by Tv2000, a media apostolate of the Italian bishops’ conference, Spadaro said that “the director of the film ‘Francesco’ compiles a series of interviews that have been conducted with Pope Francis over time, giving a great summary of his pontificate and the value of his travels.”

“Among other things, there are various passages taken from an interview with Valentina Alazraki, a Mexican journalist, and within that interview Pope Francis speaks of a right to the legal protection of homosexual couples but without in any way affecting doctrine,” Spadaro said.

Tv2000 is not affiliated with the Vatican, and Spadaro is not a Vatican spokesman.

On Wednesday, the documentary’s director, Evgeny Afineevsky, told CNA and other journalists that the pope’s statement in support of legalizing same sex civil unions was made during an interview the director himself conducted with Pope Francis.

But the interview Pope Francis gave to Televisa’s Alazraki is shot in the same place, with the same lighting and the same appearance as the pope’s comments on civil unions that were aired in “Francesco,” suggesting that the remarks came from the Alazraki interview, and not an interview with Afineevsky.

Spadaro said Oct. 21 that “there is nothing new” in the pope’s remarks on civil unions.

“This is an interview given a long time ago that has already been received by the press,” Spadaro added.

And on Wednesday, the priest told the Associated Press that “there’s nothing new because it’s a part of that interview,” adding that “it seems strange that you don’t remember.”

While Alazraki’s interview was released by Televisa June 1, 2019, the pope’s comments on civil union legislation were not included in the published version, and had not previously been seen by the public in any context.

In fact, Alazraki told CNA she has no recollection of the pope making remarks about civil unions, although comparative footage suggests the remark almost certainly came from her interview.

It is not clear how unpublished footage from Alazraki’s interview, of which Spadaro seemed aware in his remarks on Wednesday, became available to Afineevsky during the production of his documentary.

On May 28, 2019, Vatican News, the official news outlet of the Vatican, published a preview of Alazraki’s interview, which also did not contain reference to the pope’s remarks on civil unions.

In a 2014 interview with the Italian newspaper Corriere della Sera, Pope Francis spoke briefly about civil unions after he was asked about them. The pope distinguished between marriage, which is between a man and a woman, and other kinds of government-recognized relationships. Pope Francis did not weigh in on during the interview on a debate in Italy over same-sex civil unions, and a spokesman later clarified that he had no intention of doing so.

Pope Francis is also on record speaking about civil unions in the little known 2017 book “Pape François. Politique et société,” by French sociologist Dominique Wolton, who wrote the text after several interviews with Pope Francis.

In the English translation of the book, titled “A Future of Faith: The Path of Change in Politics and Society,” Wolton tells Pope Francis that “homosexuals aren’t necessarily favorable toward ‘marriage.’ Some prefer civil union (sic) It’s all complicated. Beyond the ideology of equality, there is also, in the word ‘marriage’, a search for acknowledgment.”

In the text, Pope Francis briefly responds: “But it isn’t a marriage, it is a civil union.”

Based on that reference, some reviews, including one published in America magazine, claimed that in the book, the Pope “repeats his opposition to gay marriage but accepts the civil union of people of the same sex.”

Journalists from CNA and other media outlets have asked the Vatican press office for clarification on the source of the pope’s interview, but have not yet received a response.

Texas bishop says Francis' support of civil unions is 'dangerous,' papacy lacks clarity

https://www.ncronline.org/news/people/texas-bishop-says-francis-support-civil-unions-dangerous-and-papacy-lacks-clarity
Christopher White, October 22, 2020
The Catholic bishop of Tyler, Texas, a vocal opponent of Pope Francis, has invited the pontiff to fire him.

In a new interview, Bishop Joseph Strickland characterized the long delay of the release of the Vatican's report on former Cardinal Theodore McCarrick as "evil" and said that "if I get fired for saying that, for not being politically correct, go ahead and fire me."

Strickland also accused both the Vatican and the United States of having a "deep state," saying the papacy lacks clarity and Pope Francis' recent comments in support of civil unions for same sex-couples are "confusing and very dangerous." 

"The church is weak. The church is not clear," he told radio host Cy Kellett on Oct. 21.
"We were relying on the papacy to be this beacon of clarity and stability, and it just doesn't feel clear and stable anymore," Kellet said to Strickland during a webinar on "Forming the Catholic Conscience in a World of Confusion," sponsored by the multimedia organization Catholic Answers.

"Sadly, I have to support that," Strickland replied. 

His remarks came on the same day in which Francis reaffirmed his long-standing support for civil unions, which Strickland dismissed as mere opinion.

"A pope could have had opinions contrary to the deposit of faith 500 years ago," he said, suggesting that the widespread availability of new media and developed forms of communications has altered the way papal pronouncements are received around the world.

"What's getting broadcast around the world is Pope Francis' opinion on this, and I think that is confusing and very dangerous," adding "there are evil forces that would love to destroy the Catholic Church."

Strickland, who is 61 years old and was made a bishop in 2012, is among the most vocally partisan members of the U.S. hierarchy. In September, he endorsed a viral video made by a Wisconsin priest who claimed "you cannot be Catholic and be a Democrat." In 2018, when the now disgraced former papal nuncio to the United States, Archbishop Carlo Maria Viganò, accused Francis of mishandling abuse and called for his resignation, within 24 hours Strickland deemed Viganò's charges to be credible and asked that his statement be distributed at all Masses in his diocese. 

During the hour-long webinar, he recalled meeting with Pope Francis this past January during his ad limina visits at the Vatican with other bishops from Texas, Arkansas and Oklahoma, which he described as "very pleasant, but I'd have to say too pleasant."

"The world is falling apart and Pope Francis was very cordial, very welcoming, but like I said, I mean, when a leg has been severed and we're bleeding out, I don't think we really need cordial and welcoming. We need something more," he said on Wednesday evening. 

"I certainly don't put it all on Pope Francis. The machine of the Vatican, there is evil there. There is darkness in the Vatican. I mean, that's very clear," said the Texas bishop.

The bishop, who is well known for all-caps Twitter diatribes against the Democratic Party, the evils of abortion and against gay marriage, seemed to indicate that the evil that he believes has permeated much of the government also permeates the church.

"Ultimately, it's just documented fact that there is a deep state in the United States," he told the 2,000 registered viewers for the webinar. "There is a lot of manipulation of the truth by the media, by the government, by people with money. I think that's pretty well documented and sadly, it's the same with the church.

He also said that in the same way there are "cafeteria Catholics" who are "picking and choosing" elements of Catholic teaching to support, he said that many bishops are doing the same.

"There are bishops that are clearly teaching contrary to what Catholic teaching is," adding that they are "playing fast and loose with what God has revealed to us." 

While Pope Francis has made strides to elevate the process of synodality, a longstanding church practice emphasizing the collaboration of local bishop conferences and local churches in communion with the global church, Strickland offered a stark criticism of it. 

Strickland said that "very little good news" came from the Vatican's 2018 Synod of Bishops on young people and that "All this synodality is garbage as far as I'm concerned."

"It just is not living the truth," he said. 

Strickland was especially critical of the current German "synodal path," in which the church has vowed to have an open discussion on matters related to women's ordination, gay marriage and more. Strickland revealed that he had written a letter to the archbishops in Germany warning that they must protect the "deposit of faith." 

"They probably never even read my letter," he surmised, warning that the bishops are responsible for "confusion" and leading Catholics to believe that "same-sex marriage is fine, the gender issues are fine, all the agenda of LGBT are fine." 

"Germany is in trouble as a church," warned the American bishop. 

Pope Francis’ Homosexuality Comments Heavily Edited in Documentary, No Vatican Comment on Civil Unions

https://www.ncregister.com/news/pope-francis-homosexuality-comments-heavily-edited-in-documentary-no-vatican-comment-on-civil-unions 
Vatican City, October 22, 2020
Francesco, a newly-released documentary on Pope Francis, contains comments from the pope on homosexuality and civil unions. Some of the remarks, however, are the result of editing distinct phrases from a papal interview and presenting them as a cohesive whole.
While filmmaker Evgeny Afineevsky told CNA and other journalists that Pope Francis made comments calling for the passage of civil union laws directly to him, the comments actually appear to come from a 2019 interview of Pope Francis conducted by Mexican journalist Valentina Alazraki.
The pope’s comments on civil unions, have not been disputed by the Vatican despite multiple requests for clarity. The remarks were not contained in the published version of Alazraki’s interview, and have not been seen by the public except in Francesco.

On Wednesday, however, Fr. Antonio Spadaro, director of the influential journal La Civiltà Cattolica, told journalists that the pope’s remarks on civil unions are excerpted from the 2019 interview, and did not dispute the way in which they were presented in the documentary.

At the same time, a CNA analysis of the interview’s transcript shows that other papal comments on homosexuality featured in Francesco were compiled by heavy editing of the 2019 interview’s video footage.
Francesco presents Pope Francis saying the following, in remarks about his approach to pastoral care:

“Homosexuals have a right to be a part of the family. They’re children of God and have a right to a family. Nobody should be thrown out, or be made miserable because of it.”

While the pope did say those words on camera, he did not say them in that order, or use those phrases in immediate proximity.

CNA has bolded the appearance of those words in an excerpted translation of the pope’s remarks during his 2019 interview:

“I was asked a question on a flight - after it made me mad, made me mad for how one news outlet transmitted it - about the familial integration of people with homosexual orientation, and I said, homosexual people have a right to be in the family, people with homosexual orientation have a right to be in the family and parents have the right to recognize that son as homosexual, that daughter as homosexual. Nobody should be thrown out of the family, or be made miserable because of it.”

“Another thing is, I said when you see some signs in the children and from there send them to -  I should have said a ‘professional,’ what came out was ‘psychiatrist.’ I meant to say a professional because sometimes there are signs in adolescence or pre-adolescence that they don’t know if they are homosexually oriented or if it is that the thymus gland didn’t atrophy in time. Who knows, a thousand things, no? So, a professional. The title of the daily paper: ‘The Pope sends homosexuals to the psychiatrist.’ It’s not true!”

“They asked me the same question another time and I repeated it, ‘They are children of God, they have a right to a family, and such.’ Another thing is, and I explained I was wrong with that word, but I meant to say this: When you notice something strange, ‘Ah, it’s strange.’ No, it’s not strange. Something that is outside of the usual. That is, not to take a little word to annul the context. There, what I said is that they ‘have a right to a family.’ And that doesn’t mean to approve of homosexual acts, not at all.”

After the presentation of those edited remarks, the pope is seen to say in Francesco that “What we have to create is a civil union law. That way they are legally covered. I stood up for that.”

While those remarks seem certainly to come from the Alazraki interview, Francesco director Evgeny Afineevsky has told reporters otherwise, and the section of the Alazraki interview in which they would have come was not included in the published version, and is not available to the public.

But in addition to their context, some have called their meaning into question, suggesting that a phrase used by the pope, “convivencia civil,” was mistranslated by Francesco as “civil unions” in the film’s subtitle, and actually suggests a different kind of legal recognition.
But on Wednesday Archbishop Victor Manuel Fernandez, a theologian who has long been close to the pope, suggested that the pope’s phrase is substantially equivalent to the phrase “civil union.”

The archbishop posted on Facebook that before he became the pope, then Cardinal-Bergoglio “always recognized that, without calling it ‘marriage,’ in fact there are very close unions between people of the same sex, which do not in themselves imply sexual relations, but a very intense and stable alliance. They know each other thoroughly, they share the same roof for many years, they take care of each other, they sacrifice for each other. Then it may happen that they prefer that in an extreme case or illness they do not consult their relatives, but that person who knows their intentions in depth. And for the same reason they prefer that it be that person who inherits all their assets, etc. This can be contemplated in the law and is called ‘civil union’ [unión civil] or ‘law of civil coexistence’ [ley de convivencia civil], not marriage.” 

Cardinal says Catholics ‘can and should’ disagree with Pope’s ‘opinion’ on gay civil unions

https://www.lifesitenews.com/blogs/cdl.mueller-popes-words-on-gay-civil-unions-purely-private-expression-of-opinion-which-every-catholic-can-and-should-freely-contradict 
Dr. Maike Hickson, October 22, 2020
Cardinal Gerhard Müller, in his first reaction to the new papal interview which endorses civil unions of same-sex couples, states that when there is a conflict between the words of a Pope and the Words of God, one has to choose God. He reminds us of St. Paul who had to withstand St. Peter, the first Pope, when the latter was teaching error. The German cardinal also tells Catholics that in such a case where the Pope does not teach the Word of God, but his “purely private” opinion, they “should freely contradict” him. 
Finally, Cardinal Müller states that Pope Francis, “instead of meeting with people who feel confirmed by him in their attitude and wrong thinking and who show off to the world with their picture with the Pope, [should] study Daniel Mattson's book and invite him to a conversation. He is an American who has found the way out of the disgracefulness of sexual promiscuity and into a life of abstinence in the ‘freedom and glory of the children of God’ (Rom 8:21).” 
In a new film that will premiere in North America Sunday but premiered in Rome yesterday, Pope Francis has contradicted Catholic Church teaching by calling for homosexual civil unions to be legalized. Speaking of homosexual civil unions, he said, “What we have to create is a civil union law. That way they are legally covered. I stood up for that.” 

Cardinal Müller makes it clear that this new papal statement has as its effect that “Catholics are irritated” and the “enemies of the Church feel confirmed by the Vicar of Our Lord Jesus Christ.” For example, the General Secretary of the United Nations, Antonio Guterres, has praised Pope Francis for his new words for their focus on “non-discrimination” with regard to “sexual orientation.” Therefore, the new papal “decision,” he continued, “is extremely welcome.” 
Cardinal Raymond Leo Burke, one of the four dubia cardinals, also published today a statement and critique of the Pope's new words. He writes about the papal endorsement of same-sex unions that “such declarations generate great bewilderment and cause confusion and error among Catholic faithful, inasmuch as they are contrary to the teaching of Sacred Scripture and Sacred Tradition, and of the recent Magisterium by which the Church guards, protects and interprets the whole deposit of faith contained in Sacred Scripture and Sacred Tradition.” 

Finally, Bishop Marian Eleganti, of Chur, Switzerland, wrote to LifeSiteNews his own assessment of the situation. He states that “the papal interviews have become inflationary,” but that, “instead of teaching the faith of the Church, namely what has been and is to be believed everywhere, always and by everyone (Vincent de Lérins), they give us personal views that are neither indisputable nor infallible.” Such papal words, he concludes, are in contradiction with the Church's catechism: “The Church cannot encourage forms of life sanctioned by civil law that contradict her own catechism. Nor can the latter be changed in one fell swoop.” 
Below is the full statement by Cardinal Gerhard Ludwig Müller: 

I do not know the exact wording of the interview statement, which is ambiguous as so often. But the effect is fatal. The Catholic faithful are irritated, the enemies of the Church feel confirmed by the Vicar of our Lord Jesus Christ, whom they reject as the Son of God. Instead of using theological and philosophical arguments of reason, they appeal to feelings, thus checkmating the rationality of faith with sentimentality. But faith does not depend on a political option in the right or left spectrum or an ideological position between conservatism or progressivism, but only on the Truth that God Himself is in His Essence and in the Word of His historical Revelation. 

The Christian believes in God as the first truth and recognizes the Pope and the bishops as successors of St. Peter and the other Apostles. Loyalty to the Pope is something different from an idolatrous papolatry similar to the principle according to which the leader or the party is always right. Where there is tension between the plain and obvious Word of God and the infallible interpretation on the one hand and private expressions of opinion even by the highest church authorities on the other, the principle always applies: in dubio pro DEO [When in doubt, be in favor of God]. 

The Magisterium serves the Word of God and never stands above Revelation. This is in any case the valid teaching of the Church on the relationship of the Revelation of God in Christ to the Magisterium which is subordinate to it. 

The present statement [of Pope Francis] is a purely private expression of opinion, which every Catholic can and should freely contradict. John Henry Newman (1801-1890), the famous Cardinal and one of the greatest teachers of the Church in modern times, has said that even worse than financial corruption in Church organizations and the moral corruption of clergy and leading laymen is corruption in matters of revealed doctrine. 

This was and is the source of all the abuses and scandals in church history. What is ecclesial candor or the freedom of a Christian man? Between Pope and bishops – especially the cardinals of the Holy Roman Church – the same relationship exists analogously as between Peter and the other Apostles. St. Paul confronted St. Peter because the latter had deviated from the “truth of the Gospel” (Gal 2:14) through ambiguous behavior and speech. St. Hieronymus, St. Augustine, and St. Thomas Aquinas, in their interpretation of the Epistle to the Galatians, take St. Paul's side in terms of content and praise St. Peter for his humility in allowing himself to be rebuked by him. 

In the Catholic Church, the Word of God is valid – with regard to the complementarity of the sexes, to marriage and family – and this in the definitive interpretation in the person and mission of Christ, His Son, speaking to the Pharisees – then and now: “Haven’t you read that at the beginning the Creator made them male and female, and said, 'For this reason a man will leave his father and mother and be united to his wife, and the two will become one flesh'?” (Mt 19:4). There is no right to marriage and family unless a man and a woman, according to their God-created nature, freely say to one another in conscience and in the sight of God: Only you and forever – until death do us part.  

Outside of legitimate marriage, according to God's Will, every sexual union is objectively a grave sin, regardless of the subjective guilt that only God knows and to whose forgiveness we can entrust ourselves always and at every moment.  But we must not frivolously sin, taking the mercy of God for granted and, instead of letting ourselves be justified by His merciful judgment, we must not see ourselves confirmed in a sinful act by the applause of dechristianized contemporaries. 

The Catechism of the Catholic Church makes a clear distinction between pastoral care and personal attention to persons with a inclination towards persons of the same sex and the objective evaluation of homosexual acts or even heterosexual acts outside marriage which are contrary to God's Commandment. “Whoever says that he remains in Him must also lead a life as HE led it.” (1 John 2:6). Keeping the Commandments of God is an expression of love for Him and the recognition of their healing effect on man. 

The Pope should, instead of meeting with people who feel confirmed by him in their attitude and wrong thinking and who show off to the world with their picture with the Pope, study Daniel Mattson's book and invite him to a conversation. He is an American who has found the way out of the disgracefulness of sexual promiscuity and into a life of abstinence in the “freedom and glory of the children of God” (Rom 8:21). 
How the approving of homosexual civil unions is related to the message of Fatima

A German priest reacts to Pope Francis’s remarks on civil unions for homosexual couples. 

https://www.lifesitenews.com/opinion/overcoming-the-false-prophecy 
Fr. Frank Unterhalt, October 22, 2020
The disastrous statement of the bishop of Rome on the promotion of civil unions of homosexual partners clearly has an apocalyptic reference. We are in the time of the great test, in which a historical and decisive struggle is taking place. 

Carlo Cardinal Caffarra, the founding President of the Pontifical John Paul II Institute for Marriage and the Family, shortly before his death in 2017, referred to a letter from Sister Lucia of Fatima in which she had written the following: “Father, a time will come when the decisive battle between the kingdom of Christ and Satan will be over marriage and the family. And those who will work for the good of the family will experience persecution and tribulation. But do not be afraid, because Our Lady has already crushed his head.”[1]. 

In light of the message of Fatima, it is striking that the assassination attempt on Pope John Paul II is directly related to the establishment of his prophetic Institute for Marriage and the Family. Pope Benedict XVI pointed this out in an address on the occasion of the 25th anniversary of its foundation: “On that day, May 13, 1981, my beloved Predecessor John Paul II suffered the well-known serious attack on his life during the Audience at which he was to have announced the creation of your Institute.”[2] 

The past seven years have shown in a shocking way what hatred the adversary has for the beauty of the true teaching on Christian marriage and family. The Institute of St. John Paul II has not only been massively attacked, but completely dismantled and robbed of its very essence. At both of the Synods of Bishops on Marriage and Family, in 2014 and in 2015, it was completely ignored until the unacceptable exhortation Amoris laetitia in 2016 even brought forth a direct contradiction of Church teaching. In the same year, the ultimate destruction of the Institute began with the appointment of a new Grand Chancellor and opposing statutes, and with the suspension of all previous professors. In addition, it was subjected to a substantive “reorientation” that insiders described as a “purge” in the most negative sense [3]. 

The break made by Bergoglio is now openly evident, because on March 28, 2003, Pope John Paul II had approved the following clarification of the Congregation for the Doctrine of the Faith and ordered its publication: “There are absolutely no grounds for considering homosexual unions to be in any way similar or even remotely analogous to God's plan for marriage and family. Marriage is holy, while homosexual acts go against the natural moral law” [4]. 

The testimony of the saints leaves no doubt about the extent to which homosexual acts offend the Creator and provoke His retribution. How can we fail to think of God's insistent admonition, handed down to us in the famous Dialogue of St. Catherine of Siena: “The wretched do even worse and commit the accursed sin against nature. And like blind fools whose reason is clouded, they do not perceive the rottenness and misery in which they find themselves. Not only to Me, who am the highest eternal purity, it is disgusting (so detestable indeed that for this one sin I destroyed five cities by My divine judgment, since My righteousness would not bear it any longer), but even to demons” [5]. 

Based on the clear biblical message, the Permanent Magisterium of the Catholic Church has always protected marriage and family. Thus, especially today it cannot be concealed that homosexual practices are among the grave sins that seriously violate chastity (cf. CCC 2396) and are vehemently rejected by Holy Scripture (cf. Gen 19:1-29; Rom 1:24-27; 1 Cor 6:9-10; 1 Tim 1:10). The Catechism reminds us of the guilt of the Sodomites that “cries to heaven” (cf. CCC 1867). [6] 

In this apocalyptic time of the False Prophecy, the intervention of the Immaculate Heart of Mary, whom we venerate as the one who crushes the head of the hellish serpent, strengthens us. She, the purest Virgin, Mother of Beautiful Love and Mediatrix of All Graces, will make us see through the snares of the evil enemy and lead us safely to the salvation which the Triune God gives to His own. 

In the great tribulation of this epochal and decisive struggle, in which the eternal salvation of so many souls is threatened, we repeat the famous words spoken by Pope John Paul II at the consecration of mankind to Our Lady of Fatima: “Once again, let the infinite saving power of salvation show itself to the world: the power of merciful love! That it puts a stop to evil! That it changes consciences! In your Immaculate Heart the light of hope is revealed to all!”[7] 

October 22, 2020 
Commemoration of the Feast of St. Pope John Paul II 
Pastor Frank Unterhalt 
 
[1] Diane Montagna, “Timeline of events reveals plot to destroy legacy of JPII Institute,” in: LifeSiteNews, August 20, 2019. 
[2] Pope Benedict XVI, Address on the occasion of the 25th anniversary of the Pontifical John Paul II Institute for Studies on Marriage and the Family, May 11, 2006. 
[3] See Diane Montagna. 
[4] Congregation for the Doctrine of the Faith, Considerations regarding proposals to give legal recognition to unions between homosexual persons, June 3, 2003, I, 4. 
[5] St. Catherine of Siena, Dialogue III, 124, in: Conversation about God's Providence, Einsiedeln 

Vatican hosts award ceremony for gay director of film in which Pope endorsed gay civil unions

https://www.lifesitenews.com/news/vatican-hosts-award-ceremony-for-gay-director-of-film-in-which-pope-endorsed-gay-civil-unions 
Martin Bürger, October 22, 2020
Filmmaker Evgeny Afineevsky, whose new documentary Francesco on Pope Francis made headlines across the globe for the Holy Father’s comments on homosexuality and what appeared to be an endorsement of homosexual civil unions, was honored earlier today with an award in the Vatican gardens. Afineevsky is a homosexual himself.  
“Afineevsky, who is gay, had expressed surprise after the premiere that the pope’s comments had created such a stir, saying Francis wasn’t trying to change doctrine but was merely expressing his belief gay people should enjoy the same rights as heterosexuals,” the Associated Press (AP) reported. 

It is not yet clear how and why Afineevsky and Pope Francis started collaborating in the production of the documentary. In 2009, the Russian-born filmmaker released his feature directorial debut “Oy Vey! My Son Is Gay!” The movie received numerous awards from organizations supporting homosexuality. 

“A romantic comedy featuring a Jewish family who struggles coming to terms with their son’s non-Jewish and gay boyfriend,” IMDb summarized the storyline. “When the gay couple adopts a child and it makes headline news, their families come to defend them and realize how much they love them.” 
In the documentary released yesterday, Pope Francis said, “Homosexuals have a right to be a part of the family. They’re children of God and have a right to a family. Nobody should be thrown out, or be made miserable because of it.” 

As first reported by the Catholic News Agency (CNA), the Pope also said, “What we have to create is a civil union law. That way they are legally covered. I stood up for that.” 

Earlier today, Afineevsky received an award for his documentary in the Vatican gardens. The ceremony was attended by some Vatican officials. Generally, the award ceremony, which appears to be hosted by the Italian government, takes place in Venice. 
“I’m so proud that finally ‘Francesco’ is on its way to the world to change hearts and minds,” the filmmaker said, CNA reported. “I’m happy that I can bring the voices of the Rohingya refugees, refugees from Syria, voices of victims of sexual abuse, voices from different points and from different corners of the world. Something that Pope Francis really cares [about] and something that is really deeply in my heart.” 

AP pointed to another element of confusion regarding the Pope’s comments on homosexuality, suggesting that he could have made those remarks during a 2019 interview with Mexican broadcaster Televisa. The interview “was never broadcast in its entirety.” 

“Televisa has not confirmed that the comments were made during its interview, but the scene of the documentary is identical to the Televisa interview, including the yellow background, a chair in the corner and slightly off-center placement of the chain of Francis’ pectoral cross,” the article pointed out. 

“The official 2019 Vatican News transcript of that interview, as well as the official Vatican edit, contains no such comment on the need for legal protections for civil unions. The official edit does include his comments on the need for gay people to feel they are part of a family, as he has said previously.” 

According to the article, “some version of the footage was apparently available in the Vatican archives, which were opened to filmmaker Evgeny Afineevsky.” 

However, “Afineevsky, when pressed by reporters late Wednesday, said the pope made the comments to him directly, through a translator, but declined to say when,” AP added. 

LifeSiteNews PETITION calling on Pope Francis for clarification
The Holy Father’s comments, regardless of their origin, were praised by secular observers all over the world. For instance, the Secretary-General of the United Nations, António Guterres, said the statement “is, of course, extremely welcome from our perspective.” 
At the same time, several cardinals and bishops have come out defending traditional Church teaching on homosexuality. 

“Basing itself on Sacred Scripture, which presents homosexual acts as acts of grave depravity, Tradition has always declared that ‘homosexual acts are intrinsically disordered’ … inasmuch as they are contrary to the natural law, closed to the gift of life and void of a true affective and sexual complementarity. Therefore, they cannot be approved,” explained Cardinal Raymond Burke. 

“The faithful, and, in particular, Catholic politicians are held to oppose the legal recognition of homosexual unions,” he continued. “The right to form a family is not a private right to vindicate but must correspond to the plan of the Creator Who has willed the human being in sexual difference, ‘male and female He created them’ (Gen 1, 27), thus calling man, male and female, to the transmission of life.” 

“‘Because married couples ensure the succession of generations and are therefore eminently within the public interest, civil law grants them institutional recognition. Homosexual unions, on the other hand, do not need specific attention from the legal standpoint since they do not exercise this function for the common good.’ To speak of a homosexual union, in the same sense as the conjugal union of the married, is, in fact, profoundly misleading, because there can be no such union between persons of the same sex.” 
Burke said the statements in the documentary Francesco “do not correspond to the constant teaching of the Church, as it is expressed in Sacred Scripture and Sacred Tradition, and is guarded, protected and interpreted by the Magisterium. Equally sad and concerning is the turmoil, confusion, and error they cause among the Catholic faithful, as is the scandal they cause, in general, by giving the totally false impression that the Catholic Church has had a change of course, that is, has changed its perennial teaching regarding such fundamental and critical questions.” 

Cardinal Gerhard Müller, the former prefect of the Congregation for the Doctrine of the Faith, said, “I do not know the exact wording of the interview statement, which is ambiguous as so often. But the effect is fatal.” 

“The Catholic faithful are irritated, the enemies of the Church feel confirmed by the Vicar of our Lord Jesus Christ, whom they reject as the Son of God,” he summarized. “Instead of using theological and philosophical arguments of reason, they appeal to feelings, thus checkmating the rationality of faith with sentimentality.” 

“The present statement [of Pope Francis] is a purely private expression of opinion, which every Catholic can and should freely contradict,” Müller said. 

During October of last year, it was in the Vatican gardens that Pope Francis was presented with a Pachamama statue as part of activities related to the Amazon Synod. 

Pope’s comments on gay civil unions cause shockwaves around the world

Pro-LGBT priest Fr. James Martin, meanwhile, warned faithful Catholic bishops to 'rethink their positions.'

https://www.lifesitenews.com/news/deepest-sadness-cardinal-burke-condemns-pope-franciss-remarks-supporting-civil-unions 
Emily Mangiaracina, October 22, 2020

Pope Francis’s remarks supporting homosexual civil unions, aired yesterday in the premiere of the documentary Francesco, have caused a worldwide stir, arousing backlash, celebration, and confusion all at once.
“What we have to create is a civil union law,” Pope Francis is reported to have said in what is arguably his clearest statement of public support for a practice morally prohibited by official Catholic Church teaching.

Cardinal Raymond Burke today released a statement on Pope Francis’s remarks in which he said, “It is a source of deepest sadness and pressing pastoral concern that the private opinions reported with so much emphasis by the press and attributed to Pope Francis do not correspond to the constant teaching of the Church, as it is expressed in Sacred Scripture and Sacred Tradition.”

Cardinal Gerhard Müller commented, “Where there is tension between the plain and obvious Word of God and the infallible interpretation on the one hand, and private expressions of opinion even by the highest church authorities on the other, the principle always applies: in dubio pro DEO [When in doubt, be in favor of God].”

It’s not just the usual critics of Pope Francis’s provocative statements who are speaking out.
Catholic theologian and apologist Scott Hahn, without directly quoting Pope Francis, yesterday shared on Facebook the “Letter to the Bishops of the Catholic Church on the Pastoral Care of Homosexual Persons,” published by the CDF in 1986, with the statement: “Holy Father, respectfully and humbly, I beg to differ... if that is indeed what you said. In any case, please clarify and rectify your statement, especially in view of the official teaching of our Lord through the magisterium of His Church.”

Meanwhile, Pope Francis’s remarks have received notable support from U.N. secretary general António Guterres. In an interview with the Associated Press on October 21, he said, “This is a clear demonstration of a fundamental principle, which is the principle of non-discrimination. And one of the things that has been very clear in the UN doctrine on this is that non-discrimination is also relevant in terms of sexual orientation so of course this issue of the pope is extremely welcome from our perspective.”

VIDEO

Father James Martin, controversially known as one of the most outspoken advocates for Church acceptance of homosexuality, told CNN yesterday, “The bishops who are many in different countries who are sort of violently against civil unions are going to have to rethink their positions.”

LifeSiteNews PETITION calling on Pope Francis for clarification
“[Pope Francis] may have in a sense, as we say in the church, developed his own doctrine. We have to reckon with the fact that the head of the church has now said that he feels that civil unions are ok. And we can’t dismiss that. This is a kind of teaching that he is giving us,” Fr. Martin continued.
The fact that the pope, historically known as the “vicar of Christ” — although Pope Francis has distanced himself from that title — has publicly broken with Catholic moral teaching is, naturally, a source of confusion, as Bishop Thomas Tobin wryly noted in a tweet yesterday: “Popes John Paul and Benedict, in formal teaching said that same-sex civil unions were wrong and that Catholics had to oppose them. Pope Francis, in a movie, said that same-sex civil unions were helpful and should be promoted.  So, I ask, how could there possibly be any confusion.”

The responses to this tweet merely drive his point home.

One Twitter user responded, “Because Pope Francis is Our current Pope and to disregard him is to ignore God’s update. Not kidding.”

Another said, “The Holy Father’s word is law. You should obey, Bishop.”
Michael Heinlein, editor of Simplycatholic.com, responded by tweeting a quote by Cardinal Francis George: “Same-sex unions are incompatible with the teaching that has kept the Church united to her Lord for two thousand years.”
The confusion is even more powerfully demonstrated by the front cover of today’s “highest circulation UK newspaper,” Metro, shared by Edward Pentin on Twitter. It reads: “Pope Blesses Gay Weddings.” While support of homosexual civil unions already contradicts Church teaching — some, including Pope Francis himself — draw moral distinctions between homosexual civil unions and homosexual “marriage.” Metro’s claim that Pope Francis has blessed or in any way approved “gay weddings” is flat-out incorrect.

Adding “intrigue” to the airing of Pope Francis’s statements is an exchange between Rev. Antonio Spadaro, one of Pope Francis’s leading communications advisers, and the Associated Press.

According to the Associated Press, Spadaro “insisted the pope’s comments were old news, saying they were made during a May 2019 interview with Mexican broadcaster Televisa.”

As he exited the premiere of the film Francesco, Spadaro told the AP, “There’s nothing new because it’s a part of that interview. It seems strange that you don’t remember.”

“But Televisa didn’t air those comments when it broadcast the interview — nor did the Vatican when it put out its recordings of it,” the AP said.


Pope Francis Didn’t Change Church Teaching on Marriage

COMMENTARY: There is less in the Holy Father’s comments than meets the eye, but it remains a significant statement, and what exactly it means remains unclear.

https://www.ncregister.com/commentaries/pope-francis-didn-t-change-church-teaching-on-marriage 

Fr. Raymond J. de Souza, founding editor of Convivium magazine, October 22, 2020
The global headlines reporting that Pope Francis is in favor of civil unions for same-sex couples presented the Holy Father’s comments as a dramatic shift in the Catholic Church’s teaching on homosexual relationships. There is less here than meets the eye, but it remains a significant statement. 
What exactly it means remains unclear. The Holy Father’s brief comments — a few sentences — in a documentary film released Oct. 21 were not part of a carefully drafted address, let alone a formal teaching document. The comments are of the same weight and character of the airborne press conferences that Pope Francis has not had the opportunity to conduct this pandemic year. Perhaps this film was embraced as an opportunity to scratch that garrulous itch.

But there has been discussion that improper editing of the Pope’s statements has led to much of the confusion.

There is something of an “imbergoglio” about all this. 

A modestly competent Vatican communications operation ought to have previewed the documentary and prepared explanatory background materials to help viewers understand what the Holy Father was doing — and what he was not doing.
 

What Pope Francis Did

It has been a hallmark of the Francis pontificate that he draws close to those on the “peripheries,” to the suffering and the wounded. Indeed, it is one of the most attractive aspects of his witness and ministry. Whether the “gay rights” movement is on the peripheries is debatable, but that there are those in the “LGBT” community who feel excluded, even ostracized, from the life of the Church is a pastoral reality that the Holy Father has sought to address. His initial comment is entirely consistent with many of his previous statements and actions:

“Homosexual people have the right to be in a family. They are children of God. You can’t kick someone out of a family, nor make their life miserable for this.”

It should be noted that the use of the “LGBT” acronym in many news stories and commentaries is, in this case, wildly inaccurate. The Holy Father spoke of “homosexual people” (LGB) and not “trans” (T) people; to the contrary, Pope Francis is perhaps the world leader most vociferously opposed to what he frequently denounces as “gender ideology.”

The second part of the Holy Father’s comment dealt with legal arrangements for same-sex couples:

“What we have to create is a civil union law; that way they are legally covered.”

As has been well documented in biographies of Pope Francis, in 2010 as archbishop of Buenos Aires he fought against same-sex “marriage” but advocated for “civil unions” or some legal protections for same-sex couples. 

The distinction he made at the time was that only marriage is marriage — meaning a man and a woman — but that individuals in other relationships might be afforded protections of law. 
That the Holy Father said that “we have to create” has been interpreted by some as kind of pontifical mandate, but that is too much weight to put upon a passing comment. In any case, the civil-union horse has long since left the barn, so it remains unclear what situations the Holy Father had in mind. In much of the world, civil unions would be seen as a step backward for same-sex rights; in other parts of the world it is dismissed as a distraction from the prize of same-sex “marriage.”

It is odd, but true, that the declaration of Pope Francis is almost entirely irrelevant to the world. It remains relevant to the Church (see below). Given that he referred to his position in 2010 — “I stood up for that” — it is entirely possible that he was offering an explanatory comment on recent history.
What Pope Francis Did Not Do

The Holy Father did not change Church teaching on the nature of marriage, nor did he suggest that other arrangements could make same-sex relationships equivalent to marriage. 

“His comments in no way signal a departure from the teaching of the Catholic Church concerning marriage or homosexuality,” said Bishop David Zubik of Pittsburgh. “It speaks, rather, of a pastoral approach to these issues.”

Bishop Zubik noted that the papal exhortation Amoris Laetitia (2016) invites compassion for homosexual people and their families (250). That same document also teaches that “there are absolutely no grounds for considering homosexual unions to be in any way similar or even remotely analogous to God’s plan for marriage and family” (251). 
In saying that “homosexual people” have a “right” to be “in a family” or “part of family” (depending upon the translation) it does not seem that Pope Francis is speaking about complex legal matters like IVF or adoption. He is likely referring to families of origin and that homosexual people should not be driven out or deprived of the love of their parents, siblings and relatives. If the Holy Father had more than that in mind, he would have said so; he is repeating here what he taught in Amoris Laetitia.

 

The San Francisco Solution

In 1997, the city of San Francisco mandated that employers — including the Catholic Church — provide benefits to same-sex couples. Archbishop William Levada — the future Congregation for the Doctrine of the Faith prefect under Benedict XVI — proposed a different solution. An employee could designate another person at the same address to share in the benefits. That would satisfy the city’s demands that same-sex couples in a sexual relationship would have benefits, but also did not involve the Church in a formal recognition of such relationships as equivalent to marriage. (The same logic would apply to common-law relationships.) 

The San Francisco solution would permit an employee to designate a sibling, an elderly parent or an adult child, and so arguments were made that it was a pro-family policy in effect, even if had not originated as such.

The current archbishop of San Francisco, Salvatore Cordileone, issued a statement on the Holy Father’s remarks that put “civil unions” in the context of the San Francisco solution:
“I would add that a civil union of this type (one which is not equated to marriage) should be as inclusive as possible, and not be restricted to two people of the same sex in a presumed sexual relationship. There is no reason, for example, why a brother and a sister, both of whom are unmarried and support each other, should not have access to these kinds of benefits. Marriage is unique because it is the only institution that connects children to their mothers and fathers, and therefore is presumed to be a sexual relationship.”  

 

Fake Marriage

In 2017, columnist Michael Sean Winters of the National Catholic Reporter, a self-styled liberal Catholic sympathetic to same-sex “marriage,” sketched out a scenario in which he would enter a (fake) same-sex “marriage”:

“If I found out tomorrow I had cancer and only had six months to live, I would marry my former roommate, who is also a male. I would not do so because we are lovers, as we are not. I would not do so because I intended by that action to approximate in anyway the sacrament of marriage the church bestows. No, I would do so because, having been the executor of my dad’s relatively small and simple estate, I know it would be much, much easier to deal with things like my bank accounts and, most especially, my dog if I had a legal spouse who lived on after me.” 

Winters is not discussing a homosexual relationship, but the legal and logistical issues are similar. A “civil union” permits other relationships — including but not limited to same-sex sexual relationships — to address such matters. Depending on how drafted, such provisions would obviate the need for Winters and other like him to opt for a fake marriage, but enjoy legal protections.
 

Father James Martin

Jesuit Father James Martin explains why he regards the Holy Father’s comments as “momentous”:

“First, he is saying them as Pope, not as Archbishop of Buenos Aires. Second, Francis is very clearly supporting, not simply tolerating, civil unions. Third, he is saying it on camera, in a new documentary, not privately. (I’ve seen the film and the filmmaker wisely shows him saying this on camera, not as a voiceover.)

“This is an historic step forward for the church in its relationship with LGBTQ people, and LGBTQ Catholics.”

Father Martin is to the pontificate of Pope Francis as Father Robert Barron was for Benedict XVI or Father Richard John Neuhaus was for St. John Paul II — the privileged American sacerdotal interpreter. He captures in a particular way the intent, or flavor, of what the Holy Father wishes to do, and attention ought to be paid. Father Martin is granted considerable attention by media outlets who regard him as a champion of changing Catholic teaching on homosexuality.

And so while there is less here than meets the eye, it is not insignificant. And significance is not determined only by parsing syntax, but how things are received. 
After all, the signature phrase of the entire ministry of Pope Francis — his version of John Paul’s “Be not afraid!” — was a similar extemporaneous comment about homosexual people: “Who am I to judge?”

Catholic leaders call for clarity on Pope Francis civil union remarks

https://www.catholicworldreport.com/2020/10/22/catholic-leaders-call-for-clarity-on-pope-francis-civil-union-remarks/ 

October 22/23, 2020
Bishops and prominent Catholics have responded to a new documentary in which Pope Francis is featured calling for civil recognition of same-sex unions, calling for caution and telling Catholics to await clarity from the Vatican after the remarks caused confusion.
The pope’s comments were made in “Francesco,” a documentary on the life and ministry of Pope Francis, released Wednesday. The film made global headlines, because it contains a scene in which Pope Francis is portrayed calling for the passage of civil union laws for same-sex couples.

In the film, the pope is shown saying that “What we have to create is a civil union law. That way they are legally covered.” The apparent endorsement of civil recognition of same-sex couples by the pope garnered the widespread reaction.

“Homosexuals have a right to be a part of the family,” the pope also was shown to say in the video, in a section subsequently shown to be heavily edited. “They’re children of God and have a right to a family. Nobody should be thrown out, or be made miserable because of it,” the pope said, in reference to his approach to pastoral care.

The pope has often spoken of the need for pastoral closeness and love for people who identify as LGBT, and against family members, especially parents, ostracizing or rejecting them on account of their sexual orientation. The pope has also repeatedly said that marriage exists between one man and one woman.

Some activists and media reports have suggested that Pope Francis had changed Catholic teaching by his remarks.

The context and manner in which the film was shot, compiled and edited, have raised questions about what the pope said, the context in which he said it, what it means, and what the Church teaches about civil unions and marriage.

“Pope Francis’ remarks giving qualified support to civil unions of same–sex couples are not his first as pope,” said St. Paul-Minneapolis Archbishop Bernard Hebda on Wednesday.

“While affirming Church teaching that marriage can only be between one man and one woman, he along with others who defend traditional marriage, has shown openness to civil unions as a kind of middle way that would allow persons of the same sex in long-term relationships to have legal benefits without a civil redefinition of marriage itself.”

The archbishop said that “Church teaching on marriage is clear and irreformable,” but that “the conversation must continue about the best ways to reverence the dignity of those in same–sex relationships so that they are not subject to any unjust discrimination.”

Bishop David Zubik of Pittsburgh said that the comments in the documentary “reflect [the pope’s] pastoral approach to persons who may be on the peripheries of society,” and “in no way signal a departure from the teaching of the Catholic Church concerning marriage or homosexuality.”

“It speaks, rather, of a pastoral approach to these issues,” Zubik said.

“In essence, Pope Francis has not promoted change in the moral or sacramental teaching of the Church. He has simply called for all people to be treated with the dignity and love which is their due by being created in God’s image and likeness and being children of the Heavenly Father.”

A 2003 document issued by the Congregation for the Doctrine of the Faith expressed opposition to civil unions for same-sex couples, saying that “respect for homosexual persons cannot lead in any way to approval of homosexual behavior or to legal recognition of homosexual unions.”

The film’s portrayal of a papal endorsement of same-sex unions did not change Church teaching, or alter the Church’s understanding of the nature of homosexual acts. But Francis’s apparent call for legal “cover” for same-sex unions would represent a shift in the prudential judgement of public policy options made by his predecessors.

Bishop Michael Olson of Dallas-Ft. Worth also responded to the film’s release, saying that “the Church is obliged to hand on faithfully what she has received from Christ. It is the mind of Christ that marriage is an indissoluble bond between one man and one woman. The Church preaches and acts upon this truth, regardless of the passing opinions of nations, states, or cultures.”

Noting that Pope Francis has repeatedly affirmed the Church’s unchanging position that marriage exists, and can only exist, between one man and one woman, Olson said that “comments recently recorded in the making of a documentary about Pope Francis regarding civil recognition of ‘unions’ between homosexual couples appear to have led some to the erroneous conclusion that the Church’s teaching on marriage has changed or is about to change.”

“It is a misunderstanding of rights to suggest or infer that legal arrangements of civil societies canconfer a status equivalent to marriage to couples who do not conform to God’s intention and design for marriage.”

Following the release of “Francesco,” some prominent Catholics highlighted their own past support for civil unions as a way of providing legal protections for couples of various kinds, without building a bridge towards civil recognition of same-sex marriage.

Ryan Anderson, senior research fellow at The Heritage Foundation, noted Wednesday that he and Princeton Professor Robert George had previously argued that civil unions would “neither introduce a rival ‘marriage-lite’ option, or treat same-sex unions as marriages.”

The Church previously opposed the recognition of civil unions, even those explicitly defined as distinct from marriage, because they could lead to eventual recognition of “same-sex marriage,” as they have done in countries like the U.K., and because they could have “the consequence of making it a model in present-day society,” and “also obscure basic values which belong to the common inheritance of humanity.”

Some have raised questions about the significance of the pope’s comments, given that many Western countries have already brought in laws recognizing same-sex civil unions and “same-sex marriage.” But Jesuit priest and LGBT campaigner Fr. James Martin said on Twitter that the pope’s comments are “a big deal.”
“For those who think the Pope’s comments about same-sex civil unions are no big deal: Perhaps in the US or Western Europe. But in places like Poland, where some bishops are virulently anti-LGBT; or Uganda, where bishops side with laws criminalizing homosexuality, it’s a big deal.”

Martin’s comments triggered a strong response from Eastern European and African Catholics, who suggested the Jesuit’s comments were a form of cultural colonialism.

“What a shame to see an American priest passing judgement on African bishops!” responded Cardinal Wilfrid Fox Napier of Durban, South Africa. “Why is it a shame? Because [Martin] doesn’t know the context.”

“In recent years, especially in [President] Obama’s time, enormous pressure was put on African leaders to introduce all the Western ‘isms’ as a condition for receiving aid,” the cardinal said.

“Legalizing of abortion and homosexuality were the foremost,” Napier said.

Francis Is Wrong on Civil Unions

https://www.crisismagazine.com/2020/francis-is-wrong-on-civil-unions 

October 23, 2020
AUDIO 29:29

Bishop Schneider to Pope Francis: For the Sake of Your Soul, Retract Approval of Same-Sex Civil Unions

https://edwardpentin.co.uk/bishop-schneider-to-pope-francis-for-sake-of-your-soul-retract-approval-of-same-sex-civil-unions/ 
Edward Pentin, October 23, 2020
“Most Holy Father, for the sake of the salvation of your own immortal soul, for the sake of the souls of all those persons who through your approval of same-sex unions are by their sexual acts grievously offending God and exposing their souls to the danger to be eternally lost, convert, retract your approval and proclaim with all your predecessors the unchangeable teaching of the Church.” 
Same-Sex Civil Unions and the Catholic Faith
The Catholic Faith in the voice of the Magisterium of all times, the sense of the faith of the faithful (sensus fidelium) as well as common sense clearly reject any civil union of two persons of the same sex, a union which has the aim that these persons seek sexual pleasure from each other. Even if persons living in such unions should not engage in mutual sexual pleasure — which in reality has been shown to be quite unrealistic — such unions represent a great scandal, a public recognition of the sins of fornication against nature and a continuous proximate occasion of sin. Those who advocate same-sex civil unions are therefore also culpable of creating a kind of structure of sin, in this case of the juridical structure of habitual fornication against nature, since homosexual acts belong to sins which cry to heaven, as the Catechism of the Catholic Church says (see n. 1867). Those who advocate same-sex civil unions are ultimately unjust and even cruel against those persons who are living in these unions, because these persons will be confirmed in mortal sin, they will be solidified in their interior psychological dichotomy, since their reason tells them, that homosexual acts are against reason and against the explicit will of God, the Creator and Redeemer of men.

Every true Catholic, every true Catholic priest, every true Catholic bishop must with deep sorrow and a weeping heart regret and protest against the unheard fact, that Pope Francis, the Roman Pontiff, the successor of the apostle Peter, the Vicar of Christ on earth, uttered in the documentary film “Francesco” that premiered on October 21, 2020, as part of the Rome Film Festival, his support for civil same-sex unions. Such support of the pope means support for a structure of sin, for a lifestyle against the Sixth Commandment of the Decalogue, which was written with the fingers of God on stone tables on Sinai (see Ex.  31:18) and delivered by the hands of Angels to men (see Gal. 3:19). What God has written with His hand, even a pope cannot erase nor rewrite with his hand or with his tongue. The Pope cannot behave as if he were God or an incarnation of Jesus Christ, modifying these words of the Lord: “You have heard that it was said, ‘You shall not commit adultery.’ But I say to you that everyone who looks at a woman with lustful intent has already committed adultery with her in his heart” (Mt 5:27-28) and instead of this say, more or less, the following: “You have heard that it was said, ‘You shall not commit adultery’, ‘if a man lies with a male as with a woman, both of them have committed an abomination’ (Lev. 20:13), ‘men who practice homosexuality will not inherit the kingdom of God’ (1 Cor. 6:9); ‘the practice of homosexuality is contrary to sound doctrine’ (1 Tim. 1:10). But I say to you that for persons who feel same-sex attraction “we have to create a civil union law. That way they are legally covered”.

Every Shepherd of the Church, and the Pope above all, should always remind others of these serious words of Our Lord: “Anyone who sets aside one of the least of these commands and teaches others accordingly will be called least in the kingdom of heaven” (Mt. 5:19). Every pope has to take very much to heart what the First Vatican Council proclaimed: 
“The Holy Spirit was not promised to the successors of Peter that by His revelation they might make known new doctrine, but that by His assistance they might inviolably keep and faithfully expound Revelation, the Deposit of Faith, delivered through the Apostles.” (Dogmatic Constitution Pastor aeternus, chap. 4)

The advocating of a legal union so that a lifestyle against the explicit Commandment of God, against human nature and against human reason will be legally covered, is a new doctrine, which “sews cushions under every elbow and makes pillows for the heads of persons” (Ez. 13:18), a new doctrine that “perverts the grace of our God into sexual pleasure” (Jude 4), a doctrine which is evidently against Divine Revelation and the perennial teaching of the Church of all times. Such a doctrine is scheming with sin, and is therefore a most anti-pastoral measure. To promote a juridical lifestyle of sin is against the core of the Gospel itself, since persons in same-sex unions through their sexual acts grievously offend God. Our Lady of Fatima made the maternal appeal to all humanity to stop offending God, who is already too much offended.

The following voice of the Magisterium is faithfully echoing the voice of Jesus Christ, Our Divine Master, the Eternal Truth, and the voice of the Church and the popes of all times:

( “Civil law cannot contradict right reason without losing its binding force on conscience.” (cf. John Paul II, Encyclical Evangelium vitae, 72)

( “Laws in favor of homosexual unions are contrary to right reason because they confer legal guarantees, analogous to those granted to marriage, to unions between persons of the same sex. Given the values at stake in this question, the State could not grant legal standing to such unions without failing in its duty to promote and defend marriage as an institution essential to the common good” (Congregation for the Doctrine of the Faith, Considerations regarding proposals to give legal recognition to unions between homosexual persons, n. 6)

( “It might be asked how a law can be contrary to the common good if it does not impose any particular kind of behavior, but simply gives legal recognition to a de facto reality which does not seem to cause injustice to anyone. In this area, one needs first to reflect on the difference between homosexual behavior as a private phenomenon and the same behavior as a relationship in society, foreseen and approved by the law, to the point where it becomes one of the institutions in the legal structure. This second phenomenon is not only more serious, but also assumes a more far-reaching and profound influence, and would result in changes to the entire organization of society, contrary to the common good. Civil laws are structuring principles of man’s life in society, for good or for ill. They “play a very important and sometimes decisive role in influencing patterns of thought and behavior”. Lifestyles and the underlying presuppositions these express not only externally shape the life of society, but also tend to modify the younger generation’s perception and evaluation of forms of behavior. Legal recognition of homosexual unions would obscure certain basic moral values and cause a devaluation of the institution of marriage.” (ibid.)

( “Sexual relations are human when and insofar as they express and promote the mutual assistance of the sexes in marriage and are open to the transmission of new life.” (ibid., n. 7)

( “By putting homosexual unions on a legal plane analogous to that of marriage and the family, the State acts arbitrarily and in contradiction with its duties.” (ibid., n. 8)

( “The denial of the social and legal status of marriage to forms of cohabitation that are not and cannot be marital is not opposed to justice; on the contrary, justice requires it. There are good reasons for holding that such unions are harmful to the proper development of human society, especially if their impact on society were to increase.” (ibid.)

( “It would be gravely unjust to sacrifice the common good and just laws on the family in order to protect personal goods that can and must be guaranteed in ways that do not harm the body of society” (ibid., n. 9)

(There is always “a danger that legislation which would make homosexuality a basis for entitlements could actually encourage a person with a homosexual orientation to declare his homosexuality or even to seek a partner in order to exploit the provisions of the law” (Congregation for the Doctrine of the Faith, Some considerations concerning the response to legislative proposals on the non-discrimination of homosexual persons, July 24, 1992, n. 14)

All Catholics whether they be lay faithful as little children, as young men and young women, as fathers and mothers of family, or as consecrated persons, as cloistered nuns, as priests and as bishops, are inviolably keeping and “fighting for the faith which was once and for ever delivered to the Saints,” (Jude 3), and who are for this reason despised and marginalized at the periphery in the life of the Church of our days, should weep and cry to God that, through the powerful intercession of the Immaculate Heart of Mary, who in Fatima said that people should stop offending God, who is already too offended, Pope Francis may convert and retract formally his approval for the civil same-sex unions, in order to confirm his brethren, as the Lord has commanded him (see Luke 22:32).

All these little ones in the Church (children, young men, young women, fathers and mothers of family, cloistered nuns, priests, bishops) would surely say to Pope Francis: Most Holy Father, for the sake of the salvation of your own immortal soul, for the sake of the souls of all those persons who through your approval of same-sex unions are by their sexual acts grievously offending God and exposing their souls to the danger to be eternally lost, convert, retract your approval and proclaim with all your predecessors the following unchangeable teaching of the Church:

“The Church teaches that respect for homosexual persons cannot lead in any way to approval of homosexual behavior or to legal recognition of homosexual unions.” (Congregation for the Doctrine of the Faith, Considerations regarding proposals to give legal recognition to unions between homosexual persons, n. 11)

“Legal recognition of homosexual unions or placing them on the same level as marriage would mean not only the approval of deviant behavior, with the consequence of making it a model in present-day society, but would also obscure basic values which belong to the common inheritance of humanity. The Church cannot fail to defend these values, for the good of men and women and for the good of society itself.” (ibid., n. 11)
By the incredible approval of same-sex unions through the pope, all the true children of the Church feel like orphans, no more hearing the clear and unambiguous voice of the Pope, who should inviolably keep and faithfully expound Revelation, the Deposit of Faith, delivered through the Apostles.

The true children of the Church of our days might use these words of Psalm 137, saying: We feel as if in exile, by the rivers of Babylon, weeping when remembering Zion, when remembering the luminous and crystal-clear teaching of the popes, of our Holy Mother Church. Yet we unshakably believe in the words of Our Lord, that the gates of hell will not prevail against His Church. The Lord will come, even if He will come late, only in the fourth watch of the night, to calm the storm within the Church, to calm the storm within the papacy of our days, and He will say: “Take heart; it is I. Do not be afraid. O you of little faith, why did you doubt? And when they got into the boat, the wind ceased.” (Mt. 14:27; 32-33) Our Lord will say also to Pope Francis: “For what does it profit a man, if he gains the whole world, and suffers the loss of his own soul? Or what exchange shall a man give for his soul? For the Son of man shall come in the glory of his Father with his angels: and then will he render to every man according to his works.” (Mt. 16:26-27); and Our Lord will say in addition to Pope Francis: “I have prayed that your own faith may not fail; and that once you have converted, you must strengthen your brothers” (Luke 22:32)

October 22, 2020

+ Athanasius Schneider, Auxiliary Bishop of the archdiocese of Saint Mary in Astana

Mexican Broadcaster: Vatican Held Back Pope Francis’ Words on Same-Sex Civil Unions in 2019 Interview Footage

The interview in question was recorded with Vatican-owned cameras, and the network was given footage of the interview, but apparently not all footage, after the interview.

https://www.ncregister.com/news/mexican-broadcaster-vatican-held-back-pope-francis-words-on-same-sex-civil-unions-in-2019-interview-footage 

Vatican City, October 23, 2020
A Mexican broadcaster said Thursday that the Vatican held back footage from a 2019 interview that it conducted with Pope Francis, in which the pope called for the passage of civil union laws for same-sex couples. That footage appears in a documentary on Pope Francis released this week, but the Vatican has not yet explained the situation.
A spokesman for Televisa told the Washington Post Oct. 22 that “Someone at the Vatican gave us the part that we did broadcast, and later they gave the rest of the material to someone else.”

The missing footage appeared in the documentary Francesco, directed by Evgeny Afineevsky, which premiered Wednesday in Rome, prompting a global media firestorm.

The Vatican has not addressed why the comments that were excised from the interview it sent to Televisa later appeared in the documentary.

Teresa Villa, a spokeswoman for Televisa, confirmed to the New York Times on Thursday that the pope made the statement about civil unions in an interview with the broadcaster’s Vatican correspondent, Valentina Alazraki, which took place last year. The interview was recorded with Vatican-owned cameras, and the network was given footage of the interview — but apparently not all footage — after the interview.

While Alazraki’s interview was released by Televisa June 1, 2019, Pope Francis’ comments on civil union legislation were not included in the published version, and had not previously been seen by the public.

According to the Times, two other people close to the company, who asked not to be identified, said that the interview was filmed with Vatican cameras and the Vatican had control over the footage. The two sources also said that Francis’ comments on same-sex unions were cut from the version of the interview footage Televisa received from the Vatican.

The interview Pope Francis gave to Televisa appeared to have been shot in the same place, with the same lighting and the same appearance as the pope’s comments on civil unions, which drew questions this week about the statement’s origin, with conflicting reports coming from different sources.

Afineevsky, who said he was given access to Vatican archival video footage during the documentary’s years-long production, told CNA and other journalists on Wednesday that Pope Francis’ comment in support of legalizing same sex civil unions was made during an interview the director himself conducted with Pope Francis. Televisa’s statement and analysis of the footage contrast that account.

Jesuit Fr. Antonio Spadaro, director of the Jesuit magazine La Civiltà Cattolica, said on Wednesday evening “there is nothing new” in the pope’s remarks on civil unions.

In a video released by Tv2000, a media apostolate of the Italian bishops’ conference, Spadaro said that “the director of the film ‘Francesco’ compiles a series of interviews that have been conducted with Pope Francis over time, giving a great summary of his pontificate and the value of his travels.”

“Among other things, there are various passages taken from an interview with Valentina Alazraki, a Mexican journalist, and within that interview Pope Francis speaks of a right to the legal protection of homosexual couples but without in any way affecting doctrine,” Fr. Spadaro said.

“This is an interview given a long time ago that has already been received by the press,” Fr. Spadaro added, apparently unaware that the pope’s remarks on civil unions had not previously been released.
Tv2000 is not affiliated with the Vatican, and Fr. Spadaro is not a Vatican spokesman.
Also on Wednesday, the priest told the Associated Press that “there’s nothing new because it’s a part of that interview,” adding that “it seems strange that you don’t remember.”

Other aspects of the Francesco documentary have been called into question by journalists in recent days.

On Thursday, CNA and other media outlets reported that other remarks that Pope Francis made about people who identify as LGBT had been spliced together out of sequence from excerpts of the Televisa interview, making their meaning less clear than the pope’s initial remarks.

The Vatican has not responded to questions or requests from media about Pope Francis’ expression of support for legal same-sex civil unions.

Bishop Schneider calls faithful to pray for Pope Francis to ‘convert’

'Every true Catholic, every true Catholic priest, every true Catholic bishop must with deep sorrow and a weeping heart regret and protest...'

https://www.lifesitenews.com/opinion/bishop-schneider-calls-faithful-to-pray-for-pope-francis-to-convert
Bishop Athanasius Schneider, October 23, 2020
The Catholic Faith in the voice of the Magisterium of all times, the sense of the faith of the faithful (sensus fidelium) as well as common sense clearly reject any civil union of two persons of the same sex, a union which has the aim that these persons seek sexual pleasure from each other. Even if persons living in such unions should not engage in mutual sexual pleasure — which in reality has been shown to be quite unrealistic — such unions represent a great scandal, a public recognition of the sins of fornication against nature and a continuous proximate occasion of sin. Those who advocate same-sex civil unions are therefore also culpable of creating a kind of structure of sin, in this case of the juridical structure of habitual fornication against nature, since homosexual acts belong to sins which cry to heaven, as the Catechism of the Catholic Church says (see n. 1867). Those who advocate same-sex civil unions are ultimately unjust and even cruel against those persons who are living in these unions, because these persons will be confirmed in mortal sin, they will be solidified in their interior psychological dichotomy, since their reason tells them, that homosexual acts are against reason and against the explicit will of God, the Creator and Redeemer of men.

Every true Catholic, every true Catholic priest, every true Catholic bishop must with deep sorrow and a weeping heart regret and protest against the unheard fact, that Pope Francis, the Roman Pontiff, the successor of the apostle Peter, the Vicar of Christ on earth, uttered in the documentary film “Francesco” that premiered on October 21, 2020, as part of the Rome Film Festival, his support for civil same-sex unions. Such support of the pope means support for a structure of sin, for a lifestyle against the Sixth Commandment of the Decalogue, which was written with the fingers of God on stone tables on Sinai (see Ex.  31:18) and delivered by the hands of Angels to men (see Gal. 3:19). What God has written with His hand, even a pope cannot erase nor rewrite with his hand or with his tongue. The Pope cannot behave as if he were God or an incarnation of Jesus Christ, modifying these words of the Lord: “You have heard that it was said, ‘You shall not commit adultery.’ But I say to you that everyone who looks at a woman with lustful intent has already committed adultery with her in his heart” (Mt 5:27-28) and instead of this say, more or less, the following: “You have heard that it was said, ‘You shall not commit adultery’, ‘if a man lies with a male as with a woman, both of them have committed an abomination’ (Lev. 20:13), ‘men who practice homosexuality will not inherit the kingdom of God’ (1 Cor. 6:9); ‘the practice of homosexuality is contrary to sound doctrine’ (1 Tim. 1:10). But I say to you that for persons who feel same-sex attraction “we have to create a civil union law. That way they are legally covered”.

Every Shepherd of the Church, and the Pope above all, should always remind others of these serious words of Our Lord: “Anyone who sets aside one of the least of these commands and teaches others accordingly will be called least in the kingdom of heaven” (Mt. 5:19). Every pope has to take very much to heart what the First Vatican Council proclaimed: “The Holy Spirit was not promised to the successors of Peter that by His revelation they might make known new doctrine, but that by His assistance they might inviolably keep and faithfully expound Revelation, the Deposit of Faith, delivered through the Apostles.” (Dogmatic Constitution Pastor aeternus, chap. 4)

[image: image7.png]


 
9:30 https://youtu.be/8tVszrhyKd8 
The advocating of a legal union so that a lifestyle against the explicit Commandment of God, against human nature and against human reason will be legally covered, is a new doctrine, which “sews cushions under every elbow and makes pillows for the heads of persons” (Ez. 13:18), a new doctrine that “perverts the grace of our God into sexual pleasure” (Jude 4), a doctrine which is evidently against Divine Revelation and the perennial teaching of the Church of all times. Such a doctrine is scheming with sin, and is therefore a most anti-pastoral measure. To promote a juridical lifestyle of sin is against the core of the Gospel itself, since persons in same-sex unions through their sexual acts grievously offend God. Our Lady of Fatima made the maternal appeal to all humanity to stop offending God, who is already too much offended.

The following voice of the Magisterium is faithfully echoing the voice of Jesus Christ, Our Divine Master, the Eternal Truth, and the voice of the Church and the popes of all times:

( “Civil law cannot contradict right reason without losing its binding force on conscience.” (cf. John Paul II, Encyclical Evangelium vitae, 72)

( “Laws in favor of homosexual unions are contrary to right reason because they confer legal guarantees, analogous to those granted to marriage, to unions between persons of the same sex. Given the values at stake in this question, the State could not grant legal standing to such unions without failing in its duty to promote and defend marriage as an institution essential to the common good” (Congregation for the Doctrine of the Faith, Considerations regarding proposals to give legal recognition to unions between homosexual persons, n. 6)

( “It might be asked how a law can be contrary to the common good if it does not impose any particular kind of behavior, but simply gives legal recognition to a de facto reality which does not seem to cause injustice to anyone. In this area, one needs first to reflect on the difference between homosexual behavior as a private phenomenon and the same behavior as a relationship in society, foreseen and approved by the law, to the point where it becomes one of the institutions in the legal structure. This second phenomenon is not only more serious, but also assumes a more far-reaching and profound influence, and would result in changes to the entire organization of society, contrary to the common good. Civil laws are structuring principles of man’s life in society, for good or for ill. They “play a very important and sometimes decisive role in influencing patterns of thought and behavior”. Lifestyles and the underlying presuppositions these express not only externally shape the life of society, but also tend to modify the younger generation’s perception and evaluation of forms of behavior. Legal recognition of homosexual unions would obscure certain basic moral values and cause a devaluation of the institution of marriage.” (ibid.)

( “Sexual relations are human when and insofar as they express and promote the mutual assistance of the sexes in marriage and are open to the transmission of new life.” (ibid., n. 7)

( “By putting homosexual unions on a legal plane analogous to that of marriage and the family, the State acts arbitrarily and in contradiction with its duties.” (ibid., n. 8)

( “The denial of the social and legal status of marriage to forms of cohabitation that are not and cannot be marital is not opposed to justice; on the contrary, justice requires it. There are good reasons for holding that such unions are harmful to the proper development of human society, especially if their impact on society were to increase.” (ibid.)

( “It would be gravely unjust to sacrifice the common good and just laws on the family in order to protect personal goods that can and must be guaranteed in ways that do not harm the body of society” (ibid., n. 9)

(There is always “a danger that legislation which would make homosexuality a basis for entitlements could actually encourage a person with a homosexual orientation to declare his homosexuality or even to seek a partner in order to exploit the provisions of the law” (Congregation for the Doctrine of the Faith, Some considerations concerning the response to legislative proposals on the non-discrimination of homosexual persons, July 24, 1992, n. 14)

All Catholics whether they be lay faithful as little children, as young men and young women, as fathers and mothers of family, or as consecrated persons, as cloistered nuns, as priests and as bishops, are inviolably keeping and “fighting for the faith which was once and for ever delivered to the Saints,” (Jude 3), and who are for this reason despised and marginalized at the periphery in the life of the Church of our days, should weep and cry to God that, through the powerful intercession of the Immaculate Heart of Mary, who in Fatima said that people should stop  offending God, who is already too offended, Pope Francis may convert and retract formally his approval for the civil same-sex unions, in order to confirm his brethren, as the Lord has commanded him (see Luke 22:32).

All these little ones in the Church (children, young men, young women, fathers and mothers of family, cloistered nuns, priests, bishops) would surely say to Pope Francis: Most Holy Father, for the sake of the salvation of your own immortal soul, for the sake of the souls of all those persons who through your approval of the same-sex unions are by their sexual acts grievously offending God and exposing their souls to the danger to be eternally lost, convert, retract your approval and proclaim with all your predecessors the following unchangeable teaching of the Church:
“The Church teaches that respect for homosexual persons cannot lead in any way to approval of homosexual behavior or to legal recognition of homosexual unions.” (Congregation for the Doctrine of the Faith, Considerations regarding proposals to give legal recognition to unions between homosexual persons, n. 11)

“Legal recognition of homosexual unions or placing them on the same level as marriage would mean not only the approval of deviant behavior, with the consequence of making it a model in present-day society, but would also obscure basic values which belong to the common inheritance of humanity. The Church cannot fail to defend these values, for the good of men and women and for the good of society itself.” (ibid., n. 11)

By the incredible approval of same-sex unions through the pope, all the true children of the Church feel like orphans, no more hearing the clear and unambiguous voice of the Pope, who should inviolably keep and faithfully expound Revelation, the Deposit of Faith, delivered through the Apostles.
The true children of the Church of our days might use these words of Psalm 137, saying: We feel as if in exile, by the rivers of Babylon, weeping when remembering Zion, when remembering the luminous and crystal-clear teaching of the popes, of our Holy Mother Church. Yet we unshakably believe in the words of Our Lord, that the gates of hell will not prevail against His Church. The Lord will come, even if He will come late, only in the fourth watch of the night, to calm the storm within the Church, to calm the storm within the papacy of our days, and He will say: “Take heart; it is I. Do not be afraid. O you of little faith, why did you doubt? And when they got into the boat, the wind ceased.” (Mt. 14:27; 32-33) Our Lord will say also to Pope Francis: “For what does it profit a man, if he gains the whole world, and suffers the loss of his own soul? Or what exchange shall a man give for his soul? For the Son of man shall come in the glory of his Father with his angels: and then will he render to every man according to his works.” (Mt. 16:26-27); and Our Lord will say in addition to Pope Francis: “I have prayed that your own faith may not fail; and that once you have converted, you must strengthen your brothers” (Luke 22:32)

This article originally appeared on Edward Pentin’s blog. It is published with permission from Bp. Schneider.
1P5 Podcast Ep. #72 – The Pope on Gay Civil Unions & Audience Q&A

https://onepeterfive.com/1p5-podcast-ep-72-the-pope-on-gay-civil-unions-audience-qa 
Steve Skojec, October 23, 2020

On this episode, Steve dives into and tries to make sense of the controversy surrounding Pope Francis’s comments on gay civil unions, as well as the story the controversy has managed to cover for: a two-year extension of the Vatican’s blood money deal with Beijing. In the second half of the show, Steve answers your questions in an audience Q&A.
[image: image8.png]5 S

1P5PODCAST-EP. #72 »




Related links:

Evgeny Afineevsky’s On His ‘Francesco’ Documentary That Made Worldwide Headlines with Pope Francis’ Comments about LGBT Unions 
Papal Interview with Valentina Alazraki (2019)

Chaste same-sex attracted Catholics, feeling betrayed by Pope Francis, urge him to repent
Those who heroically reject homosexuality and choose day in and day out to live chaste lives are now offering poignant commentary on the harm inflicted by Pope Francis’s infelicitous remarks.

https://www.lifesitenews.com/blogs/chaste-same-sex-attracted-catholics-feeling-betrayed-by-pope-francis-urge-him-to-repent 
Doug Mainwaring, October 23, 2020
In the aftermath of Pope Francis’s pronouncement in a just-premiered documentary seemingly supporting the legalization of gay civil unions, chaste same-sex attracted Catholics are struggling to find the right words to express the sense of betrayal and outrage they’re now experiencing.    
While conservative prelates and Catholic scholars have been quoted extensively in religious and secular media around the globe over the last 48 hours explaining the problematic nature of the pontiff’s troubling assertion, those who heroically reject homosexuality and choose day in and day out to live chaste lives are now offering poignant commentary on the harm inflicted by Pope Francis’s infelicitous remarks.

“Most of us are just depressed and humiliated by him,” said Jeremy Schwab, speaking on behalf of many chaste same-sex attracted (SSA) Catholics

After leaving homosexuality and returning to his Catholic faith, Schwab founded Joel 2:25 International, a Christian ministry supporting men, women, youths, and families affected by SSA.

It is possible for him as an individual to be heretic and to take those stances, but he can’t change Church teaching. It is still emotionally traumatizing to all of us.
Before I became Catholic, I had studied the history and knew about the scandals of medieval Popes and the worst sinners in Church history. None of that disturbs me the way this Pope does.

“My first thought upon reading Pope Francis’s words was, ‘Oh, no!’” Paul Darrow told LifeSiteNews. Darrow is one of three chaste SSA Catholics featured in the movie Desire of the Everlasting Hills, produced by the Courage Apostolate.

Yes, he was merely expressing his personal opinion. But the Pope’s opinion was like a shot felt around the world, and that shot went straight to my heart.

As a Catholic with SSA, I was called to see the bigger picture and to turn away from my sex-addicted life. In that picture I recognized the real purpose of sexual intimacy and discovered that my body truly is the temple of the Holy Spirit.

One of the saddest things a chaste, faith-filled Catholic like me could hear is that the successor to the Chair of Peter has just endorsed civil unions — the first stage of the rockets that brought gay “marriage” into being.

“This story may be the straw that breaks the camel’s back that is my Catholic faith,” Thomas Berryman told LifeSiteNews. “I do not think Pope Francis knows how much pain he’s causing because he doesn’t care.”

Berryman explained:

In 2013 and 2014, when I was going through RCIA, I made a conscious effort to ignore all of the signs that I was entering what I would call a “target-rich environment.” Instead, I concentrated on being celibate, believing that is what Holy Mother Church wanted.

Over the past six years, I’ve ignored all kinds of things. For example, I’ve ignored the moribund state of Courage and the robust state of Dignity in our Archdiocese. I ignored Cardinal Tobin’s “nighty night, baby” text and his seemingly odd decision to invite a random guest student at Seton Hall University to live with him (a wannabe actor and model with a penchant for appearing shirtless). I sort of ignored Pope Francis when he invited a transgender man from Spain (Diego Neria Lejarraga) to the Vatican (and paid for all the costs). Then he sent money to trans sex workers who were having financial difficulties.

Pope Francis doesn’t merely preside over a church with a homosexual sub-culture and problems with its priests being unable to keep their hands off boys. He is the gay leader of a gay church dominated by a homosexual super-culture. I read somewhere that, privately, at least, Father James Martin mocks men with same-sex attraction who are celibate. Is that the attitude of many (or even most) priests? I suspect that it is Pope Francis’s attitude.

“Where does this leave me? Who can I trust?” asked Berryman. “Celibate priests and bishops in Detroit [Berryman’s diocese] are an endangered species.” 

LifeSiteNews PETITION calling on Pope Francis for clarification
“How do I go to anyone for counseling who probably thinks I’m a fool and holds me in contempt?  How do I seek absolution from someone who thinks the sins I’m confessing are funny and thinks I’m a fool for believing them to be sins?” he wondered. 
“What is particularly galling is that most of us who have lived [as homosexuals] learned not to trust people.  In other words, most of us already have trust issues,” lamented Berryman, who urged bishops to “get off the fence and take a stand.”

“Under the papacy of Francis, after a series of increasingly specific statements about homosexuality ... pro-gay priests and LGBT Catholic ministries are very much in the ascendancy and have become increasingly bold in their actions and public statements,” Joseph Sciambra told LifeSiteNews. 
TESTIMONY OF A FORMER HOMOSEXUAL-34 JOSEPH SCIAMBRA
http://ephesians-511.net/recent/docs/TESTIMONY_OF_A_FORMER_HOMOSEXUAL-34.doc
A former gay porn star, Sciambra has become perhaps the most strident voice within the Church sounding the alarm over the persistent presence and influence of a powerful gay subculture within the ranks of Catholic clergy.

“Myself, and my friends, to a certain degree, always felt rejected by the local parishes and diocese, but now we feel rejected by Rome as well,” he declared. 

Andrew Comisky, a same-sex attracted man who is married (i.e., to a woman) and is the founder of Desert Stream Ministries, who became a Catholic a decade ago, urged Pope Francis to repent in an open letter published yesterday:

How can we who die daily to the seduction of a global culture intent on fanning our vulnerabilities into an expanding list of fractured “selves” when you bless and advocate legal “cover” over them? Pope Francis, wake up. These forces are unseen robbers who are intent on destroying lives. We who through God’s mercy have repented of our sins and who now fight for the chaste dignity of our comrades are hindered, not helped, by the dissociation of your beliefs and pastoral application.

Comisky continued:

A true father fights for the dignity of his children, especially when they become worldly, conformed to other 'selves' and mastered by disordered desires. You have not fought for us. Instead, you have done us sinners a disservice, granting us false assurance in our divided states. I repeat: you have not fought for us. Love is more stern and splendid than mere acceptance.

You have exhibited compromise and confusion in your pastoral care of persons with same-sex desires. Your merciful intentions are not trustworthy to me and to those I represent.

As we have repented, so can you, Pope Francis.
Kerala bishops clarify Pope’s stand on same-sex marriage

https://mattersindia.com/2020/10/kerala-bishops-clarify-popes-stand-on-same-sex-marriage/ 

https://www.newindianexpress.com/states/kerala/2020/oct/23/no-change-in-views-onhomosexuality-says-kerala-catholic-bishops-council-2213872.html
October 23, 2020
Kerala Bishops’ Council says no change in stand on same-sex marriage after Pope’s remarks
The Catholic body called reports of Pope Francis justifying same-sex marriages as ‘baseless’ and ‘misleading’.

https://scroll.in/latest/976538/kerala-bishops-council-says-no-change-in-stand-on-same-sex-marriage-after-popes-remarks
October 23, 2020
The Kerala Catholic Bishops’ Council on Thursday said there is no change in the Church’s stance on same-sex marriage, a day after a documentary showed Pope Francis saying that same-sex couples should be protected by civil union laws, The Indian Express reported.
The KCBC, an organisation of Catholic bishops in Kerala belonging to rites of Syro-Malabar, Latin and Syro-Malankara Churches, called reports of Francis justifying same-sex marriages as “baseless and misleading”.

The documentary titled Francesco by Oscar-nominated director Evgeny Afineevsky was premiered in Rome on Wednesday. Francis, without mentioning the prospect of same-sex Catholic marriages, suggested in the film that civil partnerships would be the best way to achieve this. He has previously endorsed civil unions when he was serving as Archbishop of Buenos Aires, but opposed same-sex marriages. 
“Homosexual people have a right to be in a family. They are children of God and have a right to a family. Nobody should be thrown out or be made miserable over it. What we have to create is a civil union law. That way they are legally covered. I stood up for that.” — Pope Francis 

On Thursday, KCBC spokesperson Bishop Father Jacob Palakkappalli said the Catholic Church has not changed its stand on family life and homosexuality.

“The Church does not make exhortations about marriage and family life through documentaries. The Pope had taught in the past also that those in the LGBT category are children of God and they deserve special care and love. The Church had adopted a similar stand in 1975, when the Sacred Congregation for the Doctrine of the Faith issued the document Persona humana (Human Person) dealing with sexual ethics...The Church is of the stand that same-sex inclinations should be differentiated from same-sex acts.” — Kerala Catholic Bishops’ Council 
The Catholic Church does not see the living together of same-sex lovers as marriage, which is recognised by some countries as a civil union, Bishop Joseph Pamplany of Tellicherry said, according to The New Indian Express.

“Pastoral services for people living in same-sex relationships are a subject of serious discussion by the Church. The Pope’s official stand is as per the ‘Amoris Laetitia’ Doctrine released by the Catholic Church after the Synod on family. There has been no change in the Pope’s stand on this issue.” — Kerala Catholic Bishops’ Council 
On Wednesday, Papal biographer Austen Ivereigh had told Reuters that the pope’s comment was the “clearest language” he had used about homosexuality, since his appointment in 2013. The pope’s comment also marked a departure from his views in 2013, when he had said in a book that equating homosexual relationships to heterosexual marriages would be “an anthropological regression”. He has made several different comments about homosexuality over the years.

In 2013, the pope had also famously remarked: “If a person is gay and seeks God and has good will, who am I to judge?”
However, Pope Francis also said that “there could be affected children” if same-sex couples were allowed to adopt. He added that every child needed a male father and a female mother to develop an identity. In 2018, the pope had said that homosexuality within the clergy was a “serious matter” and that he was worried about it.
Pope’s same-sex marriage comments prompt support, criticism
https://mattersindia.com/2020/10/popes-same-sex-marriage-comments-prompt-support-criticism/
Manila, NBC News, October 23, 2020
Pope Francis’ surprise endorsement of same-sex civil unions reverberated through the Catholic world October 22, with his comments prompting criticism but also support. The supporters included Philippine President Rodrigo Duterte, the strongman leader of Asia’s largest Catholic nation. Even before the Pope’s comments, Duterte supported a law that would recognize civil unions in same-sex relationships, his spokesman said in a televised briefing.

Now, even the most conservative of the country’s Catholic lawmakers should “no longer have a basis” to object to them, the spokesman, Harry Roque, said.

The Philippines, a devoutly Catholic nation, has witnessed high acceptance of LGBTQ (lesbian, gay, bisexual, transgender and queer) rights, a recent poll has shown. Still, conservative Catholic politicians have resisted legislation to recognize same-sex civil union or marriage fearing the ire of influential church leaders.

Addressing Francis’ remarks, retired Bishop Arturo Bastes of the Philippines said he “had very serious doubts about the moral correctness” of the pontiff’s position.
“This is a shocking statement coming from the pope,” Bishop Bastes told reporters in a cellphone message October 22, The Associated Press reported. “I am really scandalized by his defense of homosexual union, which surely leads to immoral acts,” the Divine Word prelate said.

Catholic teaching holds that homosexual acts are “intrinsically disordered.”

A 2003 document from the Vatican’s doctrine office, then led by Cardinal Joseph Ratzinger, later Pope Benedict XVI, stated that the Church’s respect for homosexuals “cannot lead in any way to approval of homosexual behavior or to legal recognition of homosexual unions.”

Following Pope Francis’ remarks in a documentary, Bishop Thomas Tobin of Rhode Island in the United States, a conservative bishop, immediately called for clarification.

“The Pope’s statement clearly contradicts what has been the long-standing teaching of the church about same-sex unions,” Bishop Tobin said in a statement. “The Church cannot support the acceptance of objectively immoral relationships.”

The definition of marriage as a union between a man and a woman remains intact regardless of the pope’s remarks on same-sex unions, Brian Burch, president of the conservative group CatholicVote, said.

Pope Francis “has no ability to change that teaching about the permanence and exclusivity of marriage,” Burch told the AP.

NBC News has requested comment from the Vatican on the Pope’s remarks, but has not heard back. The Pope’s comments have not been reflected in any official Vatican documents or sermons.

The Pope’s statement came as part of a documentary about his life that aired in Rome October 21, in which he said homosexuals were “children of God” who have a right to a family, and added that a civil union law is necessary to protect their rights.

While serving as the archbishop of Buenos Aires, Pope Francis opposed legislation to approve same-sex marriage, but supported legal protection for the rights of gay couples.

However, he had never come out publicly in favor of same-sex civil unions as the pope. Neither has any pontiff before him.

Pope Francis has ruffled many feathers during his papacy with his progressive views on inequality, migration and climate change.

In a well-known quote from 2013, he said, “Who am I to judge?” when asked about gay priests.

He has also ministered to gays and transsexual prostitutes, and welcomed people in gay partnerships into his inner circle.

Prelates Censure Pontiff on Gay Civil Unions. Argentine archbishop: Francis' words have been accurately translated

https://www.churchmilitant.com/news/article/prelates-censure-pontiff-on-gay-civil-unions 

Dr. Jules Gomes, Vatican City, October 23, 2020
Leading prelates are reprimanding Pope Francis for his "scandalous" endorsement of homosexual civil unions, asking the pontiff to retract his approval "for the sake of the salvation of his immortal soul."
"Every true Catholic, every true Catholic priest, every true Catholic bishop must with deep sorrow and a weeping heart regret and protest against the unheard fact, that Pope Francis ... uttered in the documentary film Francesco ... his support for civil same-sex unions," Bp. Athanasius Schneider of Astana, Kazakhstan, announced Thursday.
"Even if persons living in such unions should not engage in mutual sexual pleasure — which in reality has been shown to be quite unrealistic — such unions represent a great scandal, a public recognition of sins of fornication against nature and a continuous proximate occasion of sin," Schneider argued.

Apologists for Pope Francis, including Argentine archbishop Víctor Manuel Fernández, had rushed to the pontiff's defense, interpreting his words as approving "very close same-sex unions, which do not involve sexual intercourse, but a very intense and stable partnership."
Immoral Acts Implicit?

Schneider also asserted that "the advocating of a legal union so that a lifestyle against the explicit commandment of God, against human nature and against human reason" is "a new doctrine" and an "anti-pastoral measure" which "perverts the grace of our God into sexual pleasure (Jude 4)."

Blasting the pontiff's proposal as "scheming with sin," the bishop of Astana urged Catholics to pray so that "Pope Francis may convert and retract formally his approval for the civil same-sex unions, in order to confirm his brethren, as the Lord has commanded him (cf. Luke 22:32)."

Schneider compared the current situation of the Church to the Israelites in the Babylonian exile "by the rivers of Babylon, weeping when remembering Zion, when remembering the luminous and crystal-clear teaching of the [previous] popes, of our Holy Mother Church."

Bishop Emeritus Arturo Bastes of Sorsogon, Philippines, said he was "really scandalized" by the pope's "defense of homosexual union, which surely leads to immoral acts," adding he had "very serious doubts about the moral correctness" about the pontiff's position.

Cardinal Raymond Burke, former prefect of the Apostolic Signatura, denounced Pope Francis' "private opinions" as not corresponding "to the constant teaching of the Church, as it is expressed in Sacred Scripture and Sacred Tradition, and is guarded, protected and interpreted by the Magisterium."

Fueling LGBT Activism, Flouting Magisterium

Burke lamented about Francis' comments:

Equally sad and concerning is the turmoil, confusion and error they cause among the Catholic faithful, as is the scandal they cause, in general, by giving the totally false impression that the Catholic Church has had a change of course, that is, has changed its perennial teaching regarding such fundamental and critical questions.

In his second column excoriating Pope Francis, Vatican whistleblower Abp. Carlo Maria Viganò said the pontiff's words were a massive boost to "LGBTQ ideology, which today is being imposed on the global level."

"Bergoglio's words have already been received by the gay lobby worldwide as an authoritative support for their claims," the former papal envoy to the United States underscored.

"Behind all of his utterances there is the effort to arouse the reaction of the healthy part of the Church, provoking it with heretical statements, with disconcerting gestures, with documents that contradict the Magisterium," Viganò commented, making the pontiff "a candidate for 'pontiff' of a new religion, with new commandments, new morals and new liturgies."

The former head of the Congregation for the Doctrine of the Faith, Cdl. Gerhard Müller, called the pontiff's statement "a purely private expression of opinion, which every Catholic can and should freely contradict."

In a statement to LifeSite News, Müller warned of an "idolatrous papolatry similar to the principle according to which the leader or the party is always right."
"The Magisterium serves the Word of God and never stands above Revelation," he stressed.

Auxiliary Bp. Marian Eleganti, of Chur, Switzerland, also blasted "the papal interviews" as "inflationary," offering "personal views that are neither indisputable nor infallible."

No 'Mistranslation': the 'Power of the Keys'

Meanwhile, following speculations that the pope's words had been mistranslated from Spanish, Francis' longtime theological advisor Abp. Víctor Fernández clarified that the term "convivencia civil" rendered as "civil unions" was correct.

"If you want to talk about family you say 'convivencia familiar.'  If you say 'convivencia civil' when you are asking for legal protection, you are talking of civil union," a Spanish native-speaker confirmed.

"I am a native Spanish speaker. He said it — no wrong translation. He said that we must create a 'civil union law' — period. If they say it was a wrong translation they are lying," the Spanish-speaker responded to Francis' apologists claiming his words were mistranslated.

In a column for Britain's leftwing The Guardian, openly gay Catholic priest James Alison confirmed Pope Francis' position and said he wasn't surprised by the pope's affirmation of same-sex civil unions.

"This was apparent to me when he [Francis] called me by phone to affirm me in my priesthood, nullifying an attempt that had been made to remove my clerical status because I'm an openly gay man," Alison stated.

Pope Francis told Alison in the phone call: "I want you to walk with deep interior freedom, following the spirit of Jesus. And I give you the power of the keys. Do you understand? I give you the power of the keys."

Evangelicals: Francis 'Undermining' Truth

Evangelical Christian leaders also responded with a stern repudiation of Francis' statements.

Franklin Graham, son of the late evangelist Billy Graham, said he found the pope's comments "unthinkable in light of the Word of God."

Graham elaborated: "For Pope Francis to attempt to normalize homosexuality is to say that Holy Scriptures are false, that our sins really don't matter, and that we can continue living in them. If that were true, then Jesus Christ's death, burial and resurrection wouldn't have been needed."
The comments, on Graham's Facebook page and reported by Newsweek, received over 70,000 comments from Catholics and evangelicals, many calling Francis the "Antichrist."

Pope Francis' words "reveal another sign of the recklessness of this papacy and demonstrates the undermining of the truth, doctrine and moral logic of his own Church," remarked Dr. Al Mohler, president of the Southern Baptist Theological Seminary. "Given the influence of that Church worldwide," Mohler added, "it will weaken Christian witness to marriage and sexuality and gender according to God's will and God's Word."

On Thursday, film director Evgeny Afineevsky, who is himself homosexual, was presented with the Kinéo Movie for Humanity Award Friday in the Vatican gardens.
Pope Francis Oversteps the Papal Office

https://www.thecatholicthing.org/2020/10/24/pope-francis-oversteps-the-papal-office 
Fr. Gerald E. Murray, October 24, 2020
The endorsement of civil unions for same-sex couples by Pope Francis in the film Francesco, directed by Evgeny Afineevsky, is a true scandal in both the technical and popular meaning of that term. He has repudiated the teaching of St. John Paul II that “respect for homosexual persons cannot lead in any way to approval of homosexual behavior or to legal recognition of homosexual unions” and that the “legal recognition of homosexual unions or placing them on the same level as marriage would mean not only the approval of deviant behavior, with the consequence of making it a model in present-day society, but would also obscure basic values which belong to the common inheritance of humanity.”
In addition to endorsing civil unions, Pope Francis says that homosexuals “have a right to a family.” What are we to make of this? There is evidence that Afineevsky has egregiously taken this statement from a videotaped 2019 interview of Pope Francis by the Mexican journalist Valentina Alazraki out of context.

Pope Francis was in fact speaking about the right of homosexuals not to be rejected by their own families, not about homosexuals creating new families of their own, presumably by adoption or through surrogate motherhood.

The problem, though, remains that the Vatican has publicly embraced this film. And the pope’s out-of-context “right to a family” comments have been widely interpreted in the media in the way surely intended by Afineevsky but not by Pope Francis. The Vatican has the duty to issue a correction stating clearly that Pope Francis was not giving an endorsement of a right to the adoption of children by homosexual couples. The Church has always taught that there is no right for two men or two women living together in an immoral sexual relationship to adopt children.

As he has at several critical points in the past, however, Pope Francis has overstepped the limits of his office. The pope is a witness to the Faith, not an all-powerful authority who can change Catholic doctrine according to his own mistaken way of thinking. Catholic doctrine teaches that homosexual persons should refrain from same-sex activity and not enter into sinful relationships that lead to mortal sin.

Pope Francis’ remarks will give encouragement to all those, Catholic and not, who reject the Church’s teaching that sodomy is an inherently evil act. They will claim that the Church now accepts homosexual activity as something good when it offers a real good: life within a family, of a sort.

And in the context the pope has placed it, same-sex “families” deserve not only legal protection via civil unions but also societal approval in order to make same-sex couples feel as welcome and accepted as anyone else in society.

I expect that various cardinals and bishops will make public statements for and against this new teaching. Cardinal Burke has already issued a powerful reply that may be read by clicking here.  Divisions, already in existence over other hotly-contested questions, will grow wider.
No “bridge-building” will result from this latest misstep. Those who accept the Church’s perennial teaching on homosexuality will be accused of being anti-Catholic enemies of the pope. But can that be true?

To remind the pope of what the Church has always taught makes those who do so not his opponents, but rather his true friends who have the courage to rebuke a pope who has attempted to do what lies beyond his powers, that is, change Catholic moral doctrine.

The Catholic Church throughout the world has strongly opposed proposals to pass civil-union laws, having been instructed to do so by the Holy See in 2003. That all changed on October 21, 2020. Encouraging governments to legally formalize unnatural, sinful relationships in which people engage in sodomy is a shameful thing for any Christian to do, but most especially so for the pope.

Pope Francis’ comments are a flagrant betrayal of the mission of the successor of St. Peter “to confirm the brethren” in sound doctrine.

This is a volcanic eruption. Catholicism is now widely but incorrectly seen to consist of the latest remarks by Pope Francis to journalists and filmmakers. Pope Francis has used the power and influence of his sacred office to promote something that is sinful. That is not the mission entrusted by Christ to St. Peter and his successors. Catholic doctrine on the immorality of homosexual acts cannot be changed by Pope Francis or any other pope.

We must pray that he comes to realize the grave offense he has given to God by this wrongful endorsement of homosexual pseudo-marriage. He is encouraging what he is bound by his office to condemn. His acceptance of his election as pope by the College of Cardinals included a solemn commitment to uphold the Faith handed down from the Apostles.

He has no right to promote the erroneous teaching that homosexual people have a right to live together in sin or have a just claim upon civil society, acting through its governments, to publicly recognize such unions as legal institutions that are equivalent in some way to sacramental marriage.

The faithful must call upon Pope Francis to repent of this disastrous declaration, which inflicts grave harm upon the Church.

Catholics Pray for Clarity in St. Peter’s Square after Pope Francis’ Civil Unions Remarks

The initiative comes in response to Pope Francis’ remarks, given in a new documentary, in which he gave his clearest support yet for civil union laws for same-sex couples.

https://www.ncregister.com/blog/catholics-pray-for-clarity-in-st-peter-s-square-after-pope-francis-civil-unions-remarks 
Edward Pentin, Vatican City, October 24, 2020
A group of lay faithful and priests gathered in St. Peter’s Square this afternoon to ask Pope Francis to clarify his reported remarks on same-sex civil unions as media and politicians around the world interpret them as a significant change in Church teaching. 
The group, led by Austrian layman Alexander Tschugguel who came to prominence last year after throwing the Pachamama statues into the Tiber during the Amazon Synod, gathered in the shadow of St. Peter’s basilica at about 5pm where they stood and knelt in silent prayer. 

In front of them, next to the perimeter fence of the square, the participants held up a large banner that read: “Holy Father, we ask for clarity on same-sex civil unions” which Vatican authorities allowed to be displayed for 10 minutes before asking for it to be taken down. 
[image: image9.jpg]



It is rare that a large banner of this kind has been allowed to be displayed so close to the square and given such prominence.  

The initiative comes in response to Francis’ remarks, given in a new documentary called Francesco, in which he gave his clearest support yet for civil union laws for same-sex couples. The Vatican has yet to offer any clarification or response regarding the comments. 
Critics say the Pope’s comments, although expressed as personal opinion, signify a break with Church teaching on same-sex civil unions, notably a 2003 Vatican document which clearly opposed them. They have asked him for a retraction. 

Politicians and the media have also distorted his comments to suggest the Pope was giving not only tacit endorsement of homosexual lifestyles but also homosexual adoption, both of which he has firmly opposed in the past. 
 “The goal of our whole meeting here was not to cause scandal but to bring a message to the Holy Father,” said Tschugguel who runs the St. Boniface Institute, an organization founded to help Catholic laity speak out. 

But Tschugguel added that the “problem with this quote of the Pope is that it has been used to introduce a harsh anti-Catholic agenda.” He referred in particular to Venezuelan President Nicolas Maduro who on Thursday asked his country’s parliament to discuss same-sex “marriage,” citing the Pope’s comments. “Maduro now feels empowered to take this big step,” Tschugguel said.
Proponents of a civil partnership bill in the Philippines, who include the nation’s President, have also used the Pope’s remarks to help push through the legislation, while at least one widely circulated newspaper in the UK interpreted the Pope’s reported remarks on same-sex civil unions as blessing “gay weddings.”  

Tschugguel said it “doesn’t matter” that the Pope thinks differently and has upheld traditional marriage as only between a man and a woman. “We know that he thinks that, but media all over the world, from a little subway newspaper to big newspapers, did not say this. They don’t say it’s not a change of doctrine, but they all say that it could mean a change of the law.”

The 50 or so participants, who included a group of 15 Austrians aged 20 to 30 who had driven down from Vienna as well as people from many other nationalities, then knelt for half an hour in silent prayer in the square and ended with the Salve Regina. 

“We pray because if you ask for anything without prayer it’s useless,” Tschugguel said. 
“We don’t want anything bad to happen because of our action today,” he added. “We just want to respectfully ask the Holy Father to give us clarity on this.” 

Gay Unions: Vatican Orders Media Blackout. Pope Francis' full statements on homosexual partnerships censored

https://www.churchmilitant.com/news/article/gay-unions-vatican-orders-media-blackout 

Dr. Jules Gomes, Vatican City, October 24, 2020
The Vatican has imposed a media blackout after fresh revelations that the pope's approval of gay civil unions in a 2019 interview was censored, only to re-emerge unauthorized in the new Francesco film.
"With reference to the [current media] crisis triggered off by Russian director Evgeny Afineevsky's film Francesco, for now we are not going out with ANY news, neither [on] radio nor [on the] web," ordered Massimiliano Menichetti, head of Vatican Radio and Vatican News, in an email.
"Also, nothing about the film or today's award ceremony in the Vatican," the email instructed, as filmmaker Afineevsky received the Kinéo Movie for Humanity Award in the Vatican gardens Thursday.

"A discussion is active to address the current media crisis. We have not ruled out a statement from the [Holy See] Press Office. If you can, please report any reactions from listeners and followers in the middle or at the end of the day," the communiqué said.

"It is not necessary to report comments [in full], a two-line summary will suffice," Menichetti wrote, in the email obtained by Italian newspaper Il Fatto Quotidiano.

On Wednesday, Pope Francis welcomed openly gay Afineevsky and the film crew before his general audience in a room adjacent to the Paul VI Hall, a gesture interpreted as the pope giving his blessing to the documentary.

Church Militant contacted the Holy See Press Office asking for clarification but received no response.

Meanwhile, Mexican broadcaster Televisa told the Washington Post that the pope's quote approving gay civil unions was taken from an interview conducted by Mexican journalist Valentina Alazraki in 2019.

Televisa spokesman Ruben Acosta Montoya, however, also revealed that the Vatican, which owned and controlled the cameras, had censored the pope's controversial comments.

"Someone at the Vatican gave us the part that we did broadcast, and later they gave the rest of the material to someone else," Montoya remarked.

Alazraki, "our correspondent, has told us that this was not the first time that the pope addressed the issue of the union between people of the same sex," Montoya confirmed.

San Francisco archbishop Salvatore J. Cordileone issued a statement Wednesday saying the pope talked about civil unions for gay couples with the bishops of California during their ad limina visit to Rome in January.
As archbishop of Buenos Aires, Pope Francis supported civil unions for homosexuals. The pontiff's uncontested statements in interviews published in 2014 and 2017 are on record.

The revelations come as a blow to Pope Francis' conservative supporters who are mounting a damage control campaign claiming that the media distorted and misquoted the pontiff.

The Kerala Catholic Bishops Conference in India, comprising bishops from the Syro-Malabar, Latin and Syro-Malankara Churches, called reports of Francis justifying same-sex marriages "baseless and misleading."

"Pastoral services for people living in same-sex relationships are a subject of serious discussion by the Church," it added.
But the Congregation for the Doctrine of the Faith in 2003 categorically stated "that respect for homosexual persons cannot lead in any way to approval of homosexual behavior or to legal recognition of homosexual unions."

In a video statement, Bp. Gregory Parkes of the diocese of St. Petersburg, Florida, clarified that "there has been no change in Catholic Church teaching." Critics noted that the bishop was responding to a "straw man," since no major media was claiming that Pope Francis or the Catholic Church had changed its teaching.

Bishop Parkes also misquoted section 2358 of the Catholic Catechism: "The Catholic Church teaches that men and women regardless of sexual orientation are children of God."  

But Catholic writer Carl E. Olson pointed out that Pope Francis has repeatedly used the phrase "children of God" ambiguously.

"First, is Francis speaking of Catholics who are homosexual? Struggling with same-sex attraction? Or all homosexuals? Again, not clear. But the 'we're all children of God' slogan has been a prominent feature of this pontificate," Olson noted.

"Is it true that we are all children of God," he asked. "Well, yes — but no. Whenever I hear the statement 'we are all children of God,' I immediately think of what the Apostle John wrote in his first Epistle," which reads:

No one born of God commits sin; for God's nature abides in him, and he cannot sin because he is born of God. By this it may be seen who are the children of God, and who are the children of the devil: whoever does not do right is not of God, nor he who does not love his brother. (1 Jn 3:9–10)

"It is not enough, then, to say that a homosexual — or anyone else — is 'a child of God' and leave it at that," he continued, "as if the central mysteries of the Trinity and the Incarnation are just poetic niceties or doctrinal distractions," Olson noted.

In 2012, Pope Benedict XVI noted that we are "children of God" only when "we open ourselves to the Holy Spirit and he makes us turn to God saying Abba! Father."

Catholic youth outside Vatican ask Pope to clarify gay civil union remarks
Pachamama dunker Alexander Tschugguel asked the Pope to explain his comments on homosexuality.

https://www.lifesitenews.com/news/breaking-catholic-youth-outside-vatican-ask-pope-to-clarify-gay-civil-union-remarks 
Dorothy Cummings McLean, October 24, 2020

Just a few hours ago, a group of young Catholics gathered in St. Peter’s Square in Rome, asking Pope Francis “for clarity on same-sex unions.” In a documentary released earlier this week, the Holy Father had expressed his support for homosexual civil unions.
Led by Alexander Tschugguel, known as the Pachamama dunker, the young people of Austria’s St. Boniface Institute gathered in St. Peter’s Square today with a banner reading, “Holy Father, we ask for clarity on same-sex unions.”
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They were joined by a number of Catholics from other countries who knelt in the piazza, silently praying the rosary together.

After Roman police asked Tschugguel to put away the banner, he joined the others in prayer and led them in the “Salve Regina.” Then a priest led the group in the Angelus prayer.

[…]

One of the faithful praying in the square told LifeSiteNews that Tschugguel and many of the other Austrians had driven all night to reach the Vatican today.

Tschugguel, 27, is famous among Catholics for an event at the Ponte Sant’Angelo, a short walk from the Vatican, last October: Horrified by the presence of a number of statues identified with the pagan earth goddess Pachamama in a Catholic church near the Vatican, Tschugguel carried them out, took them to the bridge, and threw

 HYPERLINK "https://www.lifesitenews.com/news/man-who-tossed-pachamama-in-tiber-explains-why-it-was-right-decision-in-new-video" \t "_blank"  them in the Tiber.

The statues were also involved in several religious ceremonies and events with Pope Francis present.
Earlier today, Tschugguel told reporters that this time, he and the St. Boniface Institute were there for a completely different reason.

“Today, we find ourselves here in front of the Holy Angel’s Bridge in front of the Castel Sant’Angelo again,” he said. “This year, I am standing here because there was an interview published where the Holy Father asked for the introduction of civil unions in different political states.”

Tschugguel said such interviews have been a problem since the beginning of the present pontificate for faithful Catholics because the enemies of the Church use them to fight against the faith and advance an anti-Catholic agenda.
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“This has happened again here,” he said.
[…]

“For example, the President of Venezuela, Nicolás Maduro, said that now, encouraged through these words of the Holy Father, he’s going to introduce homosexual ‘marriage’ in Venezuela,” he continued.
“An Austrian bishop said that he’s very happy that the pope is [commending] something that is 100% introduced in Austria already. By that I think he means homosexual ‘marriage,’ which was introduced last year.”

In America, Tschugguel added, “infamous” Fr. James Martin, SJ, said that this “was a very big step” in supporting “LGBT people.”

The young Austrian asked for clarity, reflecting on the controversy around the documentary “Francesco,” which apparently featured the Pope’s approval of same-sex civil unions, but was allegedly also selectively edited. Some have argued the pontiff’s remarks were not translated correctly, either.

“We don’t know what the Holy Father really said, but now we are here to ask the Holy Father: Please, please, bring us clarity on homosexual unions. Please go out to the cameras, please go out to the microphones to explain to the people how you really meant this and what the context of … this interview was, and how the Catholic teaching is still the Catholic teaching.”

He added, “We ask you, Holy Father, what is the Catholic teaching on homosexual civil unions?”

Tschugguel told LifeSiteNews that some the Austrian bishops support the activities of the St. Boniface Institute, while others do not.

“But that’s not really a problem for us,” he laughed. “We think that to serve God’s will we have to do what is right and lawful. And also, what I do now, today, here, is not about me as a person … but about the One True Faith.”

[…]

The young man said that he has a lot of support among young Austrian Catholics and Austrian priests.
“Many people come up to me and tell me, sometimes very publicly, that [they] want to be friends with [me] or invite me to give speeches. I travel quite frequently to give speeches.”

Others are a little more cautious, telling Tschugguel that they are big fans of what he does, while asking him not to tell anyone else.

“So we see there’s still a policy of fear among the priests, but I see change. The young priests are normally way more faithful than the so-called ’68-generation priests.”

He clarified that there are “wonderful” priests among the now-elderly generation, but that, given the times, it’s really a “miracle” when someone wants to live a celibate life and become a priest.

The married Catholic layman said that “gay civil unions” were a “first step” in the LGBT agenda, and alluded to the statement of LGBT activist-priest Fr. James Martin, SJ, that Pope Francis’ alleged approval of them “is a major step forward in the church’s support for LGBTQ people.”

“What is the next step?” Tschugguel wondered.

He agreed with the Pope’s remarks about people with same-sex attractions having a right to their families, the families of their birth or childhood, and wanted it to be clear that families should not be kicking out their sons and daughters with same-sex attractions.

“As Catholics we want families to stay together. We want families to pray together. We want families to be Catholic together,” he told media.

“So that’s not the discussion. The discussion is really and clearly that what he said in this interview is used to promote an LGBT agenda, first introducing a gay civil union and afterwards introducing homosexual ‘marriage.’”

Tschugguel noted that in the past Pope Francis has spoken out against such LGBT agenda items as homosexual adoption. Right now, however, the media is telling us he is supporting the ideology, and that this is not good for the reputation of the pope and insults God, Tschugguel explained.

“It is an offense to God if people use quotes from the Holy Father, his vicar on earth, to fight against the one true teaching,” he said.

The young Catholic also quoted from a Congregation of the Doctrine of the Faith’s 2003 document, signed by the then-Cardinal Ratzinger, now Pope Emeritus Benedict XVI, called “Considerations regarding proposals to give legal recognition to unions between homosexual persons.”

“Respect for homosexual persons cannot lead in any way to approval of homosexual behavior or to legal recognition of homosexual unions,” Tschugguel read.

“I think that’s very right,” he added, and pointed out that there are already measures in place to allow people to choose friends to visit them in hospital or inherit their money.

“So what is the reason we should introduce gay civil union? There is no reason.”

The St. Boniface Institute has taken part in other public demonstrations of faith in opposition to clerics currying favour with LGBT activists. Last November the group held a rosary rally outside Vienna’s St. Stephen’s Cathedral to protest a pro-LGBT benefit concert starring a drag queen taking place inside. In January 2020, the group joined other Catholics, including Archbishop Carlo Maria Viganò, in Munich to protest Cardinal Reinhard Marx and the German bishops “Synodal Path.”

Gay Unions: Pachamama Slayer Grills Pope. Banner in St. Peter's Square asks Francis for clarification

https://www.churchmilitant.com/news/article/gay-unions-pachamama-slayer-questions-pontiff 
Dr. Jules Gomes, Vatican City, October 24, 2020
Austrian Catholic Alexander Tschugguel took Vatican police by surprise Saturday afternoon as the "Pachamama slayer" unfurled a massive banner in St. Peter's Square asking Pope Francis for "clarity on same-sex unions."

Tschugguel led a band of faithful Catholics from Castel Sant'Angelo — where the Catholic convert had dumped five Pachamama idols into the Tiber River during the Amazon Synod — to the Vatican in protest against the pontiff's repudiation of Catholic teaching.

As over 50 Catholics knelt praying the Rosary in front of St. Peter's Basilica, hundreds of onlookers gathered to witness the demonstration.

A veteran Vaticanist who was at the scene told Church Militant he'd never seen anything like it before and commented how long police took to clear the protest.

"On a previous occasion when a much smaller banner was raised, police ordered it taken down in less than a minute," he remarked. "Today, it took them over 15 minutes to bring the demonstration to a halt."

In an interview at Castel Sant'Angelo, Church Militant asked Tschugguel why he was asking for clarity when the pontiff was on record declaring his support for gay civil unions on multiple occasions.

Tschugguel said he wanted to clarify if the pontiff was seeking to opt for the lesser evil of same-sex civil unions in the face of the greater evil of gay "marriage."

But LGBT activists all over the world were claiming that "this is the first step in changing the doctrine of the Catholic Church regarding homosexual relationships and we hope to know this is not what the Holy Father meant to say," Tschugguel emphasized.

The pope's words are now being used to "promote an anti-Catholic LGBT agenda," noted the Austrian political activist and founder of St. Boniface Institute.

"We do believe that the Holy Father does not want President [Nicolas] Maduro of Venezuela, for example, to say that his words encouraged him to introduce homosexual marriage," Tschugguel pointed out. 

"An Austrian bishop said that he's very happy that the pope is [commending] something that is 100% introduced in Austria already. By that I think he means homosexual marriage, which was introduced last year."

On Thursday, Maduro asked the country's National Assembly to discuss same-sex marriage during its next term beginning January, citing Pope Francis' recent comments endorsing civil unions for homosexual couples.

"We want to believe that the Holy Father sees everything in the light of the teaching of the Church, but it gets harder for us every day. And we as faithful Catholics don't want to talk behind his back."

VIDEO

Tschugguel said he hoped Pope Francis would do a brief interview with the global media to clarify the situation.

Church Militant asked how Tschugguel would respond if Pope Francis said he would approve celibate same-sex unions, especially in the light of the Church of England using a similar strategy for partnered homosexual clergy and the consequent opening of the floodgates of gay marriage.

Tschugguel warned that as a pro-life campaigner he had noticed how civil unions were always the first step in leading to gay marriage. He quoted LGBT activist Fr. James Martin, S.J., as making it explicit that this is a "first step toward supporting LGBT people in the Church."  

"You only take a step if you know there is another step coming after it," Tschugguel remarked, explaining that if a brother and sister wanted to live in a celibate partnership and if they wanted the other person to inherit their property, they could always draft a will without any need for a civil union. 

The step of civil union would be followed by the adoption of children and in the past Pope Francis was a "big enemy" of children being adopted by gay couples, Tschugguel said. 

A number of young Catholics drove through the night from Austria with Tschugguel to support him in prayer and participate in the demonstration. A few priests wearing cassocks also took part in the demonstration.

Tschugguel said he didn't "want anything bad to happen because of our action today. We just want to respectfully ask the Holy Father to give us clarity on this." 

"We don't know what the Holy Father really said, but now we are here to ask the Holy Father: Please, please, bring us clarity on homosexual unions," Tschugguel pleaded. "Please go out to the cameras, please go out to the microphones to explain to the people how you really meant this and what the context of … this interview was, and how the Catholic teaching is still the Catholic teaching."

Context of pope’s ‘civil union’ documentary comment reported

https://www.catholicworldreport.com/2020/10/24/context-of-popes-civil-union-documentary-comment-reported/
October 24, 2020
A fuller context of remarks from Pope Francis on civil unions in a recent documentary has emerged, while questions continue to surround the documentary, and the Vatican has not responded to requests for comment.
“What we have to create is a civil union law. That way they are legally covered,” the pope is seen to say in a documentary released Wednesday, during a scene in which he talks about pastoral care for those who identify as LGBT.

“I stood up for that,” Pope Francis is seen to add.

The documentary, “Francesco,” made global headlines because of the pope’s apparent call for civil union legislation, a contrast to the position of his papal predecessors on the question.
While filmmaker Evgeny Afineevsky told CNA and other journalists that Pope Francis made comments calling for the passage of civil union laws directly to him, it later emerged that the comments were actually part of a 2019 interview of Pope Francis conducted by Mexican journalist Valentina Alazraki.

It was subsequently revealed the several sentences spoken by the pope in the documentary were spliced together, out of context, from the 2019 interview, and journalists have since then asked questions about the precise nature of the pope’s remarks on civil unions.

The civil union remarks were not contained in the published version of Alazraki’s interview, and have not been available to the public. But America Magazine published Oct. 24 the apparent context of the pope’s remark on civil unions.

During a discussion on the pope’s opposition to a same-sex marriage proposal in Argentina, Pope Francis was asked if he had adopted more liberal positions after becoming pope, and if so, whether that was attributable to the Holy Spirit.

According to America Magazine, the pope responded that: “The grace of the Holy Spirit certainly exists. I have always defended the doctrine. And it is curious that in the law on homosexual marriage…. It is an incongruity to speak of homosexual marriage. But what we have to have is a law of civil union (ley de convivencia civil), so they have the right to be legally covered.”

It is not clear when the pope said “I stood up for that,” or if that sentence references the remark on civil unions. The magazine also did not indicate how it had obtained the footage omitted from the publicly aired interview.

A CNA analysis found that comments from the pope presented in the documentary before his remarks on civil unions were also heavily edited, with various phrases from the 2019 interview strung together as presented as a cohesive whole.

The translation of the pope’s phrase “convivencia civil” has also been disputed.

Some commenters have suggested that the pope’s Spanish phrase is not properly translated as “civil union.” However, Archbishop Victor Manuel Fernandez, a long-time theological advisor to Pope Francis, posted on Facebook October 21 that civil unions is the correct translation. That post has since been deleted.

The Vatican press office has not responded to requests for clarification about the pope’s comments.

Vatican press office orders silence about Pope’s same-sex union comments

https://www.lifesitenews.com/news/vaticanpress-officeorders-silence-about-popes-same-sex-union-comments 
Michael Haynes, Vatican City, October 26, 2020
In the wake of the confusion surrounding Pope Francis’s recent comments on same-sex unions, the Vatican Communications department has ordered its journalists not to mention anything about the documentary. 
Il Fatto Quotidiano reported on Thursday, that they had received an email from the editorial directors of the Vatican Dicastery for Communication, signed by Massimiliano Menichetti, the head of Radio Vaticana - Vatican News. 

The email reads: “Good day everyone, in reference to the uproar stirred up by the film ‘Francesco’ by the Russian director Evgeny Afineevsky, for now we are not coming out with ANY news, either on the radio or on the web. Nothing also about the film or the award given today in the Vatican. There is an active discussion about how to address the current media crisis. A statement from the Press Office is not excluded. Please report to me if you can, both in the middle of the day and at the end of the day, any reactions from listeners and followers. It is not necessary to send me the actual comments, it’s enough to send me two lines summarizing it. Thank you, Massimiliano Menichetti.”  

The email would perhaps serve to explain the Vatican media blackout which has been in place since the news broke on Wednesday about the Pope’s comments in the documentary, Francesco. America magazine noted that the Vatican Press Office has remained quiet “only because it knows that this is what the pope wants.” 
Despite this directive to the Vatican press, the Pope showed his approval by giving an audience to the film’s director Evgeny Afineevsky, in the Paul VI Hall before the normal Wednesday general audience.  

Francesco was then shown at the Rome Film Fest, an event directed by Antonio Monda, the brother of L’Osservatore Romano editor, Andrea Monda. The film even received the “Kinéo Movie for Humanity Award,” which is awarded to those who “promote social and humanitarian themes.” The ceremony was held in the Vatican gardens. 

However, questions have arisen surrounding the actual context of the Pope’s statements in the documentary and how Afineevsky, himself a homosexual, came across such footage.  
In 2017 Afineevsky had asked then-head of Vatican Communications, Monsignor Dario Vigano, if he could make a documentary about the Pope. When Vigano resigned after tampering with a letter from Pope Benedict XVI concerning Pope Francis, his replacement Paulo Ruffini allowed Afineevsky to continue with his project and have access to the Vatican television archives. 

America magazine reported that Afineevsky wished to conduct a personal video interview with the Pope, but was denied. Nevertheless, with his access to the archives, Afineevsky discovered unedited footage of a 2019 interview the Pope gave to Valentina Alexraki for Mexico television, Televisa. That interview had been conducted using Vatican cameras and the resulting footage remained the property of the Vatican, who edited the content before releasing it back to Televisa.  

America stated that “the Vatican did not edit or remove any part of what Francis said in the interview without his prior agreement.” 

However, Afineevsky was able to use the unedited version of the Televisa interview, and seemingly selectively compiled the answers to different questions, to use in his film. Whilst Afineevsky originally claimed that the Pope’s comments on same-sex unions were from an interview he conducted, it later emerged that he had in fact used the footage from the Televisa interview. 
LifeSiteNews PETITION calling on Pope Francis for clarification
In light of the news of the Pope’s support for same-sex unions, Father Antonio Spadaro, editor of Jesuit magazine La Civiltà Cattolica, referred back to the Televisa interview: “Thus there is nothing new. We are talking about an interview that was already given some time ago that was already passed on by the reception of the press.” 
These words of the Pope from the documentary are not found in the official transcript of the Televisa interview: “Homosexuals have a right to be a part of the family. They’re children of God and have a right to a family. Nobody should be thrown out, or be made miserable because of it. What we have to create is a civil union law. That way they are legally covered. I stood up for that.” 

Whilst the Vatican Press department had edited the remarks about same-sex unions out of the Televisa interview, as was custom in accord with the Pope’s wishes, America sourced the unedited version.  

Regarding the phrase of civil unions, the relevant passage is drawn from an answer to whether he had become more liberal on the subject of same-sex unions. Pope Francis said, “The grace of the Holy Spirit certainly exists. I have always defended the doctrine. And it is curious that in the law on homosexual marriage…. It is an incongruity to speak of homosexual marriage. But what we have to have is a law of civil union (ley de convivencia civil), so they have the right to be legally covered.” This answer was not contained in the edited version of the interview. 

Confusion about the comments in Francesco remains, yet neither the Vatican Press Office nor the Pope have responded to requests or demonstrations asking for clarity.  

However, it seems that the Pope had already seen the film with Afineevsky in August, with the director showing the Pope his work on his iPad. After having seen the film, Pope Francis still gave his approval to Afineevsky in the private meeting on October 21. 

Commenting on the event, Damian Thompson, Associate Editor of The Spectator, claimed that the Pope had outwitted the Vatican Press office: “It was the Pope who backed gay civil unions, outmanoeuvring his own press office (who had tried to kill the story) and humiliating orthodox papalators. There is no longer a single Catholic narrative on this topic – exactly what he intended.” 

Pope Francis’s call for civil union laws requires faithful resistance
The break from Church teaching has caused confusion and Catholics have a right to reject errors. 

https://www.lifesitenews.com/opinion/pope-franciss-call-for-civil-union-lawsrequires-faithful-resistance 

John Horvat II, October 26, 2020

Catholics have long extended the benefit of the doubt to Pope Francis when he frequently veers off the path of orthodoxy. With his latest statement regarding same-sex civil unions, there are no benefits in entertaining doubts. Many Catholics sense something is terribly wrong. 

“What we have to create is a civil union law,” says the pope in the documentary, “Francesco,” just released at a premiere in Rome. “That way, they are legally covered.” 

Francis’s declaration that homosexual couples need the legal protection of civil unions to protect their “right to a family” leaves no doubt that he is breaking from the Roman Catholic Church’s official teaching. A legal union centered on an intrinsically evil sexual act validates that gravely sinful act. The acceptance of such unions and their constitutive acts brings down the whole edifice of Catholic moral and social teaching. It is self-evident. It does not take a doctorate in theology to understand. Liberal media worldwide are gleefully proclaiming this rupture with the faith, making it public and notorious. 

The disastrous effects of the 'Francesco' statement
As usual, the Holy See is not denying or “clarifying” the statement in any substantial way. Some seek to restore the benefit of the doubt. The faithful are reminded that his off the cuff statements are only “personal opinion” and do not reflect official Church teaching or magisterium. Others point out that often there are errors of contexts and translation that could give this statement other meanings. However, others note that support for civil unions is not new for the pope. He has expressed this position in the past. What makes this statement different is its timing, clearer formulation and universal diffusion. 

The statement and the fact that Pope Francis is unlikely to retract it and affirm his unqualified adhesion to official Church teaching on the matter makes these sugarcoating interpretations pointless.

The statement spread uncertainty at a time when clarity is most needed. This new episode does what prior statements did: It confuses the faithful.  
Two things are certain. There can be no doubt the statement will leave the most faithful pew-sitting Catholics scrambling in the dark to defend themselves as best they can in their discussion of Pope Francis’s position with others. There can also be no doubt that the most heretical Catholic liberals will applaud this scandalous statement to support their leftist agendas. Pro-LGBTQ+ activist Jesuit Father James Martin, for example, called it “a big step forward.” 

Meanwhile, God is offended, the crisis inside the Church accelerates, and countless souls are lost for all eternity.

Not an isolated incident

The debate over the latest statement cannot be seen as an isolated fact. It should be inserted into an unbroken series of statements that embrace many aspects of Catholic morals and teaching. These are not random affirmations. They form a coherent whole.
 

What has surfaced over the years of Pope Francis’s pontificate is a body of consistent statements challenging Church teachings.  How can such “personal opinions” be reconciled with the holding of the papal office? Experts will study the canonical and theological implications of this delicate question, but what is clear to the world’s 1.3 billion Catholics is that a paradigm shift inside the Church has occurred in Pope Francis’s pontificate. It is reflected throughout his official policy and governance. These attitudes have tragic consequences for the faithful in their daily lives and sanctification.  

In matters of faith and morals, the pope cannot entertain “personal” heterodox opinions. It endangers souls. No pope, bishop or priest can do this. No pastor can express approval for an intrinsically evil sexual relationship that will drag its participants to Hell unless they repent. No pastor can pursue a “personal” parallel magisterium in the form of “unofficial” acts, interviews, gestures and conversations that endorse doctrine and morals contrary to the Catholic faith.

A paradigm shift

This rupture with traditional Catholic magisterium is well documented in the 2018 book, Pope Francis’s “Paradigm Shift”: Continuity or Rupture in the Mission of the Church? An Assessment of His Pontificate’s First Five Years. Author José António Ureta — a senior French TFP member — takes a critical look at the overwhelming evidence of cases where the pope has challenged and denied traditional Church teaching, including that which condemns same-sex civil unions. 

This paradigm shift manifests itself in acts, statements and attitudes, in which he calls for a radical ecological and mystical agenda, unbridled immigration and opening up to Islam. He has promoted religious indifferentism, moral and sexual relativism and neo-Marxist popular movements. A more recent scandal of this break was the deplorable worship of the Andean idol goddess, Pachamama, at the Amazon Synod in Rome in October 2019.
The break is clear. There can be no doubt. The “Francesco” statement on civil unions is one more in a long list of grave denials. The painful conclusion is that Francis’s personal opinions do not reflect Church teaching.

To resist the Pope’s errors is a right and duty

What is unclear to hundreds of millions of the faithful is what should aghast Catholics do in the face of this crisis that is uniquely monumental in Church history. 

In his book, Mr. Ureta shows that the Church teaches that the pope is infallible only under certain circumstances. Outside of them, he can err. However, when the pope errs, Catholics must not err with him. Once it is seen that Francis contradicts the traditional teachings of the Church Magisterium, the faithful have the right and duty to resist his errors. This legitimate yet most respectful resistance to error in Church shepherds and even the Supreme Pontiff is defended by St. Thomas Aquinas, St. Robert Bellarmine, Suarez, Vitoria and other theological giants. 

Nor is such resistance uncommon in the history of the Church.  Public resistance is a duty when attitudes endanger the faith. The author cites the model of resistance employed by Prof. Plinio Corrêa de Oliveira in 1974 in the face of the Vatican’s policy of détente toward communist governments. His reverent yet firm attitude was expressed in moving words: “In this filial act, we say to the Pastor of Pastors: Our soul is yours, our life is yours. Order us to do whatever you wish. Only do not order us to do nothing in the face of the assailing red wolf. To this, our conscience is opposed.”
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Faithful resistance amid the blows

Thus, in response to the pope’s “Francesco” statement on civil unions, Catholics must reject and resist it. They should employ every means possible to oppose this grievous error.

This includes resisting all shepherds who follow Pope Francis in this error, especially those like Father Martin, who promote it. Mr. Ureta likens the situation of faithful Catholics to that of a wife and children of a psychologically abusive husband and father. Without abandoning the family home, mother and children may legitimately isolate themselves from the father and avoid regular contact to defend themselves against his evil ways. In this manner, the indissoluble marriage bond is not broken, and the father is encouraged to repent. 

Instead of revolting and leaving the Church, Catholics with this calm attitude of firm but reverent resistance can help save the Church. In the words of TFP founder Prof. Plinio Corrêa de Oliveira: “God calls us to be the sheep who resist the urge to bolt and flee when the shepherd abuses them repeatedly with his staff. Instead, we are called to stay and fight even when suffering this abuse. God wants this so that when He decides in His Mercy to send good shepherds again to His flock, there will be a flock for them to govern.

Thus, Catholics should defend themselves and serenely resist the actions of pastors at all levels who endanger the faith. They can react with clarity and charity, distancing themselves from the actions of these errant pastors. They can help dispel the doubts in the souls of fellow Catholics, explaining to them how to remain faithful to Christ every time Pope Francis makes unorthodox declarations. 

John Horvat II is a scholar, researcher, educator, international speaker, and author of the book Return to Order, as well as the author of hundreds of published articles. He lives in Spring Grove, Pennsylvania, where he is the vice president of the American Society for the Defense of Tradition, Family and Property. 
Bishop Schneider: Deception via hairsplitting – civil ‘union’ vs ‘cohabitation’
Every normal-thinking person understands the expression that the Pope uses here as a form of a cohabitation legally recognized by the state, as a stable cohabitation ('Convivencia') of a homosexual couple, and thus as a legal recognition of the homosexual lifestyle.

https://www.lifesitenews.com/opinion/bishop-schneider-deception-via-hairsplitting-civil-union-vs-cohabitation 

Bishop Athanasius Schneider, October 26, 2020

In the documentary film “Francesco” that premiered on October 21st 2020 as part of the Rome Film Festival Pope Francis used the expression “convivencia civil” instead of “union civil”, asking thereby, nevertheless, that a civil law of cohabitation be created for homosexual persons, so that they are legally covered. Both expressions “convivencia civil” and “union civil” have, however, substantially the same meaning, as it is manifest also for instance in the Argentinian legislation. On December 17, 2002 a law called “Law of Homosexual Cohabitation”, in the original Spanish langue called “Ley de Convivencia Homosexual” No. 3376 was approved in the Province of Río Negro in Argentina. Article 1 provides that “Same-sex couples may make a sworn statement certifying their cohabitation (convivencia) before the competent authority”.

The juridical terms are different in some countries, but they all mean substantially the same thing, namely a cohabitation of a homosexual couple, as well as of a heterosexual couple, which means a stable extramarital cohabitation registered by the state. These juridical terms are for instance: “same-sex unions”, “union civil”, “convivencia homosexual”, “convivencia civil”, “registered partnership”, “Eingetragene Partnerschaften” and others.

The support of legal forms of a stable cohabitation of two homosexual persons, asserting at the same time, that homosexual acts remain immoral, and that the two homosexual persons registered in that legal form will live in sexual abstinence, represents a factual contradiction. In spite of a theoretical assertion of the immorality of homosexual acts, such a support makes de facto part of the general ideological and juridical propaganda to legalize and recognize the alleged goodness of the homosexual lifestyle and of homosexual acts. Furthermore, it is completely naive and out of touch with reality to assume that civil forms of a stable cohabitation of two homosexual persons will help them to live sexual abstinence. To assume that would presuppose that there should be an article in the legal statute of the homosexual cohabitation, which would stipulate more or less this: “The two partners of the civil cohabitation must live in sexual abstinence”. However, that would be ridiculed as a joke. No person with common sense would believe that two homosexual persons who register their stable cohabitation are living in sexual abstinence, just as nobody would believe that a heterosexual couple who registered their stable cohabitation are living in sexual abstinence.

Every normal-thinking person understands the expression that the Pope uses here as a form of a cohabitation legally recognized by the state, as a stable cohabitation (“Convivencia”) of a homosexual couple, and thus as a legal recognition of the homosexual lifestyle.

The wordplay with “civil cohabitation”, in Spanish “convivencia civil” and “civil unions” in Spanish “union civil” is in our case a sophism, a hairsplitting and a trick. It is reminiscent of the fairy tale of the emperor's new clothes. This wordplay is ultimately intellectually dishonest and does not convince anybody.

Any kind of a legally registered form of a stable cohabitation of two homosexual persons, no matter what you call it, is inherently immoral because it is a public scandal, a propaganda for the homosexual lifestyle, a constant and immediate danger of mortal sin for the two involved persons. A support of such a legal form is morally irresponsible, confusing, causing scandal, and producing a fatal effect. The claim to guarantee for a homosexual couple some civil rights as for instance inheritance, visiting in hospital and similar cases, is evidently a pretext. In fact, civil laws in democratic countries provide sufficiently for each citizen the regularization of such issues as inheritance, legal care etc., without needing to create a juridical form of a stable cohabitation of two homosexual persons. If homosexual persons honestly wish to live in sexual continence and practice the virtue of chastity, they will never demand a legal form of a stable cohabitation, since they know that such a mutual closeness will put them in immediate danger of mortal sin and even of habitual mortal sins of fornication. If homosexual persons honestly wish to live in sexual continence they will not engage in any form of civil cohabitation, in order to avoid even implicitly any support of the spread of the ideology of justification and legitimization of the homosexual lifestyle. Homosexual persons who honestly wish to live in sexual continence will also know that their civilly registered cohabitation will cause scandal.

In a time of worldwide, aggressive and demagogic propaganda for legitimizing homosexual behaviour and homosexual acts as morally good, affirmations by churchmen in favor of any kind of legally recognized forms of homosexual cohabitations, independently of the terms (unions, coexistence, cohabitation, partnership etc.) will de facto solidify this propaganda. The voice of the Church should do exactly the contrary and resist courageously by words and gestures full of clarity, calm and dignity this ideological propaganda that enslaves human dignity in a lifestyle which contradicts the will of God the Creator and the Redeemer of the dignity of human nature.

Intellectual honesty and sincere love for the truth are required and are worthy for all representatives of the Church to remain credible witnesses of the Divine law written in human nature and human reason and explicitly revealed in God’s Word in the Holy Scripture and unchangingly taught by the Church throughout two thousand years.

October 25th, 2020
+ Athanasius Schneider

Antonio Socci: Real Aim of Film ‘Francesco’ Is to Bring Down Trump, Elect Biden. Pope engages Catholics to advance 'globalist ideology'
https://www.lifesitenews.com/opinion/the-real-objective-of-the-film-francesco-is-to-bring-down-trump-and-elect-biden  
Antonio Socci, October 27, 2020
https://www.churchmilitant.com/news/article/antonio-socci-the-real-objective-of-the-film-francesco-is-to-bring-down-trump-and-elect-biden 
Antonio Socci, October 26, 2020
First published by Libero, October 25, 2020
Just this morning, Bergoglio has announced the creation of 13 new cardinals (of whom 9 are electors). They are all ultra-Bergoglians. The hasty announcement at this moment, right on the eve of the U.S. election, is significant: Trump has strong momentum and now the Bergoglian Vatican is very afraid that he may be re-elected. Bergoglio, along with the entire globalist establishment, has declared war on Trump. If Trump really wins, then this pontificate, which is already in sharp decline, would be finished indeed, since it has crushed itself on China and been totally discredited. In the pro-Biden propaganda film that I talk about in this article, right at the end Cdl. [Luis Antonio] Tagle is blatantly promoted as the one Bergoglio wants as his successor. Everything is explicit. By naming the nine new cardinal-electors today, Bergoglio wants to ensure the result of the next conclave.


The documentary film Francesco has caused an enormous outcry because of the papal "yes" to civil unions for gay couples. But is this the film's primary purpose?

Not exactly. It was certainly the Vatican's intention to give the greatest possible prominence to this product. In fact, last Wednesday, right before his General Audience, Pope Bergoglio received — amidst all sorts of photographs — the film's director Evgeny Afineevsky and his collaborators, "thus giving his blessing to their work," as Il Fatto Quotidiano wrote, in an atmosphere of such familiarity that the Argentine pope even offered Afineevsky a piece of cake since it was his birthday.
Then, the next day, there was the presentation of the apologetic documentary at the Rome Film Festival that is directed by Antonio Monda, the brother of the editor of L'Osservatore Romano, Andrea Monda (who was also present), and the premier of the film in the Vatican Gardens, where Afineevsky received the "Kinéo Movie for Humanity Award" that is given to those who promote social and humanitarian themes.

The 'Real Objective'

But what is the real objective being pursued? The most obvious one was self-congratulatory: Pope Bergoglio is thirsty for popularity and worldly acclaim, especially now that his pontificate is in decline and — according to his own supporters — has become totally bogged down (it's enough to consider the Synod on the Amazon and the German synod). Above all, he wants to recover worldly favor during these weeks in which the Vatican has been at the center of new scandals that demonstrate — on the aspect of internal reform as well — the failure of the present pontificate.

The bait that was used to get the greatest possible prominence and the unanimous applause of both the mainstream media and the progressivist elite was the sensational declaration on the homosexual question.

It was already known that when he was cardinal of Buenos Aires, Bergoglio was in favor of "civil unions" in Argentina. And we know that, as pope, he "oriented the position of the Italian Bishops' Conference in 2015 and 2016 on the law desired by the Italian government of Matteo Renzi, accepting the formulation" (so writes Maria Antonietta Calabrò at the Huffington Post). But he has never before made an explicit public announcement like this that contradicts the official and perennial Magisterium of the Church. The novelty of this step is therefore enormous.
On the Left in Italy there are even those who have interpreted it as a positive signal for the approval of the "Zan" law [against homophobia] (which according to the Italian Bishops' Conference risks causing "liberticide drift" against nonaligned opinions).

The papal utterance has thrown the Catholic world into bewilderment and confusion. But Bergoglio is not worried about this. For him, questions of doctrine or morals or spirituality are useful only instrumentally, in service of an objective that is always only and totally political.
Professor Loris Zanatta's recent book, published by Laterza, Il populismo jesuita (Peron, Fidel, Bergoglio), demonstrates quite clearly the totally political nature of South American Jesuitism and of Bergoglio in particular.

And so what is the primary political objective of this operation? It is the biggest target of all, the one against which the entire media system and all of the globalist elites have been unleashed: Donald Trump.

It is he who undermines the Obamian and Clintonian project that, amidst the frenzied financialization of the Western economy, imposes China as the factory of the world at the expense of middle class and Western workers (and, curiously, the most deadly attack on Trump's re-election — which was all but certain last January — came upon him precisely from China: COVID-19).

The pontificate of Bergoglio is the child of the Obama/Clinton era and shares their globalist ideology, containing both immigrationism and ecologist fanaticism. Trump's re-election would be a very harsh blow for this ideology and this power bloc.

So they are doing everything they can to stop him, and even Bergoglio is on board the anti-Trump campaign, because the Catholic vote is decisive in the U.S. election. Thus, just a few days before the vote, this film has been premiered which is an incredible pro-Biden super-advertisement.
Flagrant Stumping for Biden

It's enough simply to watch the film's trailer. It begins with COVID in an ecologist key, because according to Bergoglian ideology the virus was not produced by the Chinese regime but by our offenses against the environment (there are even images of an earthquake — who knows what that has to do with ecology).

Then there is the glorification of Bergoglio as a world star, the "purifier" of the Church and the "savior" of humanity. And look at the images that are thrown together: First the film shows footage related to George Floyd (whose tragic case was used without reason against Trump); then it "casually" shows Joe Biden next to Bergoglio as he speaks to the U.S. Congress in 2015; and finally it shows the face of the "prophetess" of the ecologist religion, Greta Thunberg, framed in Saint Peter's Square as she greets Bergoglio.

At this point the film launches into a long immigrationist rally that culminates at the wall between the USA and Mexico. And then the image of Trump appears, and Bergoglio's words of fire are heard thundering: "A person who thinks only about building walls and not building bridges is not a Christian."
It is the famous attack against Trump that Bergoglio made during the 2016 electoral campaign. It is re-proposed today in this "electoral" trailer despite the fact that it is known that the wall with Mexico was also wanted by the Democrats, and above all despite the fact that after four years Trump — distinct from his predecessors — has not started even one war and has made many peace agreements around the world. At the end, Cdl. Tagle (a Filipino of Chinese origin) appears, Bergoglio's favored candidate to succeed him.

This is Bergoglio's sensational intrusion into the U.S. presidential campaign, just 10 days before the election. As you may recall, just a few days ago Bergoglio refused to receive the U.S. Secretary of State Mike Pompeo, who went to Rome to discourage the renewal of the China-Vatican agreement, because — Bergoglio said — meeting with Pompeo would have been interfering in the election campaign.

But actually Bergoglio — who in the meantime renewed the nefarious agreement with China — had a sensational campaign rally in store: the pro-Biden propaganda film, Francesco.
‘Consistent with radicality of Jesus’: Bishop defends Pope Francis OKing civil unions
Defending the Pope, Bp. Pablo David of the Philippines insists that Christ 'did not think building the kingdom of God was a matter of teaching people proper doctrine and morals.'

https://www.lifesitenews.com/news/consistent-with-radicality-of-jesus-bishop-defends-pope-francis-oking-civil-unions 

Michael Haynes, Kalookan, Philippines, October 27, 2020
The acting president of the Catholic Bishops’ Conference of the Philippines (CBCP) has issued a letter praising Pope Francis for comments he made in support of same-sex civil unions.
Bishop Pablo David, the Jesuit-trained bishop of Kalookan and acting president of the CBCP, wrote a letter entitled “Where is the Pope coming from” in which he defends and praises the Pope’s comments in support of same-sex civil unions. The letter was published by the CBCP’s official media arm, CBCPNews.

The bishop mentions that in calling for civil unions, the Pope was speaking “as a shepherd who is willing to leave behind the ninety-nine (99) in search of the one lost sheep.” He continues, “This Pope has been consistent with the radicality of Jesus of Nazareth whom he calls the human face of the Merciful God.”

LifeSiteNews PETITION calling on Pope Francis for clarification
David equates the response the Pope has faced from faithful Catholics and members of the hierarchy with the public persecution Christ suffered: “Jesus was misunderstood and judged by people because he associated with people of questionable reputation [.] ... He did not avoid them.”
David continues, referring to Christ: “He also did not tell them that what they were doing was right. He did not openly approve of prostitution [.] ... He just treated them with the same kindness and compassion that he extended to any human being.”

Many have interpreted the Pope’s recent remarks as openly approving of sexual relationships between members of the same sex.

In a passage downplaying the importance of imparting doctrine and morals, David writes: “[Christ] also did not approve of the manner in which the guardians of morality and orthodoxy in his time conducted themselves. He did not think building the kingdom of God was a matter of teaching people proper doctrine and morals.”
 Yet, the bishop states, the Pope “is not out to destroy our morals and orthodoxy. He just wants to do as Jesus himself did. He valued being kind and compassionate more than being right and righteous.”

Bishop David notes how the Pope puts this principle into effect in the documentary Francesco, where his remarks on civil unions appeared, regarding advice he gave to a same-sex couple with three children in their care: “Pope Francis said, ‘Go and join the parish anyway.’ He did not say ‘Follow the Church laws first before you join the parish community.’”

Among other cardinals and bishops who have defended traditional Catholic teaching on homosexuality, Bishop Athanasius Schneider of Kazakhstan recently pointed out how this approach is no act of kindness toward persons with same-sex attraction; rather, it is an act of cruelty. 
Schneider explained: “[B]ecause these persons will be confirmed in mortal sin, they will be solidified in their interior psychological dichotomy, since their reason tells them, that homosexual acts are against reason and against the explicit will of God, the Creator and Redeemer of men.”

Bishop David also claims that the Pope’s support for same-sex civil unions is due to his role “as a pastor,” by which the Pope can make such comments “without compromising anything about the Church’s understanding of marriage and family.”

The bishop quotes from Pope Francis’s recent encyclical, Fratelli Tutti, to justify the Pope’s support for same-sex unions by appealing to “our innate sense of fraternity,” urging people “to be Good Samaritans who bear the pain of other people’s troubles rather than fomenting greater hatred and resentment.”

The letter is a stark contrast to recent statements of Cardinal Raymond Burke, Archbishop Carlo Maria Viganò, 

 HYPERLINK "https://www.lifesitenews.com/opinion/bishop-schneider-calls-faithful-to-pray-for-pope-francis-to-convert" Bishop Schneider, and other prelates and priests. They referred back to Catholic teaching regarding homosexuality, noting that the Catechism teaches that “homosexual acts are intrinsically disordered” and that the “Church teaches that respect for homosexual persons cannot lead in any way to approval of homosexual behaviour or to legal recognition of homosexual unions.”
Is “same-sex love” really a thing? 

How can the Church endorse a novel category of “love” that is inescapably rooted in the disorder of same-sex attraction?

https://www.catholicworldreport.com/2020/10/27/is-same-sex-love-really-a-thing/ 
Jim Russell, October 27, 2020
“Gay Catholic” writer Eve Tushnet has done it again—in an October 24th commentary in the Washington Post, Tushnet repeats her years-long promotion of “same-sex love,” asking in the piece’s title “What, exactly, does Pope Francis believe about same-sex love?” and asserting later that “Catholic teaching forbids same-sex marriage but not same-sex love.”
“Same-sex love” is a term that doesn’t seem to raise many secular or cultural eyebrows, of course, but it should be of great concern for Catholics. Behind it is a Pandora’s box of confusion, error, and unreality. Catholics need to address this disarmingly ambiguous concept head-on and make clear that Catholic teaching in no way makes room for such a deceptive Trojan-horse term that ultimately undermines Church teaching on love and sexuality.

Tushnet’s writing is a sort of spear tip for popularizing this false category of love; as recently as September 4, she published a Catholic Herald commentary espousing the same thing, telling readers it’s what “gay Christians” long for and for which Scripture offers “models.” But Tushnet is not the first to assert that there is such a thing as “same-sex love.” She is but one among several Catholic voices to do so previously, all having in the past contributed to the now-dormant “Spiritual Friendship” blog site.

What do Tushnet and the other erstwhile “Spiritual Friendship” writers hope to convey with this term? What kind of love is this—philia, eros, agape? Something novel? That’s the core problem with “same-sex love”—it’s an elastic and unstable thing, masking a fundamental error in thinking in which it is believed “gay” identity and at least some of the attractions and longings associated with homosexuality can be normalized and even encouraged.

That fundamental error is best illuminated via the writing of “Spiritual Friendship” Catholic co-founder Ron Belgau, who used the term “same-sex love” in a 2018 article in Public Discourse, and defined homosexuality to be both a “perversion of marriage” and a “perversion of friendship.” Belgau said that the “normative form of same-sex love between those who are not blood relations is friendship.”

But here is the problem—homosexuality is not defined by the Church as a perversion of either marriage or friendship, or of any form of love, but is defined as a perversion of one of the “natural inclinations” given by God to human nature and which subsists in all human persons—the one and only sexual inclination.

The core error here is that the sexual inclination is decidedly not a form or expression of love itself. Love necessitates the use of human will, and the sexual inclination exists independently from the will itself. It’s just part of human nature, and is “antecedent” to all love. Indeed, this fact was explicitly recognized by Karol Wojtyla in his 1960 work “Love and Responsibility,” in which he devotes an entire initial chapter on the sexual inclination before he ever begins to discuss human love itself.

Belgau, Tushnet, and other “Spiritual Friendship” writers don’t seem to understand this basic truth. Instead, they back-engineer a view of homosexuality from what they perceive as a truth about “other-sex love”—the complementary love between man and woman, eros.

In a 2016 “Spiritual Friendship” blog post, Belgau directly contrasts “same-sex lust” with “same-sex love (friendship).” The reasoning seems to be that, because “other-sex love” (eros) exists, as well as both other-sex lust and same-sex lust, then there must be a category of “same-sex love” as well. But this is a false inference and merely invents a non-existent love, a “same-sex eros,” that has no precedent in our categorizations of love.

The mistake here is that the “same-sex lust” that is homosexuality is not a perversion of love (either eros or friendship), but a perversion of the sexual inclination (something Wojtyla acknowledges as “perversion” in “Love and Responsibility”). This is exactly the case with “other-sex lust” as well. Eros simply has no moral “other-sex” counterpart—it’s a unique form of love that is necessarily and exclusively complementary.

But wait, you may say—didn’t Belgau parenthetically explain that “same-sex love” is a form of “philia,” not eros?
Yes, but here again we encounter the “squishy” quality of the “Spiritual Friendship” view of same-sex love espoused by Tushnet and her like-minded fellow writers—they continually use the term in reference to their various levels of attraction to the same sex (which they would note as eros) while simultaneously continuing, in self-contradictory fashion, to frame this attraction in the context of philia, friendship. Same-sex love in their view denotes an attraction to the same sex that somehow can be “sanctified” as a form of friendship despite the fact that it is inherently derived from and associated with the disordered homosexual inclination.

Belgau says as much in a 2018 Twitter exchange, in which he’s asked whether these “sanctifiable” same-sex attractions are a kind of “chaste eros” or are forms of friendship-love, philia. Belgau says: “I would say a kind of philia. But I don’t think that love divides as neatly into categories as the question suggests.”

Another former “Spiritual Friendship” writer, Melinda Selmys, offered an entire post on this titled “The Fluidity of Eros and Philia,” in which Selmys says “the boundaries that we set up between philia and eros are artificial.” This view is further amplified by other past “Spiritual Friendship” writers like Aaron Taylor, who affirms the category of “same-sex eros,” and Chris Damian, who gave a presentation at the ill-named 2014 “Gay in Christ” conference at Notre Dame on how “same-sex eros” can exist without being “disordered.”

Tushnet and the other “Spiritual Friendship” writers have long embraced this view, in which homosexual sex acts are forbidden, but by which they insist on carving out a place for every other experience of same-sex attraction that they consider to be chaste expressions of their “longing for same-sex love.”

But the smoking gun here is their insistence that the “love” they long for is necessarily same-sex, by their own definition. It’s not “mere” friendship they are interested in, which could be either same-sex or other-sex. Instead, their longing is clearly and inextricably rooted in the experience of the objectively disordered homosexual inclination. The entire “Spiritual Friendship” project has been dedicated to the realization of this unique “giftedness” that same-sex attraction offers them to experience deep and intimate “same-sex love,” something that Tushnet most recently asserts is a project the Church itself should support and encourage for Catholics who “stay gay.” But how can the Church endorse a novel category of “love” that is inescapably rooted in the disorder of same-sex attraction? It cannot.

Though “same-sex love” proves to be a false grail, Tushnet and others of like mind insist that the Church should embrace it because Scripture gives its blessing and approval to it, in the examples of the “same-sex love” of David and Jonathan, and Ruth and Naomi. Tushnet says in her most recent commentary that such examples are “forms of love and kinship that don’t require marriage or sex” and adds that “many people wanted the pope to talk about gay people’s own longing to form a family because they hunger for some acknowledgment that being gay is about more than sexual desire.”

Tushnet has long seemed oblivious to the fact that the Catholic Church teaches against her view, precisely because Church teaching and natural law both make clear that the reality of kinship and family bonds is actually established via—and only through—marriage and procreative sexual relations. The “longing for home, care, devotion, commitment; for love that doesn’t shrink from sacrifice” that Tushnet says is experienced by people with same-sex attraction is rooted in the same human nature in which is rooted the God-given pathway for attaining those good things—through the procreative conjugal union of a man and a woman. “Family” simply doesn’t exist in any other way—families come to be through marriage and sex, not apart from them.

But Tushnet demurs on this, seeing in the above-mentioned Old Testament examples evidence of attractions to the same sex that clearly must be considered holy attractions. Tushnet thinks a distinction must be made between these holy attractions and attractions that are inordinate longings for physical sexual intimacy. She doesn’t seem to understand the simple truth that the bonds of love in these Old Testament examples exist independently from the biological fact of the friends being the same sex, not because the friends find members of the same sex to be sexually attractive to them in any manner whatever.

Instead, Tushnet claims inordinate attractions to persons of the same sex can be made morally acceptable not by changing the “object” of the homosexual inclination from same-sex to other-sex, but instead by changing the “expression” of those attractions:

There is another way for desire to become ordered: same object, different expression. People who long for same-sex love and intimacy should maybe be encouraged to learn how to do that, since it is good, and holy, and beautiful.

But this is simply illusory. There is just no way to “tease out” some experiences of attraction rooted in the homosexual inclination and claim they’re now free from disorder, when the very definition of “objectively disordered” means that those attractions in fact cannot be properly ordered and therefore can’t be expressed toward someone of the same sex.

Unfortunately, the longing for same-sex love expressed by Tushnet remains a misguided attempt to salvage something “ordered” from the disordered homosexual inclination, arising from a fatally flawed understanding of what homosexuality itself really is. Love is a thing; same-sex attraction is a thing. Other-sex love is a thing. But same-sex love is not a thing.

To quote the late songwriter Rich Mullins: “You can argue with your Maker, but you know you just can’t win.”
Priest: Pope Francis’s promotion of homosexual civil unions a ‘flagrant betrayal’

No 'bridge-building' will result from this latest misstep.

https://www.lifesitenews.com/opinion/priest-pope-franciss-promotion-of-homosexual-civil-unions-a-flagrant-betrayal 

Fr. Gerald E. Murray, October 27, 2020
I expect that various cardinals and bishops will make public statements for and against this new teaching. Cardinal Burke has already issued a powerful reply that may be read by clicking here. Divisions, already in existence over other hotly-contested questions, will grow wider.
No “bridge-building” will result from this latest misstep. Those who accept the Church’s perennial teaching on homosexuality will be accused of being anti-Catholic enemies of the pope. But can that be true?
LifeSiteNews PETITION calling on Pope Francis for clarification
To remind the pope of what the Church has always taught makes those who do so not his opponents, but rather his true friends who have the courage to rebuke a pope who has attempted to do what lies beyond his powers, that is, change Catholic moral doctrine.
The Catholic Church throughout the world has strongly opposed proposals to pass civil-union laws, having been instructed to do so by the Holy See in 2003. That all changed on October 21, 2020. Encouraging governments to legally formalize unnatural, sinful relationships in which people engage in sodomy is a shameful thing for any Christian to do, but most especially so for the pope.

Pope Francis’ comments are a flagrant betrayal of the mission of the successor of St. Peter “to confirm the brethren” in sound doctrine.

This is a volcanic eruption. Catholicism is now widely but incorrectly seen to consist of the latest remarks by Pope Francis to journalists and filmmakers. Pope Francis has used the power and influence of his sacred office to promote something that is sinful. That is not the mission entrusted by Christ to St. Peter and his successors. Catholic doctrine on the immorality of homosexual acts cannot be changed by Pope Francis or any other pope.

We must pray that he comes to realize the grave offense he has given to God by this wrongful endorsement of homosexual pseudo-marriage. He is encouraging what he is bound by his office to condemn. His acceptance of his election as pope by the College of Cardinals included a solemn commitment to uphold the Faith handed down from the Apostles.
He has no right to promote the erroneous teaching that homosexual people have a right to live together in sin or have a just claim upon civil society, acting through its governments, to publicly recognize such unions as legal institutions that are equivalent in some way to sacramental marriage.

The faithful must call upon Pope Francis to repent of this disastrous declaration, which inflicts grave harm upon the Church.

Published with permission from The Catholic Thing.
Franklin Graham, evangelicals condemn Pope Francis’ support for gay civil unions

‘I find these comments from the Pope unthinkable in light of the Word of God,’ said Franklin Graham.

https://www.lifesitenews.com/news/franklin-graham-evangelicals-condemn-pope-francis-support-for-gay-civil-unions 
Doug Mainwaring, October 27, 2020
Pope Francis’ pronouncement seemingly supporting the legalization of homosexual civil unions has not only caused confusion and recoil among many Catholics. It also invited criticism from Protestant leaders who see him departing from Bible truths. 
“The news has reported that Pope Francis said in a new documentary that ‘homosexuals have a right to be part of the family’ and is calling for civil union laws for same-sex couples,” noted Evangelist Franklin Graham, son of the late Rev. Billy Graham. “I find these comments from the Pope unthinkable in light of the Word of God.”

“For Pope Francis to attempt to normalize homosexuality is to say that Holy Scriptures are false, that our sins really don’t matter, and that we can continue living in them,” said Graham in a Facebook post. “If that were true, then Jesus Christ’s death, burial, and resurrection wouldn’t have been needed. The cross would have been for nothing. No one has the right or the authority to trivialize Christ’s sacrifice on our behalf.”

Graham continued:

Yes, God makes it clear that He loves us and does want us to be part of His family, but He also tells us how that can happen. The Bible says, “Repent therefore and be converted, that your sins may be blotted out, so that times of refreshing may come from the presence of the Lord” (Acts 3:19). 

I want everyone to know the truth and to find the peace that comes only from fully surrendering our lives to Him and His commands. The consequence of an unrepentant, unbelieving heart is also clear in the Word of God — eternal death. Unless we repent and receive His offer of forgiveness, surrendering our lives to Him, we will spend eternity as part of a different family when we leave this earth — the family of the condemned.

In light of the pontiff’s surprising endorsement of same-sex civil unions, Southern Baptist leaders felt compelled to restate their commitment to the authority of the Bible’s teaching about sexuality and marriage.  
“No matter what a pope, pastor or elected official says, we do not get to define sexuality or the family,” said Southern Baptist Convention (SBC) President J. D. Greear, who is also pastor of The Summit Church in the Raleigh-Durham, North Carolina, area. “The Creator does, and on this His word could not be more clear.”

“Our authority does not come from a man or a group of men and women, but from the Bible alone,” said Ronnie Floyd, president and CEO of the SBC Executive Committee. “When the Bible speaks, God speaks. The Bible teaches marriage is the uniting of one man and one woman in covenant commitment for a lifetime.”
“Other faiths may choose other authorities to determine their beliefs on marriage, family, sexuality and other matters of life. However, as Baptists we believe the Bible has God for its author, salvation for its end and truth, without any mixture of error, for its matter,” continued Floyd.  

“Therefore, all Scripture is totally true and trustworthy,” said Floyd. “We need not add anything to the Bible about marriage, family, sexuality or anything else because the Bible is God’s perfect treasure of divine instruction.”

“Every wing of the church — Catholic, Protestant, Orthodox — has for 2,000 years affirmed Jesus’ view of marriage — that marriage is, from the beginning, a union between a man and a woman in covenant fidelity to one another,” asserted Russell Moore, president of the SBC Ethics & Religious Liberty Commission. 

“We ought to treat everyone justly and with compassion, including those with whom we disagree, but no church has the authority to put asunder what Christ has joined together in the Word He has given to us,” said Moore. 

LifeSiteNews PETITION calling on Pope Francis for clarification
At the Vatican’s November 2014 ecumenical colloquium on the Complementarity of Man and Woman, Moore spoke eloquently and compellingly, outshining many of the Catholic speakers, including Pope Francis, who had addressed the gathering of 300 leaders from various faith traditions around the world.  
“People are looking for a cosmic mystery, for a love that is stronger than death,” said Moore. “They cannot articulate it and perhaps would be horrified to know it, but they are looking for God.”

Moore explained what is at stake if Christianity supports anything other than the complementarity of man and woman.  

“What is disrupted when we move beyond the creation design of marriage and family is not only human flourishing, although it is that, but also the picture of the very mystery that defines the existence of the universe itself — the Gospel of Jesus Christ,” warned Moore, presciently, against the future remarks of the Pope, who had invited him to speak at the Vatican event.   

“We will not capitulate on these issues, because we cannot,” declared Moore.

In a new documentary first shown last Wednesday, Pope Francis was quoted as saying, “Homosexuals have a right to be a part of the family. They’re children of God and have a right to a family. Nobody should be thrown out, or be made miserable because of it.”

He also said, “What we have to create is a civil union law. That way they are legally covered. I stood up for that.”

The Catholic News Agency has since reported that “several sentences spoken by the pope in the documentary were spliced together, out of context, from [a] 2019 interview, and journalists have since then asked questions about the precise nature of the pope’s remarks on civil unions.”

The Pope himself, or the Vatican’s press office, has yet to clarify the remarks.

Proof that Pope Francis’ comments approving of gay civil unions were translated accurately

It’s an irrefutable fact Pope Francis is in favor of same-sex civil unions.

https://www.lifesitenews.com/blogs/proof-that-pope-francis-comments-approving-of-gay-civil-unions-were-translated-accurately 
Gualberto Garcia Jones, October 27, 2020
(Editor’s note: Fr. Agustino posted a new video retracting his allegation and admitting that the Pope does seem to be calling for legal cover for same-sex unions.  You can watch his retraction video here)
October 27, 2020 (LifeSiteNews) – As you’re probably aware, there’s a lot of controversy surrounding the recently revealed statements from Pope Francis expressing his support for same-sex civil unions. 

I wanted to do a quick fact-check on Catholic commentators who are stating that the media has misrepresented the Pope and that the original Spanish meaning was lost in translation.
VIDEO

One Catholic priest in particular, EWTN’s Fr. Agustino Torres, has released a video that has around 170,000 views arguing this very point. Watch it here. 
As a native Spanish speaker and as a lawyer, I’m afraid that the good friar is mistaken in his arguments.

LifeSiteNews PETITION calling on Pope Francis for clarification
Yes, the Pope uses the term "convivencia civil,” which, if translated literally, would mean, "civil coexistence.” The problem with this interpretation is that it ignores the crucial fact that the Pope was referring to statements he made as Cardinal of Buenos Aires, during the debate on same-sex “marriage” and homosexual civil unions in Argentina.

In 2002, after Bergoglio was installed as Cardinal of Buenos Aires, Buenos Aires passed a local law legalizing same-sex civil unions. This was followed by other local jurisdictions around Argentina.

Eventually, in 2008, same-sex civil unions were adopted nationally by the government. As always happens, same-sex civil unions opened the door to same-sex “marriage” and by 2010, Argentina had adopted same-sex “marriage.”

The key thing to understand here is that in Argentina, same-sex civil unions are referred to as "uniones convivenciales." In daily usage, the pope’s words “convivencia civil” are synonymous with "uniones convivenciales." The former is singular, the latter plural. 

This is even more clear when you consider that the context the Pope is speaking of is of forming a family unit. 
Thus, although he didn't use the word "uniones," it would be nonsensical to interpret it in any other way.  A "ley de convivencia civil" is a law for homosexual "families" to be recognized by law, which is precisely what a homosexual civil union, or a “union convivencial” is in Argentina. There is no wiggle room here.

Undoubtedly, there are times when the Pope has spoken in an ambiguous way that might have been purposefully misunderstood by the media. But in this case, there is no doubt what the Pope meant was that he has supported and supports same-sex civil unions.

I am sorry, Fr. Agustino. I, like you, want to believe that the Holy Father would not go against the direct and consistent teaching of the Church, but, in this case, it’s an irrefutable fact. 

As a native Spanish speaker and as a lawyer, I assure you that there is simply no wiggle room for us to justify the Pope's statement as anything other than a contradiction to the teaching and tradition of the Catholic Church when it comes to homosexuality.

Priest says gay civil unions ‘are giving approval to sinful behavior’

According to Fr. Michael Orsi, the Pope’s remarks on homosexual civil unions are ‘extremely questionable.’

https://www.lifesitenews.com/news/priest-says-gay-civil-unions-are-giving-approval-to-sinful-behavior 
Dorothy Cummings McLean, Naples, Florida, October 27, 2020
A Florida priest criticized as “extremely questionable” Pope Francis’ recent remarks, in which the Holy Father appeared to support legal recognition of homosexual relationships.
“The problem is we are giving approval to sinful behavior,” explained Fr. Michael Orsi, a Catholic priest in Naples, Florida. “And because homosexual relationships are sinful behavior, a homosexual relationship endangers the soul. It is a mortal sin.”

“When the pope encourages civil unions, that becomes extremely questionable,” Orsi told his congregation on Sunday, pointing out that many people have asked him about the Pope’s statements regarding “civil unions for same-sex couples, their right to a family and their right to be part of a family.”

Speaking in the context of Sunday’s Gospel message, “Love your neighbor as yourself," Orsi set the record straight: Church teaching has not changed.

“Some people think that whenever the Pope speaks, it is an official pronouncement of the Church, and that’s not true," Orsi said. “He speaks in many registers, if you will.”

Completely separate from a Pope’s private opinions, there is the ordinary teaching of the Church, “which is the Church’ s belief based on Scripture and tradition which we have believed for two thousand plus years,” and “there is extraordinary magisterium when the pope speaks infallibly on an issue,” Orsi explained.

This takes the form of a solemn, formal pronouncement in which the pope says, “I declare, I proclaim, I define.”

“And even when he speaks in those words what he says must be based on Scripture and tradition," the priest said. “In other words, a Pope cannot make up something new because it is politically correct.”

VIDEO

Francis’ recently published statement on homosexual unions “holds no theological weight,” Orsi said, for it is only his personal opinion. Thus, there has been no change in Church teaching, and if anyone says otherwise, he “doesn’t know what [he] is talking about or is [indulging in] wishful thinking.”
The Church’s perennial teaching against homosexual relations is not something human society made up because of culture, Orsi said. It is based in both Scripture and tradition. In Scripture, prohibitions against homosexual practices can be found in Genesis, Leviticus, and the letters of St. Paul. The tradition or doctrine of the Church can be found in the Catechism of the Catholic Church which “tells us what we must believe as Catholics,” Orsi said.

Section 2357 of the Catechism describes homosexuality as a disorder and as “something that cannot be acceptable for human beings’ good human behavior,” Orsi summarized, whereas section 2358 talks about the Church’s relationship with homosexual persons.

“Here it says [that] although we have those prohibitions, that to engage in a homosexual act is a mortal sin, contrary to God’s law and contrary to nature, what the Church has always counseled is this: that homosexual persons be treated with dignity and respect.”

LifeSiteNews PETITION calling on Pope Francis for clarification
However, this does not include applauding civil recognition of homosexual unions, as Pope Francis seemed to have done in the latest documentary film about him, Francesco. Orsi stated that the Pope’s words were “questionable” and that granting civil unions to same-sex couples is a “problem.”

Orsi acknowledged that many people don’t talk about sin anymore but underscored that’s what homosexuality is.

“It’s a disordered way of acting, and therefore it’s against Scripture, tradition, and the natural law,” he continued. “So for us to say that we should allow or encourage civil unions would to be to give somewhat of an approval to a situation which will lead to mortal sin for those who are involved, and therefore it jeopardizes their immortal souls.”

Because Francis mentioned a “right to a family,” Orsi also addressed the now-thorny issues of what a family is and what the best interests of children are.

“Once again, the right to a family is based on Scripture,” he said. “It is the relationship between a man and a woman. And we know that that is the best way to raise a child.”
Declaring that the nuclear family is no longer needed and saying that we can “reconstruct the family any way we want” calls into question “our position regarding what is good for a child, what is the best situation for a child to be raised in,” the priest suggested.

Orsi indicated that he knows these issues are sensitive, having been a priest for 45 years, especially for listeners who have homosexual inclinations or homosexual family members. He underscored that Christians must not disown anyone because they are homosexual. But at the same time, he believes homosexual behavior should not be tolerated within the family.

“We always act in charity,” the priest said.

“That means we don’t disown someone, but we must always encourage them to do the right thing, and to pray for them, and in a very sensitive way to point out that the behavior they are engaged in is sinful behavior [and] is detrimental to their immortal soul, to their salvation,” he continued.

“Also, those persons have an obligation to respect the Church, the Church’s teaching, and the customs and beliefs of their natural family. In other words, you don’t want it to happen that someone is literally shoving it in your face, as they say, and making you and the rest of your family uncomfortable because of behavior that you disapprove of.”

Orsi argued that refraining from telling people who engage in homosexual acts that they are endangering their souls is false charity. We have to speak the truth because someone’s soul is at stake, he said.

"If we don’t speak the truth, we lose them and a number of souls in the rest of society who are now being led astray,” the priest explained.

Orsi compared the person who does not speak the truth about sin to a doctor who does not tell his patient when the latter is diagnosed with cancer. “Charity is when we speak the truth to help another human being achieve their salvation,” he said.

The priest ended his homily with a “famous saying” from his seminary days — salus animarum suprema lex: “The safety of souls is the highest law.”

Documentary Trailer for Francesco Reveals a Deeper, More Dangerous Agenda

https://onepeterfive.com/documentary-trailer-for-francesco-reveals-a-deeper-more-dangerous-agenda 
Steve Skojec, October 27, 2020
Catholics have been brawling for about a week now over the pope’s comments, released in the new documentary Francesco, in support of homosexual civil unions. Some stragglers, apparently immune to reality and all its pomps, are still in denial over the unprecedented support shown by Francis for these “gravely immoral” (the Church’s words, not mine) unions. Meanwhile, no less of a figure than Archbishop Viganò says he believes Francis is trying to lure orthodox bishops into condemning his remarks in such a way that he can force a schism, with faithful Catholics falsely portrayed as enemies of the pope.

I’ve offered my own in-depth breakdown of the issues here.

Setting the controversy around this single topic aside, however, a trailer for the recently released documentary — one that likely would have faded quickly into obscurity if not for the headline-grabbing quote about civil unions — shows a film that is taking very targeted political shots at hot button issues for the progressive Left, all with the help of the Bergoglian papacy. (Remember that the pope not only knows about this film, he had a birthday party for the director and gave him an award for his work.)

Take a look at the trailer for yourself:

[…]

In comments made originally at the Italy Daily Libero, Catholic author and journalist Antonio Socci breaks down some of the political messages that come through in the trailer.

But first, Socci added a brief prologue to this column at his own blog on October 25th, and these bear repeating here:

Just this morning, Bergoglio has announced the creation of 13 new cardinals (of whom 9 are electors). They are all ultra-Bergoglians. The hasty announcement at this moment, right on the eve of the US election, is significant: Trump has strong momentum and now the Bergoglian Vatican is very afraid that he may be re-elected. Bergoglio, along with the entire globalist establishment, has declared war on Trump. If Trump really wins, then this pontificate, which is already in sharp decline, would be finished indeed, since it has crushed itself on China and been totally discredited. In the pro-Biden propaganda film that I talk about in this article, right at the end Cardinal Tagle is blatantly promoted as the one Bergoglio wants as his successor. Everything is explicit. By naming the nine new cardinal-electors today, Bergoglio wants to ensure the result of the next conclave.

It may seem odd for an Italian journalist to place so much emphasis on the American presidential election. It has struck a number of Americans as odd that Archbishop Viganò, too, has focused so much on this election, even as he warns about the deep spiritual corruption in the Church.

But there is a real international import to what happens in the United States a week from now. As the saying goes, “As America goes, so goes the world.” Ours is a far from perfect nation that appears to be quite rapidly collapsing from within, but it retains a core of freedom-loving people desirous of a moral society and the flourishing of natural virtue.

That alone sets it apart from most of the West. That, and its overwhelming influence in international finance and affairs.

As Viganò boldly proclaimed last month, President Trump holds a primary “role in the national and international context,” and his mission is “decisive … in the epochal confrontation that has been unfolding in recent months.”
The former nuncio to the US makes the reasons for the rabid opposition to Trump’s re-election clear:

It is well understood that the hatred against Trump – which is not dissimilar to what happens in Italy in the face of much softer members of the opposition – finds its real motivation in the awareness of his fundamental role in the battle against the Deep State and all of its internal and external ramifications. His courageous denunciation of Communism – of which Antifa and BLM are the global versions while the Chinese dictatorship is the incubator – serves in some measure to remedy the silence of the Church, which despite the heartfelt appeals of the Blessed Virgin Mary at Fatima and La Salette has preferred not to renew its condemnation of this infernal ideology. And if Bishop Sanchez Sorondo can declare with impunity, against all the evidence, that China is the best implementer of the social doctrine of the Church, we can rejoice over the words of the President of the United States and the no less courageous words of his Secretary of State Mike Pompeo.

Cardinal Gerhard Müller, former prefect of the Congregation of the Doctrine of the Faith, offered his own assessment of the US election shortly thereafter, and it is one that echoes the bold words of Archbishop Viganò:

“The outcome of the U.S. election,” Müller says, “will determine whether the U.S. remains the leading power in the world — for freedom and democracy — or whether a communist dictatorship will assume that role for the global community.”

Whatever one thinks of Donald Trump, it seems increasingly clear, as new riots threaten to overwhelm the police in Philadelphia, and vengeful Leftists are working on a scheme to pack the US Supreme Court in retaliation for the confirmation of Justice Amy Coney Barrett, that the stakes really are that high. The pretense of respect for the rule of law has been discarded; we exist now in a state of perpetual rebellion against order and reason. As we stand at this denouement of a decades-long cultural revolution, the phrase “epochal change” appears less hyperbolic by the hour.

And in the midst of it all, the current Vatican is providing aid and comfort to the enemies of the very Western Civilization that the Catholic Church so painstakingly built.

To return to the Francesco documentary and Socci’s commentary, we will see more clearly in his analysis the pope’s role in this existential battle to snuff out the final embers of Christendom. It is necessary here to excerpt at some length:

And so what is the primary political objective of this operation? It is the biggest target of all, the one against which the entire media system and all of the globalist elites have been unleashed: Donald Trump.

It is he who undermines the Obamian and Clintonian project that, amidst the frenzied financialization of the Western economy, imposes China as the factory of the world at the expense of middle class and Western workers (and, curiously, the most deadly attack on Trump’s re-election – which was all but certain last January – came upon him precisely from China: Covid-19).

The pontificate of Bergoglio is the child of the Obama/Clinton era and shares their globalist ideology, containing both immigrationism and ecologist fanaticism. Trump’s re-election would be a very harsh blow for this ideology and this power block.

So they are doing everything they can to stop him, and even Bergoglio is on board the anti-Trump campaign, because the Catholic vote is decisive in the US election. Thus, just a few days before the vote, this film has been premiered which is an incredible pro-Biden super-advertisement.

It’s enough simply to watch the film’s trailer. It begins with Covid in an ecologist key, because according to Bergoglian ideology the virus was not produced by the Chinese regime but by our offenses against the environment (there are even images of an earthquake – who knows what that has to do with ecology).

Then there is the glorification of Bergoglio as a world star, the “purifier” of the Church and the “savior” of humanity. And look at the images that are thrown together: first the film shows footage related to George Floyd (whose tragic case was used without reason against Trump), then it “casually” shows Joe Biden next to Bergoglio as he speaks to the US Congress in 2015, and finally it shows the face of the “prophetess” of the ecologist religion, Greta Thunberg, framed in Saint Peter’s Square as she greets Bergoglio.

At this point the film launches into a long immigrationist rally that culminates at the wall between the USA and Mexico. And then the image of Trump appears, and Bergoglio’s words of fire are heard thundering: “A person who thinks only about building walls and not building bridges is not a Christian.”

It is the famous attack against Trump that Bergoglio made during the 2016 electoral campaign. It is re-proposed today in this “electoral” trailer despite the fact that it is known that the wall with Mexico was also wanted by the Democrats, and above all despite the fact that after four years Trump – distinct from his predecessors – has not started even one war and has made many peace agreements around the world. At the end, Cardinal Tagle appears (a Filipino of Chinese origin), Bergoglio’s favored candidate to succeed him.

This is Bergoglio’s sensational intrusion into the US Presidential campaign, just ten days before the election. As you may recall, just a few days ago Bergoglio refused to receive the US Secretary of State Mike Pompeo, who went to Rome to discourage the renewal of the China-Vatican agreement, because – Bergoglio said – meeting with Pompeo would have been interfering in the election campaign.

But actually Bergoglio – who in the meantime renewed the nefarious agreement with China – had a sensational campaign rally in store: the pro-Biden propaganda film, Francesco.

If there is one line in Socci’s exposition that gave me chills, it is this: “Then there is the glorification of Bergoglio as a world star, the ‘purifier’ of the Church and the ‘savior’ of humanity.”

Now, Socci has a reputation for being something of a sensationalist, but it’s hard to disagree with his depiction here, especially after viewing the emotionally charged trailer for yet another propaganda piece about Bergoglian greatness. Socci’s description reminded me immediately and uncomfortably of things I recall having read about the Antichrist – namely, that he will be a great peacemaker and diplomat, who will rise to prominence by solving seemingly intractable problems in the world. 
This all seems innocuous enough, but he will eventually use his fame and prominence to promote his own godless “miracles” by means of preternatural powers while blaspheming horribly and persecuting anyone who will not succumb to his wickedness.

I’ve written about Bergoglio as a “type” of the Antichrist before — worth reading again for the citations alone, which seem eerily prescient — and to be honest, I cannot say I believe him to be more than that. But this typology is disturbing, to say the least, especially for a pope.

I am no prophet, and my observations of such parallels do not make them true. I also don’t believe things have advanced far enough to conclude that we are in the end of days. But it is hard not to look at the chaos in the world, the growing restlessness of the people of every nation, the seemingly intractable strife, the rising din of discordant, relativistic, and irrational modes of thinking that are, as Hilary White wrote yesterday, Lovecraftian in their mind-bending surreality — and not see a moment of history ripe for exploitation by anyone who can appear to offer a solution to the madness.

At times, to pull back and look at everything that is happening simultaneously at this moment is staggering.

But if I’m not a prophet, and my pattern recognition not guaranteed, these limitations cut both ways. It’s possible that I could be underestimating just how far things have gone. Others seem to see it differently. A couple of years back, when speaking about certain aspects of the crisis in the Church, Cardinal Willem Jacobus Eijk, Archbishop of Utrecht, Netherlands, made reference to the Church’s ultimate trial, leading up to the coming of the Antichrist. Cardinal Burke has made explicit reference to the warnings from apparition of Our Blessed Mother at Akita. The late Cardinal Caffarra made it known that Our Lady told Sister Lucia of Fatima that the final battle between Our Lord and Satan would be over marriage and the family – something to consider seriously when evaluating papal comments on homosexual unions.

And Archbishop Viganò, of course, has been urgently explicit, stating in his address to the Catholic Identity Conference this month:

In this struggle, Providence has placed the Church of Christ, and in particular the Supreme Pontiff, as kathèkon – that is, the one who opposes the manifestation of the mystery of iniquity (2 Thess 2:6-7). And Sacred Scripture warns us that at the manifestation of the Antichrist, this obstacle – the kathèkon – will have ceased to exist. It seems quite evident to me that the end times are now approaching before our eyes, since the mystery of iniquity has spread throughout the world with the disappearance of the courageous opposition of the kathèkon.

Our pope not only isn’t leading the faithful towards heaven, he has become a champion for the enemy. Things have reached such a state that Bishop Athanasius Schneider has had not only to publicly speculate about how we might handle a heretical pope, but to publicly admonish the pope for fear that he will lose his soul:

All these little ones in the Church (children, young men, young women, fathers and mothers of family, cloistered nuns, priests, bishops) would surely say to Pope Francis: Most Holy Father, for the sake of the salvation of your own immortal soul, for the sake of the souls of all those persons who through your approval of same-sex unions are by their sexual acts grievously offending God and exposing their souls to the danger to be eternally lost, convert, retract your approval and proclaim with all your predecessors the following unchangeable teaching of the Church…

[…]

The true children of the Church of our days might use these words of Psalm 137, saying: We feel as if in exile, by the rivers of Babylon, weeping when remembering Zion, when remembering the luminous and crystal-clear teaching of the popes, of our Holy Mother Church. Yet we unshakably believe in the words of Our Lord, that the gates of hell will not prevail against His Church. The Lord will come, even if He will come late, only in the fourth watch of the night, to calm the storm within the Church, to calm the storm within the papacy of our days, and He will say: “Take heart; it is I. Do not be afraid. O you of little faith, why did you doubt? And when they got into the boat, the wind ceased.” (Mt. 14:27; 32-33) Our Lord will say also to Pope Francis: “For what does it profit a man, if he gains the whole world, and suffers the loss of his own soul? Or what exchange shall a man give for his soul? For the Son of man shall come in the glory of his Father with his angels: and then will he render to every man according to his works.” (Mt. 16:26-27); and Our Lord will say in addition to Pope Francis: “I have prayed that your own faith may not fail; and that once you have converted, you must strengthen your brothers” (Luke 22:32) [emphasis added]

These are truly unprecedented times, and they are incredibly trying for souls trying to discern the truth and make their way through the suffocating darkness of a world gone mad.

Please pray for each other, that we may be consoled, given clarity and wisdom, and be saved from our enemies by The Lord.

Realism, the Pope, and the case for civil unions

https://www.catholicculture.org/commentary/realism-pope-and-case-civil-unions/ 
Phil Lawler, Founder of Catholic World News, October 28, 2020
Writing about the Pope’s much-remarked comments about remarks on civil unions Ryan Anderson and Robert George observe that “there is a plausible interpretation of Pope Francis’s comments under which they are consistent with historic Catholic teaching and moral reality.”
That’s true. It is possible to square what the Pope said with the Catholic tradition. But it isn’t easy—particularly when the Pope and the Vatican let the widespread misinterpretation of the remarks (if indeed it is a misinterpretation) stand uncorrected. Anderson and George write:
However, it is up to Pope Francis to make clear that this interpretation is sound, and lest the faithful be kept in confusion (and distress), it is his obligation to provide the necessary clarification.

We have seen no clarification. Instead we have seen the Venezuelan strongman, Nicolas Maduro, citing the Pope’s words as he asked legislators to consider legal recognition for same-sex marriage. And we have seen a Washington Post editorial encouraging judges to ponder the papal remarks when weighing the rights of Catholic institutions to uphold the Church’s perennial teachings. Rightly or wrongly, leftist politicians are quoting the Pope to their advantage, and the Vatican is not correcting them. Qui tacet consentit: Silence gives consent.

Having said that one could reconcile the Pope’s statements with previous Church teachings, Anderson and George go on to say that “there is nothing intrinsic to a civil union… that has to conflict with moral reality…” They cite San Francisco’s Archbishop Salvatore Cordileone’s analysis:

… A civil union of this type (one which is not equated to marriage) should be as inclusive as possible, and not be restricted to two people of the same sex in a presumed sexual relationship. There is no reason, for example, why a brother and a sister, both of whom are unmarried and support each other, should not have access to these kinds of benefits.

Perhaps so. But what you would then have would not be a piece of “civil union” legislation as commonly understood. You would have instead a piece of legislation expanding the legal rights of any two or more people who happened to be domiciled at the same address. If there are convincing arguments for that sort of legislation, those arguments should apply to all sorts of living arrangements, not just to homosexual partnerships. But the Pope was talking explicitly about homosexual partnerships. And frankly, so is everyone else who promotes civil unions.

The point of civil-union policies—the only reason why these policies have been proposed and advanced—is not to protect roommates in general, but to give special recognition to those roommates who are engaged in homosexual activities. There has never been any political drive for the acceptance of civil unions “not equated to marriage.” That’s the whole point.

Bishops for gay civil unions are washing their hands of damage to children

Pope Francis’ statement is already being used to justify same-sex parenting, which the Vatican previously emphasized does ‘violence’ to children.

https://www.lifesitenews.com/blogs/bishops-for-gay-civil-unions-are-washing-their-hands-of-damage-to-children 
Emily Mangiaracina, October 28, 2020
High-ranking Catholics who came out defending Pope Francis’ heterodox support of same-sex civil unions, including a cardinal and bishop, are washing their hands of the damage those unions do to souls, especially to the souls of children.
Online statements defending the Pope’s recent remarks seemingly approving same-sex civil unions have been released by Cardinal Sean O’Malley of Boston, Massachusetts, and Bishop Anthony Taylor of Little Rock, Arkansas.

While both clergymen rightly affirm that Church teaching on the immorality of homosexual acts has not changed, they also maintain that the Church can support same-sex civil unions, completely ignoring the Church’s teaching explicitly prohibiting such unions.

Cardinal O’Malley’s argument that Pope Francis’ statement “is not an endorsement of homosexual activity” has to contend with its real-life ripple effect. Praise for Pope Francis’ call for civil union laws give the impression that his words are not drawing people closer to Christ’s teaching — rather the opposite.
Many advocates of homosexual relationships seem to be enthusiastic about Pope Francis’ statement precisely because they see it as a form of support for homosexual relationships, if not an endorsement of them.

One Twitter user referred to Pope Francis’ statement as an “opening to homosexuality”: “Pope Francis’ opening to homosexuality is one of the most historical changes I’ve witnessed in my life.”

Pope Francis’ opening to homosexuality is one of the most historical changes I’ve witnessed in my life.
“Homosexual people have the right to be in a family. They are children of God”.
Amen #LGBTQ #PopeFrancis https://t.co/u9k3DNrFuv
— Alberto Alemanno (@alemannoEU) October 21, 2020
Indiana attorney Kathleen DeLaney recently described how a teacher and a guidance counselor working for the archdiocese of Indianapolis were fired for being in a same-sex “marriage.” She sees Pope Francis’ words as a repudiation of the decision.

“The Archbishop of Indianapolis is clearly out of sync with his boss, the Pope in Rome,” DeLaney said. “We hope that [the Archbishop] will seek to make amendments with our clients who were wrongfully terminated because of who they are and to whom they’re married,” said DeLaney.

To some, the approval of civil unions naturally goes hand-in-hand with the approval of same-sex couples acting as parents. CBS Boston reported that one woman in a homosexual “marriage” “views the endorsement as a message to her kids: their family is welcome, and Catholic faith is a gift they can share together.”

From the practical consequences alone, it is easy to see how same-sex civil unions pose a huge moral problem, even aside from being a “continuous proximate occasion” of grave sin. To take the approval of civil unions and run with it is to embrace a moral revolution.

Far from acknowledging the grave danger of living in actual mortal sin or its near occasion, Bishop Taylor claimed in his statement that “a stable bond between persons of the same sex has the possibility of offering some good for those persons, especially when that bond is chaste in nature.”
Bishop Taylor went so far as to equate real injustices done to same-sex attracted people with the denial of legal benefits attached to an immoral union: “We have an obligation to remove all the disadvantages that [homosexuals] suffer unjustly. One of these injustices is the fact that in most societies the legal union of civil marriage conveys tangential benefits to incentivize marriage that are not intrinsically connected to marriage itself, and are denied to those who are not in a legal union.”

Bishop Taylor indirectly touched on one of the very reasons why the Church cannot condone civil unions. The Church, of course, is not against legal status for same-sex attracted people. However, just as legal benefits incentivize marriage, they incentivize civil unions — and it would be a violation of the Church’s mission to support the incentivizing of grave sin or public scandal. That is the true injustice.

Both Cardinal O’Malley and Bishop Taylor speak as if the Church’s stance on the actual morality of homosexual acts can be separated from, or is irrelevant to, the Church’s stance regarding civil unions.

Bishop Taylor framed same-sex unions as isolated from Church matters: “Notice that this union is civil, solely for the purpose of ensuring civil benefits. It has no status in Church law,” he said.
Cardinal O’Malley argued, “Just as the Church does not campaign against civil laws that allow for common-law marriage or second marriages that are not sacramental, even though such arrangements can be in violation of the laws of the Church, the Holy Father recognizes that in civil society there can be cogent reasons to enact such laws providing for civil unions which are not the same as the institution of marriage.”

These statements obscure the fact that the Church can never condone a law contrary to Her moral teaching. Abortion is the most obvious example of this. The same goes for “second marriages” — the Church cannot, and never has, declared second “marriages” permissible or tolerable. Much less does it actively support them.

That civil unions don’t go so far as to pretend the impossible — that two people of the same sex can “marry” — does not make them permissible. Same-sex civil unions are contrary to the Church’s moral teaching because, aside from the actual grave sins involved in what are probably the vast majority of them, they are, as Bishop Schneider pointed out, not only “a public scandal,” but a “constant and immediate danger of mortal sin for the two involved persons.”

What makes civil unions especially grievous is that they involve one of the “particular mortal sins that are so evil that they are said to be sins that cry to heaven for vengeance,” namely sodomy (Gn 18:20-21, cf. CCC #867).
Approval of civil unions denies the social Kingship of Christ
Steve Skojec noted in his commentary on “The True Social Kingship of Christ, “It wouldn’t be a daring wager to say that nearly every Christian alive today would agree that Christ’s dominion over nature, over creatures, and the universe itself is absolute. But this statement finds not a few objectors when applied to the civic sphere.”

He went on to quote Pope Pius XI’s 1925 Encyclical, Quas Primas, which declares that not just individuals and families, but political states — and by extension, their laws — are subject to Christ’s power:

“‘... truly the whole of mankind is subject to the power of Jesus Christ.’ Nor is there any difference in this matter between the individual and the family or the State; for all men, whether collectively or individually, are under the dominion of Christ. In him is the salvation of the individual, in him is the salvation of society.”

“In a world wherein we speak so often of ‘religious liberty’ and the ‘separation of Church and State,’ it is difficult for us to conceptualize such a social reign of Christ,” said Skojec.

Quas Primas continues, “With God and Jesus Christ excluded from political life, with authority derived not from God but from man, the very basis of that authority has been taken away ... The result is that human society is tottering to its fall, because it has no longer a secure and solid foundation.”

This much-forgotten nugget of Truth drives home that human law should conform to Christ’s law not only as a matter of right, but because it is precisely Christ’s law which will further true peace, justice, order, and happiness in society.

When we divorce law from the first Lawgiver, by condoning civil unions, for example, we undermine those very benefits of society.

Civil unions violate natural law
The question of same-sex civil unions goes even deeper than church law or human law. They are contrary to the natural law, for the sexual acts involved in same-sex unions by their very nature exclude the gift of life. (CCC #2357)

Even before our Lord Jesus Christ took His human nature and became the King of all governments through His human nature and conquest, every government had a duty to legislate in accordance with the natural law. “Every humanly-created law is legitimate insofar as it is consistent with the natural moral law,” according to the Congregation for the Doctrine of the Faith (CDF).

Thus, an observant Jew, for instance, is bound to reject not only homosexual acts and same-sex “marriage,” but same-sex civil unions as well. This is demonstrated by the fact that Halakha, or Jewish Law, “holds that the ban on homosexuality applies universally, to non-Jew as well as to Jew (Sanh 58a: Maimonides, Melakhim 9:5, 6).” In fact, no differentiation between civil and religious law exists in classical Judaism.

Civil unions are not a construct that the Church can wash its hands of and cleanly tuck away in the “civil sphere.” They are an affront to the very foundation of society, the family, and even an instrument of “violence” to children. This is not a far-away figment of the imagination, because, as noted above, Pope Francis’ approval of civil unions is already being used to justify same-sex parenting.
The CDF stated that “Allowing children to be adopted by persons living in [same-sex] unions would actually mean doing violence to these children,” by placing them “in an environment that is not conducive to their full human development.”

If Cardinal O’Malley, Bishop Taylor, and Pope Francis will not heed Church law, nor Christ’s Social Kingship, nor natural law — will they at least come to the defense of our children?
After Pope Francis' civil union remarks, archbishop recalls Argentina's civil unions debate
https://www.catholicnewsagency.com/news/after-pope-francis-civil-union-remarks-archbishop-recalls-argentinas-civil-unions-debate-90401
October 28, 2020

After remarks in a newly-released documentary from Pope Francis on civil unions, the archbishop emeritus of La Plata, Argentina, has offered his recollection of a 2010 debate on civil unions which took place within the Argentine bishops’ conference, while the country’s legislature was preparing to approve a same-sex marriage bill.
In comments sent to ACI Prensa, CNA’s Spanish-language news partner, Archbishop Héctor Aguer noted that “the recent statement by the Supreme Pontiff promoting civil unions between people of the same sex caused a stir, in the Church and outside of it; i.e., proposing that they be granted a legal framework.”

The archbishop referred to comments published in “Francesco,” a documentary that premiered in Rome last week, in which Pope Francis was seen to call for civil unions legislation. The pope’s previously unpublished remarks were found to have come from a 2019 interview conducted by Mexican television network Televisa.

It has since been widely reported that Pope Francis supported the idea of civil unions legislation while he was Archbishop of Buenos Aires, as a compromise during the 2010 debate in Argentina over same-sex marriage.

Last week, Archbishop Victor Manuel Fernandez, the current Archbishop of La Plata, posted on Facebook that “What the pope has said on this subject is what he also maintained when he was the Archbishop of Buenos Aires.”

The archbishop added that before he became pope, then-Cardinal Bergoglio “always recognized that, without calling it ‘marriage,’ in fact there are very close unions between people of the same sex, which do not in themselves imply sexual relations, but a very intense and stable alliance.”
“This can be contemplated in the law and is called ‘civil union’ [unión civil] or ‘law of civil coexistence’ [ley de convivencia civil], not marriage,” Fernandez wrote.

Archbishop Aguer, who led the Archdiocese of La Plata from 2000 to 2018, recalled the 2010 debate about civil unions.

“Cardinal Bergoglio, then being the Archbishop of Buenos Aires, proposed in a plenary assembly of the Argentine bishops’ conference to support the legality of civil unions of homosexual persons by the state, as a possible alternative to what was called - and is called - 'marriage equality.'”

“At that time, the argument against him was that it was not a merely political or sociological question, but that it involved a moral judgment; consequently, the sanction of civil laws contrary to the natural order cannot be promoted. It was also noted that this teaching has been repeatedly stated in the documents of the Second Vatican Council. The plenary of the Argentine bishops rejected that proposal and voted against it,” Aguer said.

The archbishop added that “in 2003 the Congregation for the Doctrine of the Faith declared that ‘respect for homosexual persons cannot lead in any way to approval of homosexual behavior or to legal recognition of homosexual unions.’ It’s not unreasonable to think that such unions, to which it is proposed to grant legal recognition, are not ‘platonic’; therefore, it would be implicitly approving the coverage of homosexual activity in the law.”

The Catechism of the Catholic Church teaches that those who identify as LGBT “must be accepted with respect, compassion, and sensitivity. Every sign of unjust discrimination in their regard should be avoided. These persons are called to fulfill God's will in their lives and, if they are Christians, to unite to the sacrifice of the Lord's Cross the difficulties they may encounter from their condition.”

The Catechism elaborates that homosexual inclinations are “objectively disordered,” homosexual acts are “contrary to the natural law,” and those who identify as lesbian and gay, like all people, are called to the virtue of chastity, and called to holiness.

The archbishop said that in his view, the Catechism proposes “a path of spiritual improvement oriented towards the achievement of chastity, through the practice of ‘the virtues of self-mastery that teach them inner freedom,' prayer and sacramental grace.”

For Aguer, "the ecclesiastical approval of ‘civil unions’ would bring on the de-Christianization and dehumanization of society."
The archbishop affirmed his respect for the pope, but said that in his view, the pope’s remarks in a documentary “do not have a magisterial character."
“I compare it with the conversations that the popes have during their trips with journalists in the plane’s passageway; They may be interesting, but they lack the specifications that are proper to a magisterial genre; although issued by a relevant personality, they are no more than private opinions.”

In addition, Aguer said, “in the case of a matter on which there is certain Catholic teaching, if the Holy Father had the intention of introducing a change, the reasonable thing is to maintain that he would expressly state it with authority and good arguments."
The archbishop warned against a tendency he called “Pope-olatry,” among some Catholics, saying it “is not healthy behavior.” He noted that “the initial repercussions” to the pope's words “already caused contrasting reactions, which raises fears of a widening of divisions among the faithful, a deepening of the ecclesial 'rift' which undeniably exists.”

“I hope that theologians, cardinals and bishops with greater wisdom and authority than I, will bring some light to these dark moments,” he said.

For Aguer, “it’s very painful to think of the spiritual damage the faithful who suffer due to their disorderly inclination will suffer if the Church should back the recognition of civil unions, sanctioned by the state as a right to have a family; this would place an obstacle to the possible healing process described in the Catechism.”

“Because the mercy of the truth is owed to these persons,” he said.

The archbishop urged Catholics to prayer, and urged them to “hope, which lights up suns in our night.”

Cdl Müller: Pope’s endorsement of homosexual civil unions has ‘no authority’ for Catholics

The former Prefect for the Congregation of the Doctrine of the Faith explained the 'source, sense, and limits of papal authority,' noting that some popes have erred

https://www.lifesitenews.com/blogs/cdl-mueller-popes-endorsement-of-homosexual-civil-unions-has-no-authority-for-catholics 

Dr. Maike Hickson, October 28, 2020
In light of the recent and controversial words by Pope Francis endorsing civil unions for same-sex couples, Cardinal Gerhard Müller explained in a new interview today in Italy the nature of the papacy and the limits of its authority. He insisted that the Pope has to serve God and His teaching, adding that there are moments where Catholics “have to criticize many ideas and actions of individual Popes.” Such questioning, however, does not lead to “questioning the divine mission and mandate of the Pope as Successor of Peter,” the Cardinal explained.

His words can be helpful for many Catholics who are facing the situation that they have to contradict their own Pope.

Speaking with the Italian newspaper La Verità, about the recent papal words about same-sex civil unions, Cardinal Müller pointed out that these “private pastoral musings” of the Pope are “not a locus theologicus” and have “no authority for a Catholic Christian.”

“The Faith stems from God's Revelation and not from the manipulative wording and framing presented by theological and political influencers,” the former Prefect of the Congregation for the Doctrine of the Faith stated.

He also insisted that “marriage is a life-long union between a man and a woman,” adding that “any sexual union outside of marriage is objectively a grave sin.”

In a new documentary film that premiered in Italy on 21 October, Pope Francis called for homosexual civil unions to be legalized. Speaking of homosexual civil unions, he said, “What we have to create is a civil union law. That way they are legally covered. I stood up for that.”

Further commenting on these words coming from a Pope, Cardinal Müller points out that the papal limits have been defined by the Council of Florence, as well as the First and the Second Vatican Council, and that “the authority of the papal teaching and governing office is not based on the limited personality of any occupier of the Throne of Peter.”

LifeSiteNews PETITION calling on Pope Francis for clarification
Starting with Peter, the prelate explained, the authority of the Pope is based on the “divine mission.” “His authority which calls for the religious obedience of all Catholics,” Müller went on to say, “is merely to profess that which was revealed to him by the heavenly Father: namely, that Jesus is not just some kind of prophet or moral model, but, rather, the Son of God (Mt 16:16),” that is, “the Son of the Most Holy Trinity, Who has revealed to us His Father (Mt 11:27) and to Whom – as the Son – all power in heaven and on earth is given.”

“The Apostles and their successors,” Cardinal Müller continued, “only teach that which has been given to them by Jesus.”

In this sense, religious obedience is here a part “of the supernatural Faith, which is directly aimed at God who does not and cannot deceive.” Such teaching excludes then a “blind obedience toward man, as it is known in totalitarian systems and their personality cult of their leaders.”

When asked by La Verità about the fact that with his new statement, the Pope actually contradicts a magisterial text issued by the Congregation for the Doctrine of the Faith in 2003 which ruled that the Church cannot recognize civil unions of same-sex couples, the German prelate explained:

First of all, the Pope has to be in accordance with the Revelation, as it is to be found and witnessed in Holy Scripture and in the Apostolic Tradition. Then he also has to recognize all dogmatic decisions of the previous councils and popes. Neither the current Pope nor his predecessors can impose their own subjective beliefs (on world politics, the education of children, or the art of cooking) upon the entire Church.

Cardinal Müller made it clear that “one can and must criticize many ideas and actions of individual popes without questioning the mission and mandate of the pope as the Successor of St. Peter.” Even though Jesus made St Peter the first pope, but at the same time Jesus also “heavily criticized” him, especially for denying Christ during His Passion.

Therefore, St. Jerome, St. Augustine, as well as St. Thomas all praised St. Paul for his courage, for “his most fervent criticism of Peter,” and at the same time praised St. Peter for his “humility, with which he accepted this fraternal correction.” At the time, continued the German cardinal, “St. Peter did an immeasurable service for the unity of the Church.”
Müller presented this situation between St. Peter and St. Paul – where St. Paul withstood St. Peter to  his face – as a model for our Church also today: “The exercise of the primacy of the Roman Church has always to be guided by the two Apostle princes who with their blood of martyrdom have bought for the Church of Rome the primacy in the communion with the episcopal local churches.”

Here, Cardinal Müller also insisted that there were moments in the history of the Church where popes have erred in the past. “It happened historically that even individual popes were insecure with regard to questions of the Faith or even gravely erred.”

Here, the German cardinal reminded us of the very limited nature of the dogma of papal infallibility. The latter only takes effect when a pope speaks “ex cathedra” and presents to the entire Church “a revealed doctrine of the Faith.” Thus, a pope cannot “impose” his “subjective values and limited philosophical and theological theories” upon the Church, as if they were “revealed.”

Any new concept of revelation, according to which new inspirations could lead a pope to transcend that which has always been taught by the Catholic Church, is clearly being criticized by the prelate.

Here, the Cardinal rejects any theory, according to which there exists an ongoing revelation and that Pope Francis is now divinely inspired in his new ideas.
“Revelation has definitively ended in its constitutive reality with the death of the last Apostle,” Müller insisted. “Popes and bishops are merely servants of Christ and witnesses to the once and for all occurred Revelation of God in Jesus Christ, and not the recipients of a new revelation which surpasses Christ or even reduces him to a preliminary stage to a higher knowledge of God.”

Any “pseudo-intellectual talks of a paradigm shift” is here clearly assessed as being “an undisguised heresy which falsifies the Word of God and which turns the wine of the Marriage Feast of Cana back into water.”

In this sense, there is no way of “absolutizing the ecclesial-political power of the Pope and of his mission,” and, therefore, as Cardinal Müller stated, “we justly defend the authentic teaching on the papacy toward those Catholics” who do so.
Pope’s former auxiliary bishop in Buenos Aires: Gay civil unions will ‘dechristianize’ society

Archbishop Héctor Aguer, the former Auxiliary Bishop of Archbishop Jorge Bergoglio, made the remarks in an essay for InfoCatolica.

https://www.lifesitenews.com/blogs/pope-francis-former-auxiliary-bishop-in-buenos-aires-distances-himself-from-gay-civil-union-remarks 

John-Henry Westen, October 28, 2020

In an essay published today at InfoCatolica, and translated and published with permission at LifeSiteNews, Archbishop Héctor Aguer, the former Auxiliary Bishop of Archbishop Jorge Bergoglio when he became the Archbishop of Buenos Aires in 1998, has distanced himself from the Pope’s own comments about the need for homosexual civil unions.

VIDEO

Both Bergoglio and Aguer were appointed Auxiliary Bishops of Buenos Aires in 1992, and both were named archbishops of dioceses in 1998, Bergoglio to Buenos Aires and Aguer to La Plata a month later.

I wanted to share some reflections about just some of the crucially important points he raises in his article. Here’s the first that stood out:

In my opinion, ecclesiastical approval for “civil unions” will favor the dechristianization and dehumanization of society. 
With all the respect and affection that I profess for the Vicar of Christ, I would venture to think that the expressions he has made on the topic covered in the film “Francis” are not part of the magisterium.  

The same point was made today by Cardinal Gerhard Müller, the former head of the Vatican’s doctrinal office, who said that there are moments where Catholics “have to criticize many ideas and actions of individual Popes.”

More from Archbishop Aguer:
I would compare it to conversations that the popes have with reporters in the aisles of airplanes during their trips; they may be interesting, but they lack the specificity that is proper to a magisterial act; although they are issued by a relevant person, they don’t pass beyond the status of a private opinion.  

Papolatry is not healthy behavior for Catholics.  

To learn more about the question of papolatry, watch this 2018 interview with Cardinal Raymond Burke.

Archbishop Auger continues:

This has already resulted in a backlash, which raises concerns about an increase in divisions among the faithful, a deepening of the ecclesiastical “fissure,” which exists without a doubt.  

His Excellency is spot on. We can clearly see a split in the Church over this issue, as Cardinals Burke, Müller and Archbishops Viganò and Schneider have sounded the alarm about the Pope’s latest remarks, while other clergy thought to be “conservatives” such as Cardinal Sean O’Malley have said there is nothing to see here. 

What’s worse is that several of the new cardinals Pope Francis just appointed are totally supportive of homosexual civil unions, which, again, are contrary to Church teaching.

More from Archbishop Aguer:
In conclusion: It is very painful to contemplate the spiritual damage that would be experienced by those faithful who suffer from their disordered inclination if the Church were to endorse the recognition of civil unions, approved by the State as a right to have a family; this would place an obstacle to the possibility of healing described in the Catechism.  

Chaste same-sex attracted Catholics, feeling betrayed by Pope Francis, are speaking out and urging him to repent. 

Indeed, those who heroically reject homosexuality and chose day in and day out to live chaste lives are now offering poignant commentary on the harm inflicted by Pope Francis’s remarks. One wishes the Holy Father would only listen to them.

One last comment from Archbishop Aguer:

Because the mercy of truth is owed to these people, a scandal, to which is added the promotion of clergy who have a consistently bad reputation (‘if you know what I mean’) which is known with certainty by many people, they do not seem to be calumnies. 

Just this week Pope Francis appointed 13 new cardinals, some of whom are pro-LGBT and support communion for adulterers. Bishop Aguer is right. It is a scandal of the highest rank! May God have mercy on us all.

Below is Archbishop Aguer’s article, which has been translated into English by LifeSite’s Matthew Hoffman. The original can be read by clicking here.

“The family: wife, husband, children. Regarding a papal declaration”

When he was the archbishop of Buenos Aires, the then-Cardinal Bergoglio, in a Plenary Assembly of the Argentine Episcopal Conference, proposed giving approval to civil unions for homosexual persons provided by the State, as a possible alternative to what was called – and is called – “marriage equality.”  The plenary session of the Argentinean bishops rejected that proposal with a vote against it.
Héctor Aguer, Emeritus Archbishop of La Plata 

October 28, 2020

The recent declaration of the Supreme Pontiff, in which he supported civil unions for people of the same sex (in other words, proposing the creation of a legal framework for them), has caused a stir, both within the Church and outside of it. He did it in a biographical documentary, “Francesco,” made by Evgeny Afineevsky, a Russian filmmaker of Jewish origin, which debuted in the Rome Film Festival, and given the “Movie for Humanity” award. It was then stated that there is no reason at all to be surprised, because the Holy Father had already expressed that opinion in an interview given last year to the Mexican television network Televisa. I understand that this provoked a debate, and questions arose that have not been clarified sufficiently. In reality, when he was archbishop of Buenos Aires, the then Cardinal Bergoglio, in a Plenary Assembly of the Argentine Episcopal Conference, proposed the approval of civil unions for homosexual persons provided by the State, as a possible alternative to what was called – and is called – “marriage equality.”  At that time it was argued against him that this was not a merely political or sociological issue, but that it involved a moral judgment, and therefore one cannot promote the approval of civil laws that are contrary to the natural order. It was recalled as well that this doctrine was declared repeatedly in the documents of the Second Vatican Council. The plenary session of the Argentinean bishops rejected that proposal by voting against it.

In 2003 the Congregation for the Doctrine of the Faith declared that the respect owed to homosexual persons, which the Church upholds, “cannot lead in any way to the approval of that conduct or to the legal recognition of their unions.” It isn’t an act of suspicion to think that such unions, for which legal recognition has been proposed, are not “platonic”; therefore, it would be to implicitly approve giving the protection of the law to sodomy. The teaching in the Catechism of the Catholic Church (n. 2357-2359) is something very different. It presents a careful exposition on the topic in the context of its study of the Sixth Commandment, and on the virtue of chastity. Far from condemning people who are attracted to the same sex, it states that they must be “accepted with respect, compassion, and sensitivity,” but that the exercise of that objectively disordered tendency is contrary to the natural law, is closed to procreation – the primary end of sexual relations – and lacks the necessary affective and sexual complementarity. 

The Catechism does not encourage such behavior. To the contrary, it proposes to Christians who experience that unnatural inclination a way of spiritual progress aimed at arriving at chastity, through the practice of “the virtues of self-mastery that teach them inner freedom,” prayer, and sacramental grace; moreover, it is affirmed that they can and must “gradually and resolutely approach Christian perfection.” Among the aids that they can offer to these people is “the support of disinterested friendship” (amicitiae gratuitae auxilio, 2359). These principles could inspire initiatives to effectively accompany and give aid to those brothers who find themselves in that sort of difficulty. Unfortunately, the so-called “sexual revolution” has perversely influenced the mentality of new generations; many pastors of the Church disregard the value and importance of Christian anthropology, and do not make an effort to bring about its dissemination. Thus the forgetting about and denial of the metaphysical concept of nature becomes ever more culturally prevalent, and brings about confusion and a pernicious tolerance of the fact and the practice of homosexuality. Individualism and subjectivism induce people to think that each person may choose according to his preference the “gender” in which he wishes to live. People in the Church are not aware that this mentality destroys the faith. This is the “evangelization of culture”? In my opinion, the ecclesiastical approval of “civil unions” will favor the dechristianization and dehumanization of society.

With all the respect and affection that I profess for the Vicar of Christ, I would venture to think that the statements made on the topic in the film “Francesco” are not part of the magisterium. I would compare them to then conversations that the popes have with reporters in the aisles of airplanes during their trips; they may be interesting, but they lack the specificity that is proper to a magisterial act; although they are issued by a relevant person, they don’t pass beyond the status of a private opinion. 
Furthermore, given that in this case there exists a certain Catholic doctrine on the subject, if the Holy Father had the intention of introducing a change, it is reasonable to hold that it would make a clear and authoritative statement to that effect, using good arguments. Papolatry is not healthy behavior for Catholics. I have read that some victims of sexual abuse by priests have celebrated the above-mentioned pontifical declarations as if they are a desirable modification of Church teaching. This has already resulted in a backlash, which raises concerns about an increase in divisions among the faithful, a deepening of the ecclesiastical “fissure,” which exists without a doubt. I hope that theologians, cardinals, and bishops with greater wisdom and authority than I have will shed light on these dark moments. 

In my brief reference to true Catholic doctrine I wanted to allude to a very long standing tradition to which the most recent are applicable: numerous interventions of the great Pius XII, above all his beautiful discourses to those who were recently married, and to the no less abundant interventions of Saint John Paul II, his catechesis of the years 1979 and 1980 regarding love, the body, and sexuality, and his encyclicals Mulieris dignitatem and Familiaris Consortio, and the statements of such philosophical, cultural, and theological rigor of Benedict XVI regarding gender ideology. But even before, beginning with the encyclical Arcanum divinae sapientiae of Leo XIII (1880) and Casti connubii of Pius XI (1930), the pontifical authority reacted successively against what was merely civil marriage, divorce, and the practice of living together outside of matrimony. Homogeneity, which is the most fundamental aspect of the development of Catholic doctrine, now suggests a clear pronouncement against the liceity of homosexual civil unions, which will never be the foundation of an authentic family. 

At the foundation of this tradition in its rough outline we find the very Word of the Lord, which refers to the revelation of the Old Testament. Jesus responded to the sophistry of the Pharisees: “Have you not read that the Creator, from the beginning, made them man and woman (ársen kai thēly), and that he said: For this reason a man (ánthrōpos) will leave his father and mother to unite himself to a woman (gynaikí), and the two will be but one single flesh (sárka mían)?” (Mt. 19:4, cf. Mk. 10:6). Certainly, neither in the perspective of the texts of Genesis (1:27, and 2:24) nor in the Gospels, is there found the possibility of a union of people of the same sex. The divine Word, in its objectivity, has a formidable value for today. Something that is neither conceivable in the order of natural reason, nor in the order of Revelation, has been made into a concession of modern culture:  the mysterious deformity that affects Adam exiled from paradise.

 I write “mysterious” because the Catechism notes with respect to homosexuality that “its psychological genesis remains largely unexplained” (2357).

 The reason that has been given in support of the novel formulation regarding civil unions, is that homosexual persons have the right to a family; in effect this states – if I do not misunderstand – that a family is constituted through a civil union of two persons of the same sex. They could, therefore, if they so wish, become the “guardians” of a child, whether through adoption or by means of producing one through [sperm or egg] donation or by purchasing the necessary gametes and, when necessary, the renting of a womb, analogically to what is permitted to an “equal” form of marriage. Can this construction be called a family? In common language, the list of meanings that are given by the dictionary of the Royal Academy of Spain begin with this broad definition: “a group of people related to one another who live together.” For Catholic doctrine, in contrast, the family is constituted through a marriage, and it is made up of the husband (man), the wife (woman), and their children. If it is affirmed that homosexuals have the right to constitute a family, it will be necessary to recognize that, in effect, a change has been made in the Catholic doctrine on the subject. I will express it symbolically: on the dismasted ship that is the Church of our day, the topsails are no longer moved by the blowing of the Holy Spirit, but rather are pushed by the wind of the secular culture. I resist accepting this.

 But it turns out that the Second Vatican Council, to which abusive appeals have been made so many times, aligns with that tradition and it continues it: the family proceeds from the matrimonial relationship (connubio); in it new citizens of human society are born (Lumen gentium, 11). The family is “the first and vital cell of society”; its rights must be preserved in civil legislation (Apostolicam actuositatem, 11). In the Pastoral Constitution Gaudium et spes we read: “Public authority should regard it as a sacred duty to recognize, protect and promote the authentic nature of marriage and the family, to shield public morality and to favor the prosperity of home life” (n. 52). In the conciliar perspective the approval of a civil union of people of the same sex is unthinkable, and it is much less conceivable that it could be considered a “family”; in the same paragraph of that document it is made clear that the family is constituted of the spouses – father and mother – and their children. Perhaps someone might consider that Vatican II, after more than half a century, is out-of-step with the current reality. Well, let them say so openly!

The Compendium of the Social Doctrine of the Church, published in 2004, addressing an agnostic and relativist conception of democracy, recalls that, according to the teaching of the Church, a “family” is that which is founded on the monogamous marriage between people of different sexes (n.569). In the same text, which contains an ample spectrum of topics regarding the family, a passage of Pope Wojtyla’s encyclical Centessimus annusis taken up, which includes among human rights “to live in a united family and in a moral environment conducive to the growth of the child's personality” (47). I do not believe that one can correct these statements to include a presumed human right to have a family for homosexuals united in a civil union. According to the Compendium, “Making ‘de facto unions’ legally equivalent to the family would discredit the model of the family”; a fortiori...The basis is in a completely private notion of these social relations (227). Subjectivism and relativism justify any combination, harming the Church and secular society as well. “Human ecology” would appear to be disrupted if the structure of what has always been considered “family” is altered; the intimate communion of life and love founded on marriage between a man and a woman is not the same as the legal fiction of a civil union between people of the same sex (cf. n. 211 s.). Does it now turn out that the concern, even an overwhelming one, for safeguarding the physical oikosis compatible with the unscrupulous destruction of the moral, cultural, and social oikos? 
The academic study of the reality of the family has been amply developed, and it recognizes the influence of disunifying factors that operate powerfully in modern culture. The characteristics of an ideal family are always clear; one of those scholars notes: “Monogamy, united by the indissoluble sacrament of marriage, under paternal leadership and maternal collaboration;  the recognition of the dignity and rights of parents and children – given in a gradual way to the latter –; offspring of both sexes; reasonable freedom for the children to choose their state and profession; the presence of the grandparents and other relatives; sufficient income and the existence of a family patrimony...” The ideal description that I have chosen has been elaborated upon for more than thirty years; simultaneously, moral treatises that circulated in Catholic universities offered a sociological and historicist conception of the family, at the conjuring of a Freudian concept of sexuality. These contrasts accompanied the accelerated process of family disintegration derived from the development and progress of various forms of feminism, that have brought about the cultural imposition of gender ideology, in whose propositions bring about the dissolution of the very foundation: the necessity of two sexes, man and woman, to constitute a family. In the opinion of the Church, the description that I have offered in the first citation was losing consistency, despite the excellent magisterium of those years. We finally arrived at the culmination of the decadence of Catholic culture, progressively perforated for decades. Modern revolutions and the totalitarian systems of the 20thcentury, Nazism and communism, have subjected the family to the power of the State; however it has been the developed democracies, in the period following the Second World War, that have made the most profound advance in the alteration of the nature of the order of the family. A little-known fact: the dissolution of matrimonial ties and of the community of the family sanctioned by the revolutionary Soviet doctrine, had to be corrected in 1936 by legislation destined to halt abuses that are corrosive for society. In reality, until very recently an argument in favor of unions of people of the same sex was unthinkable in Catholic circles, and even more unthinkable was the idea that they could be considered to be a family.

According to Revelation and the Christian tradition that follows from it, the family is a natural institution, the closest to human nature, because it proceeds from the instinctive love that unites a man and a woman, and it is projected in the culture, constituting the foundation of society. It is now necessary to repeat these fundamental truths: the notions of nature, natural order, and natural law; over these are built the properly Christian conception that provides the faith, the charity, and the sacramental grace of marriage, which correct possible defects, elevate the primary reality, and constitute the elemental cell of ecclesial society.

Doctrine and acts. In the Pauline epistles we find the affirmation of the ethical and religious unity of the relationship of man and woman, which is not added exteriorly to the natural dimension, but assumes it and transforms it from within. The Church has intervened always to defend the authentic reality of the institution of the family in the face of historical alterations, persuaded of the pedagogical and pastoral importance of the corrections that it proclaimed as necessary to conform to the design of God. What is in play is this alternative: a life lived in grace or in sin, and therefore, eternal salvation.

In conclusion: It is very painful to contemplate the spiritual damage that would be experienced by those faithful who suffer from their disordered inclination if the Church were to endorse the recognition of civil unions, approved by the State as a right to have a family; this would place an obstacle to the possibility of healing described in the Catechism. Because the mercy of truth is owed to these people. A scandal, to which is added the promotion of clergy who have a consistently bad reputation (if you know what I mean) which is known with certainty by many people; they do not seem to be calumnies. 

What can the Catholic faithful do today? Above all, pray, invoking the intercession of the Virgin Mary, Mother of the Church, and of Saint Joseph, it’s Patron. But, furthermore, to tirelessly disseminate, with exactitude and serenity, the teaching, which is unchanging, maintained by the great ecclesial tradition, to dissipate confusion with its light; because it’s about saying “yes” to what is, and “no” to what is not, and in this way to thwart the plans of the Father of Lies (cf. Jn 8:44), and to not lose hope, which lights up suns in our night.
“Brothers All,” Including “Families” of the Same Sex. The Pontificate of Francis under the Analyst’s Lens

http://magister.blogautore.espresso.repubblica.it/2020/10/29/%e2%80%9cbrothers-all%e2%80%9d-including-%e2%80%9cfamilies%e2%80%9d-of-the-same-sex-the-pontificate-of-francis-under-the-analyst%e2%80%99s-lens/ 
Sandro Magister, October 29, 2020 
*
(s.m.) The benedictory words of Pope Francis for homosexual “families,” in the recent film named after him, and his encyclical “Fratelli Tutti” on universal brotherhood, with only 4 timid paragraphs out of 287 dedicated to “Christian identity,” have prompted Professor Pietro De Marco to make a comprehensive critical evaluation of the current pontificate.
On the genesis and effects of the pope’s words from the film, Settimo Cielo has offered this detailed reconstruction:

Famiglie omosex. Ciò che il papa ha detto e ciò che gli hanno fatto dire
While for a properly theological interpretation of “Fratelli Tutti,” here is an instructive analysis by Fr. Thomas Weinandy, a member of the International Theological Commission:

“Fratelli Tutti” and the Preaching of the Good News
But here is what De Marco writes - a philosopher and historian by training, former professor of the sociology of religion at the University of Florence and at the Theological Faculty of Central Italy - on what he calls “the disorder” of this pontificate, and at the same time “the deformed, unnatural agreement” that envelops it, both of them “such as cry out in the sight of God.”
·  TENDERNESS FOR THE "LAST MEN" by Pietro De Marco
Does the tenderness of a Church that obscures divine revelation really serve the man who receives it?

After Pope Jorge Mario Bergoglio invoked “legal protection” for same-sex couples, a friend brought to my attention a text that afterward was widely cited: “Those who would move from tolerance to the legitimization of specific rights for cohabiting homosexual persons need to be reminded that the approval or legalization of evil is something far different from the toleration of evil. In those situations where homosexual unions have been legally recognized or have been given the legal status and rights belonging to marriage, clear and emphatic opposition is a duty.”

It is a passage from the “Considerations regarding proposals to give legal recognition to unions between homosexual persons,” published by the Congregation for the Doctrine of the Faith on June 3, 2003, the feast of the Ugandan saints Charles Lwanga and companions, martyred - the learned friend tells me - because they had resisted the sodomitic demands of their king. But today whom and what should we oppose if - as a theologian writes with whom, in friendship, I always disagree - “with the pope the field is no longer divided into two conflicting sides, truth and freedom, duty and law”? Does cultured Christian opinion, anti-Augustinian and anti-Pauline, really believe that man is floating in a warm therapeutic bath, where there is no longer either drama or risk for conscience and decision?

Truth and freedom, duty and law would be pacified only in a man alienated from himself, in an anthill of virtue such as God the creator did not intend humanity to be.  This dream is by no means Christianity, not that of the Catholic Church or the Orthodox Churches. Freedom and truth will always be in conflict in our finiteness, and in the face of the fact the attempted destruction of metaphysics is useless. Indeed, only a “katéchon” Church (2 Thessalonians 2:6-7) could keep this fall of the Human into a-patía from happening.

This “katéchon,” in spite of the hope of Fr. Antonio Spadaro in “La Civiltà Cattolica” of January 4 2020, cannot be constituted by the Church of the vision of Pope Francis if - as the Jesuit proclaims - this vision makes spiritual and pastoral “conversion” coincide with the “structural” one. The struggle against the "end of history" has less to do with economic and social structures than with the ideological and moral worlds that penetrate and alienate existences.

In this light, after decades, much more appears to be mistaken in the theological work aimed at demonstrating that faith and the Church must, in order to "renew themselves" (a thesis that destroys itself, since there can be no novelty in the proper sense of the temporality of a Tradition), accept that nonsense as well, or indeed become the weakness of "beyond belief,” as some authors put it. A stance that accelerates the end without bringing about regeneration.

While discussing a bit warmly with a postmodern friend who is all about feminism, freedom, and individual rights, all “here and now,” the finiteness of living and euthanasia for all, I happened to hear her praise Bergoglio, “this pope I like so much.” We know that the pope's public appearances and irrepressible talk - one good example of which is the recent disjointed sortie on homosexuals and civil unions - act as a balm on the nihilism that is widespread today, as a sort of justification, since the false awareness of having emancipated himself from the truth is not enough to permit the post-Christian man to "live for death.” I often remember, in the face of the safe and misguided subjectivity of postmodern self-sufficiency, the prediction of the “last man” reformulated after the war by Alexandre Kojève: we are about to be - wrote the philosopher - protected and healthy men who thus allow themselves to live, pure happy animality without history and without soul. Of course, it will then be difficult for us to protect life if we begin to be a burden on our social circle, but by then, they tell us, we will have lived long enough; dogs and cats, so “human,” will live more than we will. Pope Bergoglio seems to be aware of this tendency of the Western world, diagnosed once again by Fukuyama over thirty years ago, but resolves it in the mannered deprecation of liberal individualism, which then leads back to the selfishness of economic interests. The reality is entirely different and the lack of anthropological diagnosis strikes at the heart of the pope's pastoral and political strategy.

Even the most lucid defenders and apologists of Francis are unable to use any argument other than the "method of gentleness" and the "praise of brotherhood" as new forms of Catholic truth and the Petrine function. “The pope brings love back to the evangelical dimension,” I read, with regard to his utterances on the homosexual drama. Whoever believes this has never read the Gospels: does the "evangelical dimension" of love - and which one? eros, philia, agape? - imply my consent now to marriage between divorced persons, now to the homosexual couple and related figures? And tomorrow what else? To incest, to child sex? And if the laws that decriminalize, and then encourage, this or that conduct bear the seal, the profile of Caesar, is there not perhaps the likeness of every man with God to be proclaimed? The man-creature, the essential man that the Church declares and protects, is in this likeness. The "great mystery" of the man-woman couple is in this first and last order, which is the Trinitarian one (Hans Urs von Balthasar).

Some still uphold a diagnosis that was already very widespread in the post-conciliar period, that there is a growing "number of those who, in order to give shape to their faith, must put themselves, if not out, at least on the margins of the Church"; or that the Church is not yet a place for true believers, at most it is "for those who are fond of religious practices.” But the widespread reality is entirely different: those “fond of the practices" are a minority mistreated by the average parish priest, pastoral ideology and parish practices have for years been pursuing those who want to "give shape" to the faith. This is what would make it right, according to the famous theologian and essayist Giuliano Zanchi, for the pope to concern himself with the “belief of all,” so that, regardless of the form that faith takes in each, “all may believe.”

A shrewd consideration, and one perhaps shared by the pontiff, but discredited by a long series of "universalistic" reductions of the faith, or rather of the  faiths, to the lowest denominator destined to be the faith of all: Christian social utopianisms, experiments of liberal religiosity in the manner of Lamennais, world congresses of religions in the pre-modernist season, the real Catholic modernism, the very “religion” of the revolutionary proletariats and, after a pause, the resumption of ecumenical visions of religions or of “ethics” à la Hans Küng, all preceded this plan - or this instinctive practice? - of Pope Francis. 
But after more than two centuries of illusory scenarios, no “religion such that all may believe” has taken shape, neither at the pole of mysticism or at the opposite pole of civic ethics. A “true religion,” in fact, is demanding, strengthens and binds, requires love of God, formation, and oblation, asks for the whole of life; it is not some giddiness over a buzzword set out to flutter on the balcony.

The current chorus on Bergoglio's innovation, which arms itself with umpteen accusations of inadequacy against the Church - still a “Church of nos” in spite of the pontificate’s production of yeses” - pretends to ignore the extent to which Christian tradition has assimilated the Holy Scriptures in order to find answers to the ongoing obscurity of human history: which is history redeemed or indeed without answers, as ancient tragedy attests. The care of souls has always led back to love for the Gospel, while remaining free from the enchantment of the “amour passion” or “amor concupiscentiae” that every human being has experienced but cannot compare with the love of God and neighbor that the Gospels see embodied in Christ. Among other things, there is something paradoxical in claiming Christian legitimacy for the “amour passion,” the “facts of love” romantically assumed as absolute and inhabited by God. Can one defend their liberty in the face the law, extending the latest encyclical’s category of "brotherhood" even to the sexual relationship, as the theologian Andrea Grillo would like? Philadelphian love, then, or (more likely) an oratory metaphor without correspondence in things?

Let's get back to the pope. Anyone with the slightest familiarity, inside and outside of Catholic culture, understands that assuaging the last man, he of the verbose display of self-sufficiency - something that has never happened in human cultures open to the beyond, to the sacred - is the opposite of the Christian message and of the duties of truth that have always accompanied it. Faced with the half-culture of finiteness without transcendence, with the preaching of the happy immorality of the self, of a nothing as ridiculous as it is hypersensitive, the call to brotherhood and sociality cannot on its own lead souls to a recovery of meaning and depth. They are exhortations that hold no sway over the sad arrogance of the last man, not beyond an emotion. The great ideals of the poor, of world fraternity, of God as love will occupy, in the contemporary ego desiring gratifications according to its own modest measure, the time and place set aside for words: the hobby hour.

Valuing at the same time the “faith of all” in order to wrest from the confusion a universal drive toward fraternity will have devalued, once the emotion has vanished, the faith of every strong believer. A religious faith is something else. Thinking of it in terms of an anthropocentric common denominator - humanistic, in fact - has never produced nor will produce any new plausibility of believing in those who do not believe. The Christian West has been immersed for many centuries in the way (in the new time) of the risen and glorious Christ, in universal history, in the full and supernatural meaning of existence. Never in an “intimate” and at the same time absent God, apart from the minority. This latter seems instead to be the God that the pope recommends in “Fratelli Tutti” (nos. 277-280): a useful human belief in an inert legislator of all, as in the deistic culture. What would be the point?

It is true: we certainly cannot agree with the “being for death” of polemogenic men, contemptuous of the common or “bourgeois” man, or of another breed, ready to eliminate the waste of humanity or to make it - with the same result - another being or a new people. But neither can we authorize with mercy the “being for death” of men who, alongside us, cultivate nonsense for the sake of preparing for a good chemical death. I believe that the preaching of Pope Francis will end up confirming post-Christian worlds in the nonsense to which they condemn themselves. And assuaging nonsense is not even part of setting up the all-too-famous “field hospital,” it is allowing the ideology of mass escape in the face of a life endowed with meaning, from the truth and pain of the struggle that occupies everyone's daily life.

It is absolutely no coincidence, rather it is structural, that in the post-Christian worlds “brotherhood” - appreciated in words - ceases in the face of unwanted motherhood, the terminally ill, the old man out of his head, tomorrow the teen with a severe handicap. A “monstrum” custom that combines without contradiction the brotherhood of sentiments and the complementary murderous action of behavior and the laws, to which those same “fraternal” people contribute as voters.

Now, this humanity that runs on the inclined plane of the “good life” as a yardstick of dignity, or legitimacy to live, is assuaged only by practicing the “as if Christ did not exist” of “Fratelli Tutti.” There is no salvation in the pope's “samaritanus bonus,” but existential, personal, and political palliatives, which do not suit the Church: the “sponsa Christi” must not accompany souls toward their death but must affirm the truth of Christ so that they may live. Evidence that shows how erroneous is the comfortable “secularism” of the separation between “religious” truth and the legal and political perspective, accepted for decades by democratic and liberal Catholicism. The Church has always had responsibility and command over the ultimate anthropological realities - birth, male and female, marriage, death - because it has that integral vision of them which is biblical anthropology. There is nothing about man - the created reality par excellence - that, with the oblivion of these cornerstones of the Christian conception, does not tend to become perverted.

It should be borne in mind: when Catholics, and sectors of the reformed world, fight against the normative innovations produced by the victory of the desiring ego over the ordering and elevating tasks of the “Nomos,” they are fighting for man, not “for religion.” In Italy there was also a fight at the time against the elevation of "de facto unions,” because it was our duty. And the different position of Jorge Mario Bergoglio cannot be worth more than one opinion. Certainly it would not serve man if the Church were to falsely humanize the truth of Christ.

Instead of looking after “civil unions,” and on top of this spreading incoherent opinions, Pope Francis should concern himself with raising his voice, in a formal and reasoned way, against the ongoing rupture of every ethical and legislative bond in the euthanastic liquidation of human beings. This unclean tendency concerns the future of man at the root, and there is no fear of conflict with the civil authorities, Dutch or otherwise, that applies. “Hic Rhodus!” is the decisive point here, not in a mythical battle of the “people” against economic modernity and delicate international equilibria. 
Christianity has always accompanied souls throughout history in the light of the theological virtues, instead of deceiving them about “another possible world.” The other world is in the vision of God, here it is in the supernatural life. A “tenderness” that affirms itself without a horizon of ends and without the God of revelation in Christ will not make contemporary man a generator of fraternal humanity, but a pathetic deserter of the history in which God the creator has placed him. Toward the “end of history.”

Those who complain about the many reservations and criticisms toward the pope must realize that His Holiness is currently out in the open, in an unprecedented form and in every respect counterproductive for Rome and for the Church, through a combination of responsibilities and weaknesses: the continuous confusion of private and public, the improvised and confused form of the utterances in everyday speech as in magisterial settings, the blatant ignorance of Catholic teaching of which he should be the guardian. And all this, according to many, to give substance to his projects and to a vision of the Petrine office that appears instrumental to them. This has to be said, because the individual and global scale on which Bergoglio intends to experiment with a new face of the Church - as a universal place for “new believers,” someone hazards - already risks the rash alteration of the truth of the Church and of faith.

Of course, the pope does not see that the intelligent people who praise him are using the “historicity” of the Church and of the Gospels as an argument to liquidate every Catholic paradigm - even the cautious one of Cardinal Gerhard L. Müller's memo of October 23, which Andrea Grillo considers “fundamentalist” - and to assume in the face of divine revelation that freedom which in Christian history has always led to error.

I know that I am not observing at all that "condescendance" towards superiors that the merciful Saint Francis de Sales - also a great instrument of God in the conversion of the Huguenots - recommended in the “Entretiens.” But the disorder of this pontificate and the deformed, unnatural agreement that arises around the pontiff are such as to cry out in the sight of God.

Bishops who support gay civil unions are not helping same-sex attracted persons

By supporting same-sex civil unions, Pope Francis, Archbishop Hebda, and others also condemn children to unhappy lives of deprivation.

https://www.lifesitenews.com/blogs/bishops-who-support-gay-civil-unions-are-not-helping-same-sex-attracted-persons 
Doug Mainwaring, October 31, 2020
Following Pope Francis’s pronouncement in a just-premiered documentary seemingly supporting the legalization of same-sex civil unions, a U.S. archbishop has added his support in order to “reverence the dignity of those in same-sex relationships.”
Archbishop Bernard A. Hebda of Saint Paul and Minneapolis noted in a recent statement that the Pope believes civil unions are “a kind of middle way that would allow persons of the same sex in long-term relationships to have legal benefits without a civil redefinition of marriage itself.” 

While those individuals certainly deserve to be treated with the dignity accorded to all human beings, same-sex relationships — “long-term” or otherwise — do not deserve to be reverenced or recognized by the Church. 

Perhaps most troubling is Archbishop Hebda’s assertion that “we are called to find ways of extending a true sense of family to those who find themselves on the margins.”  

A “true sense of family” will always be elusive to homosexual couples because non-complementary romantic and sexual relationships are at best a dim reflection of the love between man and woman, requiring extraordinary medical interventions to attempt to imitate nature’s very ample provision for creating children.

Children created via surrogacy or obtained via adoption for those relationships will never experience a “true sense of family” because they are denied either their father or mother. 

The consequences for these children are often devastating, as shown by the children’s rights organization, Them Before Us, which offers countless stories of the silent pain endured by the children of these relationships.   
By supporting same-sex civil unions, Pope Francis, Archbishop Hebda, and others condemn these children to unhappy lives of deprivation. 

To suggest that homosexual relationships can attain a “true sense of family” is to offer false hope to homosexuals seeking to find joy and peace in this world, denying them the experience of the fullness of all that the Gospel promises.  

The Pope and other prelates and priests should know this, but they choose to look the other way.  

They join the world in trading the universal understanding of conjugal marriage for one based solely on romantic interests. Like Esau in the book of Genesis, they are thoughtlessly trading a rich inheritance for nothing more than a bowl of soup, failing to recognize the staggering consequences of their impulsive, misdirected empathy. 

Our generation’s leading prelates are trading the Church’s heritage of complementarity for a future of state-enforced genderlessness, while undermining children’s rightful understanding of their own personhood.

They align themselves with popular culture, espousing the notion that heteronormativity is harmful to those with same-sex attraction. 

Many who experience same-sex attraction disagree with them. I am one of them. 
In seeking conjugal, complementary marriage rather than anti-conjugal, anti-complementary relationships as many of us have, we have sought nothing more than to fit in with the entire universe, to be part of the wonderful ecosystem of humanity and all of nature.
Non-conjugal, non-complementary sexual relationships are a synthetic lifestyle, at odds with nature and the entire cosmos. Not only do we seek marriage in the only true sense of the word, we are dedicated to its solemnity and the sanctity of our marriage vows.

Averting hearts and minds from the power and beauty of marriage — the real thing

By publicly supporting same-sex civil unions, Pope Francis and other clergy send a dangerous message to homosexuals that there is only one choice for them, that man-woman marriage is unattainable, that they are acting against their nature for desiring it, and that pursuing it will be dangerous for them, their spouses, and their children.

The opposite is true. The man-woman definition of marriage is not an insult; it is an ensign, beckoning to anyone — regardless of sexual orientation — that the union of a man and a woman is of unique significance in light of its procreative power and complementary capacity.

The man-woman definition of marriage — conjugal, complementary marriage — is an ensign not because it is just a good idea, or the best among many. It is a bright ensign because it is the truth, undeniably displayed in nature and in each of our physical beings. 

We are made male and female, as complements to each other. And when male and female come together, they unite as one flesh. When two males or two females attempt to join together sexually, they remain two males or two females. To base marriage solely on romantic or sexual interests requires averting our minds from easily discernible truth.

LifeSiteNews PETITION calling on Pope Francis for clarification
Full text of Archbishop Bernard A. Hebda’s statement: 
Pope Francis’ remarks giving qualified support to civil unions of same-sex couples are not his first as pope. While affirming Church teaching that marriage can only be between one man and one woman (2019 Interview), he, along with others who defend traditional marriage, has shown openness to civil unions as a kind of middle way that would allow persons of the same sex in long-term relationships to have legal benefits without a civil redefinition of marriage itself. While Church teaching on marriage is clear and irreformable, the conversation must continue about the best ways to reverence the dignity of those in same-sex relationships so that they are not subject to any unjust discrimination (Catechism of the Catholic Church 2358). The Pope seems to be emphasizing that we are called to find ways of extending a true sense of family to those who find themselves on the margins, so that they might experience the security of belonging and the joy of encountering the life-changing mercy of Jesus Christ.

Fr. James Martin, pro-LGBT group jointly praise Pope’s civil union remarks 

In a documentary, Pope Francis had voiced his support for homosexual civil unions.

https://www.lifesitenews.com/news/fr-james-martin-pro-lgbt-group-jointly-praise-popes-civil-union-remarks 
Doug Mainwaring, October 31 2020
Jesuit priest Fr. James Martin has partnered with the head of the nation’s most powerful pro-LGBT organization to laud Pope Francis’ apparent support for same-sex civil unions. 
Martin again joined forces with the Human Rights Campaign (HRC) to nudge the Catholic Church toward the normalization and full acceptance of homosexuality and transgenderism.  

In an opinion piece published by Religion News Service, Martin and HRC head Alphonso David wrote: 

In a significant step for the Catholic Church, Pope Francis signaled his support for civil unions for same-sex couples in a documentary released last week. This is the first time Pope Francis has so clearly and so publicly recognized the value of civil legal protections for same-sex couples. 
The duo view Francis’ affirmation of same-sex civil unions not as an aberration or a new thing, but as part of a trajectory established long before his pontificate began:

As archbishop of Buenos Aires, Francis (then Jorge Mario Bergoglio) made similar statements in private. Later, as pope, he mentioned these legal protections in subtle ways in books, interviews and press conferences, but never as clearly as in the new documentary, “Francesco,” which includes comments on civil unions taken from an interview with a Mexican journalist last year.

“Underlying Francis’ statement is his own long history decrying homophobia and calling for LGBTQ people to be treated with respect and dignity,” observed Martin and Alphonso. “Signaling support for civil protections is but an extension of his overall pastoral ministry to LGBTQ people, which is attempting to reconcile church teaching on human dignity and nondiscrimination with church practice.”
Earlier this year, Martin redefined the meaning of Lent in an HRC interview, declaring that Lent is “a time for people to engage more deeply with LGBT people,” and suggested employing Lenten “spiritual exercises” in the form of questions for Catholics, focusing not on their relationship with Jesus Christ, but on their relationships with LGBT persons.

However, contrary to Martin’s relentless proclamations, the Catholic Church does not fail to respect the dignity of those with same-sex attraction. Rather, it treats all human beings with equal respect and dignity.

The Jesuit has long sought to undermine clergy and laity who continue to embrace the Church’s wisdom and best pastoral practices regarding same-sex attraction, asserting at the 2018 World Meeting of Families that “most L.G.B.T. Catholics have been deeply wounded by the church.”
Martin used his platform at the Vatican-run gathering of Catholics to brazenly lobby for the Church to normalize homosexuality and transgenderism, going as far as urging the pastors to invite self-identifying LGBT individuals to serve as Eucharistic ministers.

Martin’s record of pro-gay activism is lengthy and ranges from his many speeches and media appearances promoting homosexuality to his retweeting of a complaint that priests can’t “bless” gay unions to suggesting that the Church is full of “homophobia” and “marginalizes” the same-sex attracted.

He supports gay men kissing each other during the sign of peace at Mass, says that a Catholic attending a same-sex “wedding” is like attending a Jewish wedding, and suggests that his critics are secretly gay themselves.

Fr. Martin says homosexual priests should “come out” about their sexual proclivities, but has publicly declined to say whether he himself is gay.

LifeSiteNews PETITION calling on Pope Francis for clarification
The Catholic Church teaches that God created humans as “male and female” and gave them to each other in marriage so they could “increase and multiply.” Sexual attraction and sexual acts between a man and a woman are specifically created by God for the purpose of procreation.

The Catholic Church is logical and consistent in teaching that homosexual acts are “acts of grave depravity” and “intrinsically disordered” since they are “contrary to the natural law” in that they “close the sexual act to the gift of life.”

“They do not proceed from a genuine affective and sexual complementarity. Under no circumstances can they be approved,” states the Catechism of the Catholic Church.

The Church also teaches that same-sex attraction is “objectively disordered” since God created members of the opposite sex to be attracted to one another for the sake of procreation.
DEFENSIVE/APOLOGETIC 1:

Pope’s comments on gay civil union misinterpreted: Gracias
https://mattersindia.com/2020/10/popes-comments-on-gay-civil-union-misinterpreted-gracias/
New Delhi, October 27, 2020

Pope’s Francis’ recent comments on gay civil union are misunderstood and misinterpreted, says Cardinal Oswald Gracias, the head of the Catholic Church in India and one of the seven advisers of the pontiff.
“There is no change in the Church doctrine at all. The Holy Father’s comments are in full consonance with what he has repeatedly said: Show compassion, reach out to the peripheries, protect the weak etc.,” explains the cardinal in a press release issued October 27 in response to “enquiries from several quarters” in connection with the Pope’s comments.

The Indian cardinal says enquiries were in connection with the Pope’s comments incorporated in a recently released film “Francesco.”

The Pope’s “remarks got wide publicity and there have been different reactions. I considered it necessary to issue a clarification from the Catholic Bishops’ Conference of India,” Cardinal Gracias says.

According to him, the Pope said that homosexual persons have a right to a family. “It is clear that the Holy Father is referring to the family of birth. This is further clarified when he later states that such a person should not be thrown out of the family, just because of the sexual orientation,” the Indian cardinal explains.

Cardinal Gracias also asserts that Pope has not called for the recognition of gay marriages when he said some protection should be given to those living together. The Pope’s comments are “certainly” not recognition of such people by the Catholic Church, the Indian prelate explains.

“Church doctrine drawing from Sacred Scripture and Tradition, is clear and has not in any way been diluted,” explains Cardinal Gracias who was on October 21 renominated to the seven-member Council of Cardinals to advise the Pope.

Pope Francis, the cardinal adds, has only expressed his concern that such people could be “in distress and the pontiff seeks some civil protection to safeguard their interests (e.g. for insurance, social security etc.)”
Two readers call the Cardinal’s bluff: 

Oswald Cardozo: Cardinal Gracias clarification is typical bureaucratic language to mislead the faithful. He presumes that we are infantile in our thinking and we do not understand the meaning of civil union. Sodom and Gomorrah was condemned for homosexuality. We treat our LGBT community with respect and understanding. Everyone knows that. Why is the Cardinal not explaining what is the definition of civil union. This is a cover up and an expected one. Those who disagree are labeled as ones rushing to judgement and casting the first stone. Whose teaching was this “Those who deny me before men I will deny before my Father in heaven”.

Ladislaus Louis D’Souza: It is highly preposterous of the Holy Father to even suggest that ‘those living together’ be covered under some kind of legislation that allows for any kind of protection whatsoever.
Considering that no marriage in the Catholic Church other than the Church’s Sacramental bond between a MAN and a WOMAN has the Church’s blessings, one fails to understand why the pope would want to comment on the security aspect of a non-sacramental union, be it of a heterosexual couple or a gay/lesbian couple. 
The fact is that by and large international laws governing the twin institution of Marriage and the Family are based precisely on the permanent nature of the marital union as propagated by the Christian Faith. So, if His Holiness is so concerned about how those living in same-sex marriages suffer for want of protective cover of any kind, why stress the importance of a Catholic Sacramental Marriage at all? It is best that the Church not merely stays out of the marriage issue altogether but also drops the Sacramental celebration of the marital union in Church, thus allowing civil legislation to take full control of all marital unions, be it between a normal heterosexual couple or gay/lesbian partners. Amen!
For analysis, see separate report
CARDINAL OSWALD GRACIAS ON POPE FRANCIS’ HOMOSEXUAL CIVIL UNIONS CONTROVERSY 
http://ephesians-511.net/recent/docs/CARDINAL_OSWALD_GRACIAS_ON_POPE_FRANCIS_HOMOSEXUAL_CIVIL_UNIONS_CONTROVERSY.doc 
DEFENSIVE/APOLOGETIC 2:

Fr. Augustine Vallooran VC, ‘politically correct’!
7:45 https://www.facebook.com/1419771274961068/posts/2764763360461846/
October 24, 2020
The day after this article appeared, page 41, 
Kerala bishops “clarify” Pope’s stand on same-sex marriage

https://mattersindia.com/2020/10/kerala-bishops-clarify-popes-stand-on-same-sex-marriage/, Fr. Augustine Vallooran VC gave this sermon:
[image: image12.png]



“The Holy Father has always, always, affirmed and reaffirmed the teaching of the Bible and of the Catholic Church… Holy Father Pope Francis, in him we have a shepherd after the heart of the Good Shepherd, Jesus Christ.”
For analysis, see separate report
DIVINE RETREAT CENTRE ERRORS-11 – FR. AUGUSTINE VALLORRAN VC ON POPE FRANCIS’ HOMOSEXUAL CIVIL UNIONS CONTROVERSY
http://ephesians-511.net/recent/docs/DIVINE_RETREAT_CENTRE_ERRORS-12.doc 
Pope Francis has an almost eight-year history of undermining and attacking Catholic Tradition and misinterpreting Scripture:

FRANCIS ACCUSED OF REPEATEDLY CONTRADICTING SCRIPTURE 
http://ephesians-511.net/recent/docs/FRANCIS_ACCUSED_OF_REPEATEDLY_CONTRADICTING_SCRIPTURE.doc
FRANCIS MISQUOTES BIBLE, JUDAS GETS PAPAL INDULGENCE 
http://ephesians-511.net/recent/docs/FRANCIS_MISQUOTES_BIBLE_JUDAS_GETS_PAPAL_INDULGENCE.doc
POPE FRANCIS FILES AT THIS MINISTRY’S WEBSITE (2000+)
http://ephesians-511.net/recent/docs/POPE_FRANCIS_FILES_AT_THIS_MINISTRYS_WEBSITE.doc
FRATELLI TUTTI ON FRATERNITY AND SOCIAL FRIENDSHIP FRANCIS 3 OCTOBER 2020
http://ephesians-511.net/recent/docs/FRATELLI_TUTTI.doc
SOME MORE RELATED FILES
LETTER TO THE BISHOPS OF THE CATHOLIC CHURCH ON THE PASTORAL CARE OF HOMOSEXUAL PERSONS CDF OCTOBER 1, 1986
http://ephesians-511.net/docs/LETTER_TO_THE_BISHOPS_OF_THE_CATHOLIC_CHURCH_ON_THE_PASTORAL_CARE_OF_HOMOSEXUAL_PERSONS.doc 

CONSIDERATIONS REGARDING PROPOSALS TO GIVE LEGAL RECOGNITION TO UNIONS BETWEEN HOMOSEXUAL PERSONS CDF JUNE 3, 2003 

http://ephesians-511.net/docs/CONSIDERATIONS_REGARDING_PROPOSALS_TO_GIVE_LEGAL_RECOGNITION_TO_UNIONS_BETWEEN_HOMOSEXUAL_PERSONS.doc
INSTRUCTION CONCERNING THE CRITERIA FOR THE DISCERNMENT OF VOCATIONS WITH REGARD TO PERSONS WITH HOMOSEXUAL TENDENCIES BENEDICT XVI NOVEMBER 4, 2005
http://ephesians-511.net/docs/INSTRUCTION_CONCERNING_THE_CRITERIA_FOR_THE_DISCERNMENT_OF_VOCATIONS_WITH_REGARD_TO_PERSONS_WITH_HOMOSEXUAL_TENDENCIES.doc
MARRIAGE AND HOMOSEXUAL UNIONS DOCTRINAL NOTE CARDINAL CAFFARRA FEBRUARY 14, 2010
http://ephesians-511.net/docs/MARRIAGE_AND_HOMOSEXUAL_UNIONS_DOCTRINAL_NOTE.doc 

AS A LOVING MOTHER POPE FRANCIS’ MOTU PROPRIO JUNE 4, 2016
http://ephesians-511.net/docs/AS_A_LOVING_MOTHER.doc
QUO VADIS PAPA FRANCISCO 03-HOMOSEXUALITY THE SEX ABUSE CRISIS AND THE GAY LOBBY  
http://ephesians-511.net/docs/QUO_VADIS_PAPA_FRANCISCO_03-HOMOSEXUALITY_THE_SEX_ABUSE_CRISIS_AND_THE_GAY_LOBBY.doc 

QUO VADIS PAPA FRANCISCO 53-POLICE BUST DRUG AND GAY-SEX ORGY IN VATICAN APARTMENT
http://ephesians-511.net/docs/QUO_VADIS_PAPA_FRANCISCO_53-POLICE_BUST_DRUG_AND_GAY-SEX_ORGY_IN_VATICAN_APARTMENT.doc
THE DESTRUCTION OF CARDINAL PELL-THE INSIDE STORY 
http://ephesians-511.net/docs/THE_DESTRUCTION_OF_CARDINAL_PELL-THE_INSIDE_STORY.doc
UNDER POPE FRANCIS HOMOSEXUALISTS ARE NOW IN CONTROL OF THE VATICAN 
http://ephesians-511.net/docs/UNDER_POPE_FRANCIS_HOMOSEXUALISTS_ARE_NOW_IN_CONTROL_OF_THE_VATICAN.doc
POPE FRANCIS AUTHORISES REMOVAL OF BISHOPS NEGLIGENT ON SEXUAL ABUSE 
http://ephesians-511.net/docs/POPE_FRANCIS_AUTHORISES_REMOVAL_OF_BISHOPS_NEGLIGENT_ON_SEXUAL_ABUSE.doc
QUO VADIS PAPA FRANCISCO 89-COVER-UP OF SEXUAL ABUSE OF HIS OWN ALTAR BOYS 
http://ephesians-511.net/recent/docs/QUO_VADIS_PAPA_FRANCISCO_89-COVER-UP_OF_SEXUAL_ABUSE_OF_HIS_OWN_ALTAR_BOYS.doc
QUO VADIS PAPA FRANCISCO 92-ENVIRONMENTALISTS, ISLAMISTS AND HOMOSEXUALISTS AMONG 13 NEW CARDINAL APPOINTEES 

http://ephesians-511.net/recent/docs/QUO_VADIS_PAPA_FRANCISCO_92-ENVIRONMENTALISTS_ISLAMISTS_AND_HOMOSEXUALISTS_AMONG_13_NEW_CARDINAL_APPOINTEES.doc
POPE FRANCIS WEARS AN LGBT RAINBOW-HUED CROSS. AND BRACELET 
http://ephesians-511.net/recent/docs/POPE_FRANCIS_WEARS_AN_LGBT_RAINBOW-HUED_CROSS-AND_BRACELET.doc
POPE FRANCIS IS HARMING SAME-SEX ATTRACTED CATHOLICS 
http://ephesians-511.net/recent/docs/POPE_FRANCIS_IS_HARMING_SAME-SEX_ATTRACTED_CATHOLICS.doc
RAINBOW FRANCIS AND A MOCKERY OF THE CROSS 
http://ephesians-511.net/recent/docs/RAINBOW_FRANCIS_AND_A_MOCKERY_OF_THE_CROSS.doc
RAINBOW VESTMENTS FOR CARDINALS AND BISHOPS AT WYD 1997 
http://ephesians-511.net/recent/docs/RAINBOW_VESTMENTS_FOR_CARDINALS_AND_BISHOPS_AT_WYD_1997.doc
EX-PRIEST, EX-CARDINAL, HOMOSEXUAL THEODORE MCCARRICK-THE FINAL WORD. HOPEFULLY. 
http://ephesians-511.net/recent/docs/EX-PRIEST_EX-CARDINAL_HOMOSEXUAL_THEODORE_MCCARRICK-THE_FINAL_WORD_HOPEFULLY.doc
HEART OF THE CRISIS IN THE CHURCH-HOMOSEXUAL CLERGY 

http://ephesians-511.net/recent/docs/HEART_OF_THE_CRISIS_IN_THE_CHURCH-HOMOSEXUAL_CLERGY.doc
THE DEAFENING SILENCE OF THE BISHOPS ON THE EVIL IN THE CHURCH 
http://ephesians-511.net/recent/docs/THE_DEAFENING_SILENCE_OF_THE_BISHOPS_ON_THE_EVIL_IN_THE_CHURCH.doc
HIERARCHY OVER-FRIENDLY TO THE GAY AGENDA – GRACIAS, NEW WAYS

http://ephesians-511.net/recent/docs/HIERARCHY_OVER-FRIENDLY_TO_THE_GAY_AGENDA.doc 

THE HOMOSEXUAL PAPACY? 

http://ephesians-511.net/recent/docs/THE_HOMOSEXUAL_PAPACY.doc
MOTHER TERESA’S FORMER JESUIT SPIRITUAL DIRECTOR ACCUSED OF MULTIPLE HOMOSEXUAL ABUSES 
http://ephesians-511.net/recent/docs/MOTHER_TERESAS_FORMER_JESUIT_SPIRITUAL_DIRECTOR_ACCUSED_OF_MULTIPLE_HOMOSEXUAL_ABUSES.doc 

VICTIM KILLS PREDATOR PRIEST BY JAMMING CRUCIFIX DOWN HIS THROAT 
http://ephesians-511.net/recent/docs/VICTIM_KILLS_PREDATOR_PRIEST_BY_JAMMING_CRUCIFIX_DOWN_HIS_THROAT.doc
AMORIS LAETITIA AND THE GAY MAFIA IN THE VATICAN 01 
http://ephesians-511.net/docs/AMORIS_LAETITIA_AND_THE_GAY_MAFIA_IN_THE_VATICAN_01.doc
HOMOSEXUALITY INSIDE THE VATICAN 
http://ephesians-511.net/docs/HOMOSEXUALITY_INSIDE_THE_VATICAN.doc
POPE PAUL VI HOMOSEXUAL AND FREEMASON 
http://ephesians-511.net/docs/POPE_PAUL_VI_HOMOSEXUAL_AND_FREEMASON.doc
WHY WAS THE BEATIFICATION CAUSE OF POPE PAUL VI SUSPENDED?-FR LUIGI VILLA 
http://ephesians-511.net/docs/WHY_WAS_THE_BEATIFICATION_CAUSE_OF_POPE_PAUL_VI_SUSPENDED-FR_LUIGI_VILLA.doc
QUO VADIS PAPA FRANCISCO 75-HOMOSEXUAL FREEMASON POPE PAUL VI TO BE CANONIZED  
http://ephesians-511.net/recent/docs/QUO_VADIS_PAPA_FRANCISCO_75-HOMOSEXUAL_FREEMASON_POPE_PAUL_VI_TO_BE_CANONIZED.doc
POPE FRANCIS-APPOINTED PRO-GAY JESUIT FR JAMES MARTIN 

http://ephesians-511.net/docs/POPE_FRANCIS-APPOINTED_PRO-GAY_JESUIT_FR_JAMES_MARTIN.doc
HOMOSEXUALIST JESUIT FR JAMES MARTIN IS A PROTAGONIST OF YOGA 
http://ephesians-511.net/docs/HOMOSEXUALIST_JESUIT_FR_JAMES_MARTIN_IS_A_PROTAGONIST_OF_YOGA.doc
HOMOSEXUALIST JESUIT FR JAMES MARTIN IS A HERETIC

http://ephesians-511.net/docs/HOMOSEXUALIST_JESUIT_FR_JAMES_MARTIN_IS_A_HERETIC.doc
CARDINAL OSWALD GRACIAS INTERPRETS POPE FRANCIS PERSONAL REMARK ON HOMOSEXUALS AS CHURCH TEACHING 
http://ephesians-511.net/docs/CARDINAL_OSWALD_GRACIAS_INTERPRETS_POPE_FRANCIS_PERSONAL_REMARK_ON_HOMOSEXUALS_AS_CHURCH_TEACHING.doc
CARDINAL OSWALD GRACIAS CHAMPIONS LGBT CAUSE AT HOME 
http://ephesians-511.net/docs/CARDINAL_OSWALD_GRACIAS_CHAMPIONS_LGBT_CAUSE_AT_HOME.doc
CARDINAL OSWALD GRACIAS CHAMPIONS LGBT CAUSE AT THE SYNOD ON THE FAMILY 
http://ephesians-511.net/docs/CARDINAL_OSWALD_GRACIAS_CHAMPIONS_LGBT_CAUSE_AT_THE_SYNOD_ON_THE_FAMILY.doc
CARDINAL OSWALD GRACIAS CELEBRATES MASS IN GAY LITURGICAL VESTMENTS 

http://ephesians-511.net/recent/docs/CARDINAL_OSWALD_GRACIAS_CELEBRATES_MASS_IN_GAY_LITURGICAL_VESTMENTS.doc
CARDINAL OSWALD GRACIAS BLESSES OPENLY GAY WENDELL RODRICKS HOMOSEXUAL LIFESTYLE 
http://ephesians-511.net/recent/docs/CARDINAL_OSWALD_GRACIAS_BLESSES_OPENLY_GAY_WENDELL_RODRICKS_HOMOSEXUAL_LIFESTYLE.doc
COVER-UP OF ACTIVE HOMOSEXUAL PRIESTS IN THE ARCHDIOCESE OF BOMBAY (FR. SUNIL MUNIS, FR. LAWRENCE JOHNSON)
http://ephesians-511.net/docs/COVER-UP_OF_ACTIVE_HOMOSEXUAL_PRIESTS_IN_THE_ARCHDIOCESE_OF_BOMBAY.doc
YET ANOTHER PRIEST ARRESTED FOR SODOMY (FR. LEO D’SOUZA)
http://ephesians-511.net/docs/YET_ANOTHER_PRIEST_ARRESTED_FOR_SODOMY.doc
A THIRD PRIEST ARRESTED FOR SODOMY ON CARDINAL OSWALD GRACIAS WATCH (FR. SAJI JOSEPH)
http://ephesians-511.net/docs/A_THIRD_PRIEST_ARRESTED_FOR_SODOMY_ON_CARDINAL_OSWALD_GRACIAS_WATCH.doc
A FOURTH PRIEST UNDER INVESTIGATION IN HOMOSEXUALITY CASE (FR. AROCKIYA RAJ)
http://ephesians-511.net/docs/A_FOURTH_PRIEST_UNDER_INVESTIGATION_IN_HOMOSEXUALITY_CASE.doc
COVER-UP OF CRIMES OF PREDATOR PRIESTS BY CARDINAL OSWALD GRACIAS CONTINUES (FR. LAWRENCE JOHNSON)
http://ephesians-511.net/recent/docs/COVER-UP_OF_CRIMES_OF_PREDATOR_PRIESTS_BY_CARDINAL_OSWALD_GRACIAS_CONTINUES.doc
BOMBAY PRIEST SODOMY CASE NOW EMBROILS CHURCH HIERARCHY (FR. LAWRENCE JOHNSON)
http://ephesians-511.net/recent/docs/BOMBAY_PRIEST_SODOMY_CASE_NOW_EMBROILS_CHURCH_HIERARCHY.doc
GAY SEMINARIANS-TOO MANY HOMOSEXUALIST BISHOPS DON’T CARE 
http://ephesians-511.net/docs/GAY_SEMINARIANS-TOO_MANY_HOMOSEXUALIST_BISHOPS_DONT_CARE.doc 

SHOULD WE BE SILENT ABOUT CLERICS WHO ARE HOMOSEXUALS AND RAPISTS  
http://ephesians-511.net/docs/SHOULD_WE_BE_SILENT_ABOUT_CLERICS_WHO_ARE_HOMOSEXUALS_AND_RAPISTS.pdf
CLERICAL SEX-ABUSERS AND HOMOSEXUALS-IS IT WRONG FOR CATHOLICS TO BE JUDGEMENTAL 

http://ephesians-511.net/docs/CLERICAL_PEDOPHILIA_AND_RAPE-IS_IT_WRONG_FOR_CATHOLICS_TO_BE_JUDGEMENTAL.doc 
ON HOMOSEXUALITY AND THE PEDOPHILIA ISSUE 
http://ephesians-511.net/docs/ON_HOMOSEXUALITY_AND_THE_PEDOPHILIA_ISSUE.doc
HOMOSEXUALITY AND THE ROMAN CATHOLIC CHURCH-THE RITE OF SODOMY-RANDY ENGEL
http://ephesians-511.net/docs/HOMOSEXUALITY_AND_THE_ROMAN_CATHOLIC_CHURCH-THE_RITE_OF_SODOMY-RANDY_ENGEL.doc 

PROGRESSIVE CLERGY INTEND TO NORMALIZE THE SIN OF SODOMY 
http://ephesians-511.net/docs/PROGRESSIVE_CLERGY_INTEND_TO_NORMALIZE_THE_SIN_OF_SODOMY.doc
COLORING OUTSIDE THE LINES-STEPHANIE BLOCK - FR RICHARD ROHR, NEW WAYS MINISTRY

http://ephesians-511.net/recent/docs/COLORING_OUTSIDE_THE_LINES-STEPHANIE_BLOCK.doc
JEW DEFENDS CHURCH ON PRIESTS SEX ABUSE SCANDAL 

http://ephesians-511.net/recent/docs/JEW_DEFENDS_CHURCH_ON_PRIESTS_SEX_ABUSE_SCANDAL.doc
ON CLERGY SEXUAL MISCONDUCT AGAINST ADULTS 

http://ephesians-511.net/recent/docs/ON_CLERGY_SEXUAL_MISCONDUCT_AGAINST_ADULTS.doc 

CRISIS REFORM AND THE FUTURE OF THE CHURCH 

http://ephesians-511.net/recent/docs/CRISIS_REFORM_AND_THE_FUTURE_OF_THE_CHURCH.doc
CLARIFYING THE PRIESTS SEX ABUSE SCANDAL-JOHN MARTIGNONI 

http://ephesians-511.net/recent/docs/CLARIFYING_THE_PRIESTS_SEX_ABUSE_SCANDAL-JOHN_MARTIGNONI.doc
HOMOSEXUALITY AND CATHOLIC DECLINE 
http://ephesians-511.net/recent/docs/HOMOSEXUALITY_AND_CATHOLIC_DECLINE.doc
HOW DID JESUS VIEW ACTIVE HOMOSEXUALITY? 
http://ephesians-511.net/recent/docs/HOW_DID_JESUS_VIEW_ACTIVE_HOMOSEXUALITY.doc
GENETIC FACTORS DO NOT CAUSE HOMOSEXUAL BEHAVIOR 
http://ephesians-511.net/recent/docs/GENETIC_FACTORS_DO_NOT_CAUSE_HOMOSEXUAL_BEHAVIOR.doc
GENETICISTS DISPROVE “GAY GENE” THEORY-WHAT IT MEANS IN THE LIGHT OF CATHOLIC MORALITY 
http://ephesians-511.net/recent/docs/GENETICISTS_DISPROVE_GAY_GENE_THEORY-WHAT_IT_MEANS_IN_THE_LIGHT_OF_CATHOLIC_MORALITY.doc
