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The popes of Rome are the primary sources of antisemitism. True Bible
believing Christians do not hate the Jewish people but neither should we
support Zionism.

Five Basic Postulates Of Protestantism

Five basic differences between Bible following Christians and Roman
Catholics.

God Is Not A Backstairs Politician
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This article is from chapter 17 of “Out of the Labyrinth: The Conversion of a
Roman Catholic Priest” by former Roman Catholic priest Leo Herbert Lehmann,
first published in 1947 and made available online by The Lutheran Library
Publishing Ministry LutheranLibrary.org. It’s good to share with Catholics.
And if you were not raised a Catholic, it will give you insights about the
Catholic mindset and why they pray to Mary and the saints.

I had to look up the meaning of the word “backstairs.” I don’t remember ever
hearing it in conversation or reading it in print.

backstairs adjective
back·​stairs ˈbak-ˌsterz

1 : secret, furtive
Example: backstairs political deals

I FIND IT most difficult to convince Roman Catholic people that Christ has
won for sinners the right of direct access to God. They always fall back on
what their priests have taught them, that to obtain mercy and forgiveness
they must cajole some saint, some close and favored friend of God to
intercede for them. The most powerful intercessor of them all is Mary, since
she, they say, is the actual mother of God.

A very sincere and devout Catholic woman once put it to me in the following
way. “If you wanted an interview with President Truman,” she argued, “you
would have to go first to some one else, his mother or some of his political
friends, and ask them to intercede for you with the President and arrange for
you to see him.” My answer was, of course, that that may be true as far as
President Truman is concerned. “But it so happens,” I told her, “that
President Truman is not God.”

This belief of Roman Catholics is in accord with their Church’s peculiar
teaching that Jesus Christ brought only justice on earth, and that Mary and
the other saints must be looked to for mercy. “Ye know very well, venerable
brethren,” Pope Pius IX declares in one of his encyclicals, “that the whole
of our confidence is placed in the most Holy Virgin, since God has placed in
Mary the fullness of all good, that accordingly we may know that if there is
any hope in us, if any grace, if any salvation, it redounds to us from her.”

From this extravagance it follows, in the eyes of Roman Catholics who are
taught in this way, that Mary and the saints have even more power to save
than Christ. They come to believe that the saints can get them into heaven,
literally, by the backstairs, even if they die before a priest can come to
forgive them their sins. Saint Joseph, for instance, has been officially
proclaimed by the Catholic Church as the “Patron of a Happy Death” This
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special work is given to him because he was the foster-father of Jesus Christ
and because he died before Jesus left home to begin His ministry. He
therefore had Our Lord and the Virgin Mary at his deathbed. As the husband of
Mary, Joseph is believed to be very powerful as an intercessor with Jesus
Christ, and can actually get sinners into heaven at the last minute even if
they die without a priest to absolve them.

Priests go to extraordinary lengths to convince their congregations that
devotion to Saint Joseph is the surest guarantee sinners can have of getting
to heaven. They picture him as heaven’s most powerful ‘politician’ who can
obtain any favor he wants from God. I remember how a priest in Naples, Italy,
once proved this in a sermon to his congregation. Here is the story he told
(which is true in every detail according to what Catholics are taught about
heaven, Jesus, Mary, Joseph, Saint Peter, Saint Michael and others there):

One day the Archangel Michael, the policeman of heaven, came to Saint
Peter at the golden gates and said: “Look here, Peter! How is it that
there are so many scoundrels in heaven who have no right to be here?
Heaven is swarming with sinners who don’t deserve a place even in
Purgatory.”

“Don’t blame me, Michael,” Peter replied. “Everyone knows my
reputation as guardian of the heavenly gates. You know I would never
let even a Pope get in unless I’m sure first that all his sins are
forgiven and that he has served his full time in Purgatory. But since
you’ve asked me a straight question I’ll give you a straight answer,
if you’ll come with me after I’ve closed up the gates for the night.”

They met as appointed and Peter led the way around the outer walls of
the Celestial City to where the house of the ‘Holy Family’ was
situated, high up against one of the battlements, and from the back
window of which the Holy Family — Mary, Joseph and the infant Jesus —
could look down and see everything that takes place on earth.

It was a bright moonlit night and Peter drew Michael down behind some
shrubbery and told him to wait and see what would happen. After a
little while, they heard what seemed like pebbles being thrown
against the window overlooking the wall. In less than a minute the
window was opened, and a rope was let down and pulled up again. At
the end of the rope was one of the disreputable sinners whom Michael
had complained about.

They waited until the sinner was hauled in and the window shut.
“Now,” said Peter triumphantly to the amazed Archangel, “There’s your
answer!”

Next morning early, Michael, dressed in his best official uniform,
and with a very determined look on his face, knocked at the door of
the Holy Family’s house. Mary opened the door and called to Joseph
and the Child Jesus to welcome their distinguished visitor. He took a
seat and in a tone of the sternest dignity turned to Joseph and said:
“Joseph, I’ve found out what has been going on here every night, and



I would fail in my sacred duty if I did not tell you that your
practice of getting sinners into heaven by your back window must stop
at once!”

“I’m sorry, Your Highness,” Joseph replied with a guilty look, “but
I’m publicized on earth as the last refuge of dying sinners. I’ve
furthermore been proclaimed ‘Patron of the Universal Church,’ and
I’ve solemnly promised to get poor sinners into heaven by hook or by
crook who are faithful in their devotion to me during life. I simply
can’t refuse their appeals and let them go to hell. My position and
reputation as husband of Mary and the foster-father of Jesus Christ
are at stake.”

Michael rose from his chair, and drawing himself up to his full
archangelic height, decisively replied:

“There can be no exceptions to the eternal and immutable justice of
the Almighty God whose stem commands I am appointed to carry out to
the letter. Since the day I hurled Lucifer and his rebellious angels
from these same ramparts of heaven I’ve been entrusted with the duty
of keeping sinners out of it, and seeing that the laws of the
Almighty are rigidly enforced.”

“In that case,” Joseph meekly replied, “I can no longer stay in
heaven. I must go elsewhere and try to keep my promises to poor dying
sinners.”

As Joseph moved to the door, Mary ran to him and clutched his arm.
Turning to the unbending Archangel, she said: “Joseph is my lawful
husband, and if he goes I go too, and then there will be no Queen in
heaven!” Michael was taken back at this thought, and tried to find
words to meet this unexpected situation. But before he could think of
anything appropriate to say, the Child Jesus spoke and said: “And if
my mother goes I will have to go too, and then you’ll have no God in
heaven either.”

This was too much, even for the Archangel Michael, and knowing
himself defeated, he bowed himself out of the house with as much
dignity as he could muster.

“And that is the reason why,” this Neapolitan priest told his
listeners, “no one who practices devotion to Saint Joseph during life
will fail to get into heaven.”

There are some, even non-Catholics, who will say this is a very realistic and
human way of preaching to ignorant people who cannot read and write or
understand the things of God in the words of the Gospel. But is this
sufficient excuse for the Roman Catholic Church which has been the sole,
undisputed teacher of Christian people for more than fifteen centuries? The
Roman Catholic Church insists to this day on being the sole interpreter of
the Bible, its Pope the infallible mouthpiece of God. It could as easily have



taught the people the truth from the New Testament which records Christ as
saying (John 10:9): “I am the door: by me if any man enter in, he shall be
saved, and shall go in and out, and find pasture.” Or again (John 14:6): “I
am the way, and the truth, and the life: no man cometh unto the Father but by
me.” Or again (Acts 4:12): “Neither is there salvation in any other, for
there is no other name under heaven given among men whereby we must be
saved.”

But doing so would have meant the scrapping of its many shrines, saint-
devotions and novenas, which are financially so profitable.

Religion As A System Of Power

Religion can uplift its devotees only if its worship is upward, if the image
and object of its devotion are above the level of man. It is an historic fact
that religions which have descended to the deification of creatures, whether
of men or animals, have degraded, enslaved and impoverished their believers.

Counterfeit Christianity
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To discover those who destroy true Christian teaching, you must look behind
the banner of Christ they brazenly flourish. In this way you can expect to
find the Antichrist usurping the place of Christ.

What The Pope Refuses To Believe

No conversion of priest or layman from Roman Catholicism is complete without
full acceptance that the Gospel of Jesus Christ reveals that through faith in
Jesus Christ man is actually invested with the very righteousness of God.

The Tyranny Of Priestly Celibacy

At ordination secular priests merely signify that they accept the Church’s
condition for ordination that they will not get legally married. They take no
vow of chastity, that is, they make no explicit promise to refrain from
sexual relations.

Papal Abuse of Power
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The Apostle Peter plainly decreed that the method of governing the Christian
Church must not be patterned after that of Caesar. The popes of Rome totally
disregard Peter’s admonition.

Evangelical Movements Within The
Church Of Rome

I was offline for a week to get a broken bone fixed. Now I’m back to work!

This article is from chapter 31 of “Out of the Labyrinth: The Conversion of a
Roman Catholic Priest” by former Roman Catholic priest Leo Herbert Lehmann,
first published in 1947 and made available online by The Lutheran Library
Publishing Ministry LutheranLibrary.org.

Leo Herbert Lehmann (1895-1950) was an Irish author, editor, and
director of a Protestant ministry, Christ’s Mission in New York. He
was a priest in the Roman Catholic Church who later in life
converted to Protestantism and served as the editor of The
Converted Catholic Magazine. He authored magazine articles, books
and pamphlets, condemning the programs and activities of the Roman
Catholic Church. (Quoted from Wikipedia)

I’m posting this chapter because it has encouraging information I have never
heard from anyone before, testimonials from members of the Catholic church
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including priests and nuns who had true saving faith in the grace of Jesus
Christ but who remained in the Church.

CAN ROMAN CATHOLICS BE SAVED without breaking with their Church? Are there
any Evangelical Christian believers within the Roman Catholic Church? These
are questions which deserve, and require, extended answers.

It is not generally known that movements toward acceptance of Evangelical
Christian beliefs have always existed within the Roman Catholic Church — both
before and after the Reformation. Protestants have been so engrossed with the
history of their own Church since the Reformation that they know little of
the struggles toward the revival of Evangelical Christianity within the
Church of Rome since the sixteenth century. Because of this, Protestants
today have lost perspective of their own teachings, and a necessary sense of
contrast between the Gospel teaching which they believe, and the opposite
erroneous teaching and practice of Roman Catholicism from which the early
Protestants broke away. These early Protestants saw that contrast etched in
all its clarity because they knew both sides.

The shining of a bright light on a dark object shows up its true condition.
In the same way, the actual doctrinal state of Roman Catholicism is fully
seen only when justification of sinners through faith in the finished
sacrifice of Christ is definitely and fully preached against the background
of the errors of Roman Catholicism. For the main dividing line in the
struggle of Roman Catholicism against Evangelical Christianity is drawn
between their opposing views as to how the grace of salvation comes to the
souls of men. It is upon this ground that the Jesuits have fought their
Counter- Reformation — not only against Protestants, but also against those
who have tried to reassert Evangelical teaching within the Roman Church
itself after the example of the Protestant reformers of the sixteenth
century.

Three-Cornered Conflict

There have been, in fact, not just two but three sides to the religious
struggle during the four centuries since the Reformation — between
Protestantism and Jesuit Catholicism on the one hand, and Jesuit Catholicism
and Evangelical factions within the Roman Church itself, on the other. The
Jesuits have been as harsh and uncompromising against those who opposed them
from within their own Church, as against the Protestants from the outside. It
is sad to have to admit that today, there is little, if any, life left in
Evangelical movements within the Church of Rome. The Jesuits have succeeded,
almost completely, in crushing out the remnants of criticism in the Catholic
Church of their teaching about grace and the means of salvation. Their
Pelagian doctrine of salvation by works of man himself, with all it implies
in their moral theology and devotional practices, is now almost universally
accepted or reluctantly acquiesced in by the universal Roman Catholic Church.

(Note: Pelagianism is a set of beliefs associated with the British monk
Pelagius (circa AD 354–420), who taught in Rome in the late fourth and early



fifth centuries. Pelagius denied the doctrines of original sin and total
depravity. According to his theology, people are not naturally sinful, but
can live holy lives in harmony with God’s will and thereby earn salvation
through good works. )

The very fury of Jesuit opposition to the Gospel teaching of salvation by
faith, as reasserted by Luther, Calvin, and other sixteenth century
reformers, has led to the denial today in Roman Catholic teaching of almost
every truth upon which the Gospel teaching about the grace of salvation
rests.

Council Of Trent

But it was not so within the Roman Catholic Church at the time of the
Reformation, and even within the Council of Trent (held between 1545 and
1563) itself, which was convened shortly thereafter for the special purpose
of resisting the Evangelical teachings of the Protestant reformers. Many
Roman Catholic churchmen in that council maintained that the only way to stop
Luther and his associates from causing a rift in the Christian Church was
open opposition from the Church of Rome itself against the Pelagian error of
the Jesuits, and a firm declaration of salvation full and free by acceptance
of the grace of God through the merits alone of Jesus Christ.

Had these Catholic spokesmen been listened to, the history of Christianity
from that day to this would have been different. But the Jesuits triumphed in
the Council of Trent on this vital question, as they did in the Vatican
Council of 1870 on the question of Papal Infallibility. They have now this
latter weapon of undisputed papal power with which to whip everyone —
priests, bishops and laity alike — within the Roman Church into blind
acceptance of their peculiar teaching about salvation and their devotional
practices.

In the Council of Trent the Archbishop of Sienna, two bishops and five
others, fought long and hard against the Jesuits by upholding justification
simply and solely by the merits of Christ through faith. The English Cardinal
Pole, who presided at the Council in the absence of Pope Paul III, also
entreated those assembled not to reject this doctrine simply because it was
held by Martin Luther. But the Jesuits — through their spokesmen Lainez and
Salmeron — were adamant against even a compromise, and in the end secured
adoption of the long list of Tridentine canons and anathemas that were
finally pronounced against Protestant Evangelical teaching. Cardinal Pole and
the Archbishop of Sienna left the Council in despair. So bitterly has the
Jesuit Lainez been hated by Catholic anti-Jesuit writers that they have gone
so far as to interpret Rev. 9:1, as if he were the fallen star who let loose
the scorpion-locusts — the Jesuits — on the world.

Rift Within Catholicism

But the opponents of the Jesuits in the Catholic Church itself did not submit
at once after the Council of Trent. The fight went on, continually at first,
intermittently ever since. The Jesuits’ chief opponents on the teaching about
grace have been the Dominicans, and to this day a wide rift still exists



between these two Orders in the Church of Rome, in spite of apparent unity
from the outside. The Dominicans follow their great theologian St. Thomas
Aquinas, who adopted a watered-down interpretation of Augustine’s teaching on
grace as an entirely free gift of God, and put it in his medieval syllogistic
form. This is enough in the eyes of the Jesuits to brand them as
‘Calvinistic.’ Few people today know of this serious rift within the Roman
Catholic Church, or stop to think that it is actually wider than any
doctrinal difference separating the denominations of Protestantism.

The conflict concerning the nature of grace was openly continued between the
Jesuits and Dominicans till the end of the sixteenth century, and on into the
seventeenth. In 1596, Pope Clement VIII consented to hear both sides and
promised to give a decision. No less than sixty-five meetings and thirty-
seven disputations were held on the subject in his presence. Pope Clement
himself seems, from his writings, to have favored the Dominican side, but he
put off giving a decision. The so-called infallible mouthpiece of God could
not decide the most vital question of Christian teaching, on the question
that really matters in the whole gamut of Christian doctrine: the truth about
how men can be saved!

Pope Clement’s hesitation can easily be explained. The Jesuits by then had
become, not only powerful, but violent and dangerous. They had made
themselves the great political prop of the Roman Church that had been shaken
to its foundations in the principal countries of Europe. They went so far as
to threaten the Pope himself, since they counted on having King Henry IV of
France on their side. Pope Clement was also well aware that the political
power of the papacy at that time was on the wane, threatened by Protestant
England under Queen Elizabeth on one side, and by Protestant Germany, the
Netherlands, and Scandinavia on the other. He was advised by the astute
French Cardinal du Perron to leave matters as they were, since even a
Protestant could subscribe to the doctrines of the Dominicans.

The dispute was continued under Pope Paul V, who became Pope in 1605.
Seventeen meetings were held in his presence, but he too failed to condemn
the Jesuits. Venice at that time was at war with the papacy, and the Jesuits
fought so well for the Pope that they suffered expulsion by the Catholic
rulers and people of the Venetian Republic rather than yield to the Pope’s
enemies. It thus seemed more important to the Pope to please the Jesuits than
to uphold the most vital doctrine of the Christian Church. In the end Pope
Paul issued the Bull Unigenitus, in which he promised that a decision would
be published “at the proper time,” and that in the meantime, neither side was
to malign the other. And so it remains to this day in the Roman Catholic
Church: no official decision has ever been made as to how the grace of
salvation comes to the souls of men!

Jesuits Vs. Dominicans

This was a triumph for the Jesuits, and they have used it to great advantage
ever since against both Protestants and those within the Roman Church who
would dare to dispute their Pelagian doctrine of grace.

They have ruthlessly crushed any priest, bishop or even pope who seemed to



veer in any way to the doctrine of the Reformation, namely that we can do no
good works acceptable to God without the grace of God through Christ
‘preventing’ us; that the will to good, and the works we perform as a result
of this good will, are all a free gift of God.

This was the teaching of Augustine against Pelagius and his followers, which
was revived by the Protestant reformers. The Dominicans have always tended to
this Augustinian doctrine of grace because St. Thomas Aquinas incorporated
some of Augustine’s teachings about grace into his Summa Theologica. But even
the Dominicans never have dared to carry Augustine’s teaching to its logical
conclusion, as Calvin did, since it would have led to the complete rejection
of papal power. The Jesuits have made sure to this day that the Dominicans
would never be allowed to go so far. But certain sections of the Roman Church
are still accused by the Jesuits as “tainted” with Calvinism because of their
advocacy even of the watered- down teachings of Augustine as expounded
chiefly by the Dominican theologians.

A particular instance of this may be seen in the fact that most Roman
Catholic priests, especially of the Dominican order, who renounce the Church
of Rome join up with the Presbyterian Church and ministry. Two examples
recently noted by The Converted Catholic Magazine are Rev. Dr. George
Barrois, formerly a Dominican priest and professor at Catholic University in
Washington, D. C., now a Presbyterian minister and Professor at Princeton
Seminary, and Rev. J. A. Fernandez, for sixteen years a priest of the
Dominican Order, now a Presbyterian pastor in Philadelphia.

The most notable example of the opposition to Jesuit Pelagianism is that of
the Jansenists, who publicly professed their belief in the Evangelical
teaching of salvation and justification by faith alone in the merits of Jesus
Christ, but who still steadfastly continued within the Church of Rome. The
suffering they endured from the Jesuits, the wonderful example and
encouragement they supplied to those within the Roman Church who secretly
resented the domination of the Jesuits, should give hope that it may not yet
be too late for a second Reformation within the Church of Rome in our day.

Jansenius

The Jansenists got their name from Cornelius Jansenius, Bishop of Ypres, who
was born in 1585 and died of the plague in 1638, after being bishop for only
two years. It was only after his death that his opposition to the Pelagian
teaching of the Jesuits became known. But for many years he had made it his
business to study the writings of Augustine on the vital subjects of grace,
free will and human impotence, original sin, election, faith, etc. Whereas
Calvin used Augustine’s teaching on these subjects to oppose the whole nature
and structure of Roman Catholicism, Jansenius used it only for one immediate
object — to check the rising power of the Jesuits and their false teachings
within the Church of Rome. His object was not to undermine the Roman Catholic
Church as a whole, but to save it from complete corruption in matters of
faith and morals.

He put his findings in a book, entitled, Augustinus, which was published in
Louvain two years after his death and was made the chief weapon by his



followers to save the Catholic Church from the evil influence of the Jesuits.
For there were many within the Church of Rome at that time who sighed for
some real spirituality and who, like Bishop Jansenius, found in the doctrine
of salvation by grace, even though only partially and imperfectly
apprehended, a great solace and an assurance which the ritualistic
observances of the Church of Rome could not supply.

Jesuit Opposition To Grace

That was before the blight of Jesuitism had descended completely on the Roman
Catholic Church as we find it today. But the Jesuits were then, a hundred
years after their Order was founded, rapidly consolidating their power by
their lax system of casuistry and other teachings which deadened the
conscience. They had by then introduced themselves everywhere as confessors,
and had gained great influence by softening all ideas of guilt. Their main
purpose was to introduce into Catholic teaching the exclusion of real
repentance before God as a prerequisite for forgiveness of sin. In this way
salvation would become entirely dependent upon the priest, to the ultimate
advantage of the Jesuits themselves — who have always aimed to make
themselves the ruling caste of priests in the church of Rome. They have
achieved this objective today, and hold the whip hand not only in religious
matters, but also as the high political rulers of the Vatican.

What the Jesuits most abhorred, and continue today to abhor, is the true
Christian teaching of justification of sinners through faith in the one
finished sacrifice of Christ, and repentance for sin directly toward God.
They were quick to see the danger to their aims in Jansenius’ book,
Augustinus, which upheld this true Christian teaching. They therefore had the
book banned, and began by venting their enmity on Jean Baptiste du Vergier de
Hauranne — better known as St. Cyran, after the monastery of that name of
which he was abbot. St. Cyran had secretly studied the doctrine of grace
together with Jansenius at Louvain. He was also connected with the celebrated
Abbey of Port Royal in France, a community of nuns which had grown very lax
in discipline and morals. Yet, it was through this French convent that what
is known as “Jansenism” began, and which for almost seventy-five years
carried on its remarkable fight to rid the Catholic Church of the perverse
teachings and control of the Jesuits. The cruel methods used by the Jesuits
to crush out the Jansenists were equalled only by the atrocities of the Nazi
Gestapo in our time. The inmates of Port Royal and their friends were
hounded, brutally persecuted, excommunicated, and jailed, because they
professed, above all else, the Evangelical doctrines of justification by
grace.

Port Royal

There are two things about the nuns of Port Royal and their friends that
Protestants and Catholics alike today may well be amazed at. One was that
they persisted in remaining within the Church of Rome while professing
absolute faith in the saving grace of Jesus Christ alone. They strenuously
objected to being called Protestants.

The second extraordinary fact is that the abbey of Port Royal, which was to



become the great champion of this Evangelical teaching, was so lax in
discipline in 1602, that Mother Angelique — under whose later guidance
Jansenism thrived there — was appointed abbess when she was but a girl of
eleven years old. The church authorities in France and her family connived at
this, and had her certified as abbess by the Pope, by pretending she was
seventeen!1

How thoroughly Evangelical the inmates of Port Royal later became — while
still remaining within the body of the Roman Catholic Church — may be judged
from the story of the last prioress, Mother Dumesnil Courtinaux, as she lay
on her dying bed. Port Royal had been finally suppressed and uprooted by the
Pope eight years previously, but this last Mother prioress still retained her
faith in salvation by grace alone. But she desired to die in good standing in
the Catholic Church and begged for the last sacraments. The Bishop of Blois
came but refused to administer the sacraments to her, unless she first
renounced her faith in the saving grace of Christ. But she remained steadfast
in her Evangelical faith.

“What will you do when you have to appear before God, bearing the weight of
your sins alone?” the bishop asked her.

The dying prioress replied: “Having made peace through the blood of His
cross, my Saviour has reconciled all things unto Himself in the body of His
flesh through death, to present us holy and unblameable and unreprovable in
His sight, if we continue in the faith grounded and settled, and not be moved
away from the hope of the Gospel.”

She then added, with clasped hands, “In Thee, O Lord, have I trusted, nor
wilt Thou suffer the creature that trusts in Thee to be confounded.” The
bishop reviled her, but she meekly urged, with tears, that she be permitted
to receive the sacraments. He firmly rejected her plea as coming from a
“confirmed heretic.”

“Well, my Lord,” she replied, wiping her eyes, “I am content to bear with
resignation whatever deprivation my God sees fit. I am convinced that His
divine grace can supply even the want of sacraments.”

She fell asleep in the Lord that same night, March 18, 1716, in her
seventieth year. Such was the Evangelical spirit of the followers of
Jansenius at Port Royal.2

Sufferings And Persecutions

The abbess Mere Angelique brought about an Evangelical reformation not only
at Port Royal, at the head of which she had been so strangely placed at the
age of eleven, but also in many others, such as the rich abbey of Maubuisson,
which also had become very corrupt. A group of men famous for their
scholarship and piety also became her disciples. Among them may be mentioned
Pascal, Le Maitre, Quesnel, Lancelot, Le Maitre de Sacy, Nicole and Singlin.

No fewer than four popes — Urban VII, Innocent X, Alexander VII, and Clement
XI — fulminated bulls of excommunication, at the instigation of the Jesuits,



against these defenders of Evangelical teachings. They had also against them
King Louis XIV of France and his infamous mistress, Madame de Maintenon,
Cardinal Richelieu and Cardinal Mazarin. Four French bishops favored and
tried to help them. The Dominicans, the Franciscans, and the Benedictines,
who to this day still timidly oppose the Jesuits on the teaching of grace,
defended the Jansenists of Port Royal as much as they dared. But all the
power of the Church of Rome and the King of France was in the hands of the
Jesuits, and they used it mercilessly to wipe out every trace of the
Jansenists and their Gospel teaching of salvation which they detested and
condemned as an “abominable heresy.”

Finally, on July 11, 1709, Cardinal de Noailles, archbishop of Paris, was
forced by the Pope and the Jesuits to order the complete suppression of the
abbey of Port Royal. On the following October 29, the valley was filled with
the king’s troops, the abbey taken over and the nuns arrested and placed in
confinement. The following year the cloister was pulled down; in 1711 the
bodies of those buried there were dug up with gross brutality and indecency;
two years later the church itself was destroyed. Cardinal de Noailles had
ordered it all done according to the bull, Vineam Domini, of Pope Clement XI,
in which he attacked the doctrines of grace. The cardinal later repented of
his deed, and made a visit to the ruins of Port Royal, where on bended knees,
he made public testimony of repentance for his weakness. After the death of
King Louis XIV and his mistress, Cardinal de Noailles interceded for the
imprisoned nuns of Port Royal and had them released.

Jansenism continued in Holland and other countries of Europe after the
destruction of Port Royal. Ranke, the historian, says of the Jansenists: “We
find traces of them in Vienna and in Brussels, in Spain and Portugal, and in
every part of Italy. They disseminated their doctrines throughout all Roman
Catholic Christendom, sometimes openly, often in secret.”3

But it was in the Protestant country of Holland that they found best shelter
and most freedom. It was there that they were able to organize into a regular
Church body under their own bishops. Almost all the Roman Catholics in
Holland, to the number of 330,000, at the end of the seventeenth century were
Jansenists. The Jesuits had little power there, and they themselves had gone
so far in their intrigues and immoral teachings that Pope Clement XIV — who
had Jansenist sentiments — yielded to the demands of the Catholic countries
of Europe and completely abolished the Jesuits in 1773.

Catholics Today (1947)

Today also there are many sensitive souls within the Roman Catholic Church
who sigh for true spirituality and an assurance of salvation that their
priests cannot offer. They fear, however, to break with their Church, and
continue to accept the sacraments in order to remain in good standing.
Strictly speaking, there is nothing in Roman Catholic teaching to prevent
Roman Catholics from professing secretly (in foro internet) their faith in
the absolute saving power of the Gospel. What is forbidden, under pain of
excommunication, is the public profession (in foro extemo) of such belief.

Thus a Roman Catholic who comes to the true knowledge of Christ, is faced



with making the decision of either risking excommunication and the opprobrium
of his family and friends by openly professing and demonstrating his faith in
Christ as all-sufficient Saviour, or avoiding the penalties by keeping it
secret in his heart while conforming outwardly to the rules and ritual as
commanded by his Church. But today in America, where freedom of religion is
guaranteed to all, no one can be excused if he fails to profess openly his
faith in Jesus Christ, who warns (Matt. 10:33): “Whosoever shall deny me
before men, him also will I deny before my Father which is in heaven.”

1. See, The Jansenists, Their Rise, Persecutions by the Jesuits, and
Remnants, by S. P. Tregelles, London, 1851.↩
2.cf. The Jansenists, ut supra, pp. 40-41.↩
3.Op. cit. p. 45.↩

The Myth of Roman Catholic Apostolic
Succession

Introduction: This article is from a PDF file on LutheranLibrary.org. It was
published by The Converted Catholic Magazine and edited by former Roman
Catholic priest, Leo Herbert Lehmann.

There are two articles from the magazine in this post. The original title of
the first article is

A Kingly Priesthood [Peter’s Doctrine]

THOSE WHO INSIST that Peter was the first Pope (a Roman Catholic doctrine)
entirely disregard the fact that he felt in writing, as part of the Bible,
instructions as to how the Christian church should be ruled. They (Catholics)
read intently the encyclical letters of Pope Plus XII, but either ignore or
are unaware of the letters of the Apostle Peter, which no Pope today would
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dare to emphasize.

For Peter preached and put into writing the principles of the real New Order
of the Christian dispensation. He would have been untrue to his Master had he
taught that one man could be an autocrat over other men, either in spiritual
or political matters. “Ye are a chosen generation,” he told the early
Christians, “a royal (kingly) priesthood.” (I Peter 2:9). Peter’s doctrine is
that each one is his own king and his own priest. This is democracy with a
vengeance! In civil government each one was to possess the highest governing
power, and, as in our American democracy, merely delegate this power by
election, for a limited time, to those he chooses to represent him in the
work of governing.

Most important of all, Peter taught that in religious matters each one is his
own priest, a member of “a holy priesthood, to offer up spiritual sacrifices,
acceptable to God by Jesus Christ.” (I Peter 2:5)

Peter furthermore expressly forbids the ministers of the Christian religion
to lord it over the flock. “Neither as being lords over God’s heritage, but
being ensamples to the flock.” 1 Peter 5:3

He exhorts them as elders, as he himself is just an elder, not to use force
in the ordering of things within the church. How then can the Pope of Rome,
who claims to be Peter’s successor, consider himself an autocratic king in
temporal affairs and the sole mouthpiece of God on earth?

The history of the Popes is in direct contradiction to the teaching of Peter.
Instead of following Peter, the Popes have imitated the Caesars of the Roman
empire and the Pontifex Maximus of the pagan religion of Rome, whose title
they appropriated. They have always supported tyrannical monarchy and brutal
dictators who oppressed the people, who are true priests and kings in the
Christian sense. They have killed this right of the people by condemning it
as “socialism” and “communism.” No doubt, if Peter were on earth today, the
Pope would brand him too as a Communist— and a Jewish Communist at that.

The Myth Of Catholic Apostolic Succession

By Henry F. Brown

From The Converted Catholic Magazine, Oct. 1946

Unsuspecting Protestants are easily deceived by the bold but unsubstantiated
claim of Roman Catholicism to an unbroken line of “apostolic succession” of
its popes, bishops and priests. The claim is categorically stated as follows:
Jesus ordained Peter, Peter his successor, who in turn ordained another, and
so on down to the present pope. Thus “apostolicity” is exclusively claimed as
certain for all popes, bishops and priests of the Roman Catholic church.

In the first place the entire claim rests on Peter’s being in Rome as pontiff
— which never has been proved. It is stated that there must be “continuity
with the church founded by Jesus Christ,” and that only the Roman Catholic
church has maintained this “unbroken chain of successors.” — (Catholic



Encyclopedia, Vol. 3, p. 642).

If it is true that Peter was the first bishop of Rome, how then could Paul be
a legitimate apostle? For it is certain that he was not called by Peter and
that he was not consecrated by Peter laying hands on him. He was called
directly by Jesus (Acts 9:15), independently of Peter. He was baptized by
Ananias, a disciple (Acts 9:17, 18).

When Paul attempted to associate himself with Peter and the rest of the
apostles they refused to believe that he was not a spy. After being sponsored
by Barnabas, a layman, the apostles tolerated him (Acts 9:26, 28). He was not
accepted as an apostle by Peter and the others, and disappears from our view
for a number of years (Acts 9:30.)

The laymen from the scattered church in Jerusalem preached the Gospel in
Antioch (Acts 8:1, 4:11, 19), and raised up a church without the intervention
of Peter. Barnabas, the reconciling layman, was sent to investigate the non-
conformist church. He remembers Paul in Tarsus and goes to find him (Acts
11:25, 26), and these two laymen preached the Gospel of Christ with such
success that they were the first to be called “Christians.” Then the Holy
Spirit instructed this unauthorized church — if to be authorized — they must
have a permit from the pope — to consecrate Paul and Barnabas as apostles
(Acts 13:1, 3).

Thus we see that Peter, if he were indeed the first Roman pope, refused to
accept Paul, though Jesus himself had called him to a very definite task.
This great apostle Paul was consecrated, not by the laying on of Peter’s
hands, or of any of Peter’s agents, but was consecrated by unauthorized
laymen in a non-conforming church!

Paul reviews the history of this experience. He says he received his Gospel
from Christ and not from Peter (Gal. 1:11, 12). He denies that he
communicated with the “hierarchy” (Gal. 1:17), but went instead to the desert
to talk it over with God alone, and that his first visit to Jerusalem after
his conversion was three years after that memorable event (Gal. 1:18). He
remained but two weeks, and nothing apparently happened to authorize him to
preach with any legitimacy. There was no “continuity with the church founded
by Christ,”if the laying on of hands was required to obtain that.

Paul ignores completely his lack of apostolic ordination at the hands of
Peter. He made thousands of converts to Christ, organized churches (Acts
14:23), consecrated elders or bishops (Acts 30:17), and sent men whom he had
consecrated as bishops to consecrate others (Titus 1:5, 7). In other words,
he built up a church that was entirely non-conforming, having no legitimate
connection with Peter’s church.

Fourteen years later Paul, the non-conformist apostle, went to Jerusalem, and
there the apostles reluctantly gave him the right hand of fellowship (Gal.
2:9). But there was no submission to Peter, no reconsecration of Paul. On the
contrary, this intrepid, fearless, un-compromising apostle “withstood Peter
to the face” (Gal. 2:11), and they divided the field between them (Gal. 2:9).



The Roman Catholic hierarchy faces here the dilemma either of rejecting its
vital and basic doctrine of apostolic succession — the chain of Peter and
consecrated priests — or of rejecting a specifically chosen messenger of
heaven, St. Paul. If Paul were rejected — which the Roman church must do to
be logical in its doctrine — with him goes a large portion of the New
Testament, most of the Christian doctrine of the church, because it is
Pauline, and some of the greatest early churches, Antioch, Ephesus, Corinth,
and Thessalonica, because these are the fruitage of this “illegally”
consecrated non-conformist.

But Paul never considered himself unconsecrated nor less-authorized than any
of the other apostles, though the hands of Peter were never placed on him (2
Cor. 11:5): “I regard myself as no wise inferior to the great apostles,” he
says (New Revised Catholic New Testament).

The Roman Catholic church does not reject Paul, but by accepting him it
rejects its own essential doctrine of apostolic succession. By accepting him
as an apostle it furthermore destroys its claim to be the exclusive
mouthpiece of the Holy Spirit. The Holy Spirit demonstrated in the choice of
Paul that He alone is the Vicar of Christ and there is no need of a pope. By
the same token John Wesley was the apostle of God to England, so was
Whitfield, though these men were not in communion with Peter’s successor.
Dwight L. Moody was Christ’s apostle, and so is every Christ-chosen minister
of God.

Protestants reject absolutely the mechanical conception of apostolic
succession through the long line of wicked popes of the Middle Ages. They
follow, rather, the prophetic succession of the Hebrew prophets. When God
wanted a messenger in the Old Testament He didn’t request the high priests
for one, but simply called the man: “Whom shall I send, and who will go for
us?” He asked Isaiah. That fine man of God responded, “Here am I, send me.”
(Isa. 6:8). These were Spirit-chosen men, endowed and ordained by the Holy
Spirit. Elijah was sitting by his sheep in Gilead when “the word of the Lord
came unto Him” (1 Kings 17:2). Amos was a shepherd when God took him (Amos
(7:14, 15). Jeremiah was called before his birth (Jer. 1:5).

Of all the prophets of the Hebrew succession we can think of none who was
consecrated by the high priest of his time, or even by the prophet who went
before him. Each man was chosen directly by God. That is the Spiritgoverned
prophetic succession versus the mechanical “apostolic succession” of Roman
Catholicism. And that is the system of ministry that the Protestant church in
its evangelical branches holds today.

Why The Nazis Persecuted Priests – by
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L.H. Lehmann

Catholic church authorities cooperated in persecuting its own priests and
people during WW2 because they refused to fall in with its political plans as
set by Rome.

Clerical Fascism in the United States

Fasces in the U.S. House of Representatives. The fasces is an ancient Roman
symbol, derived from the Latin word “fascis,” which means “bundle.” We get
the word fascism from that word, the symbol of government authority,
specifically ROMAN government authority.

This article is from the Converted Catholic Magazine of which former Roman
Catholic priest, Leo Herbert Lehmann (also known as L.H. Lehmann) is the
editor. I don’t have a bio on J.J. Murphy but I am sure he’s a former
Catholic priest and a good resource because of the fact that Leo Lehmann
includes his works in his magazine.

Clerical fascism is an ideology that combines the political and economic
doctrines of fascism with clericalism. Clerical refers to a member of the
clergy, and especially in this case Roman Catholic priests.

Fascism is political philosophy, movement, or regime (such as that of the
Fascisti) that exalts nation and often race above the individual and that
stands for a centralized autocratic government headed by a dictatorial
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leader, severe economic and social regimentation, and forcible suppression of
opposition.

Clerical fascism is, therefore, the dictatorship of the (Roman) Church over
the government.

Clerical Fascism in the United States by J. J. Murphy

EUROPEANS, unlike Americans, rightly think of the Roman Catholic church
primarily as a political and cultural force shaping the lives and destinies
of men and nations — as an international super-State determined to restore
its medieval domination. To this end it must necessarily destroy liberal
democratic government, so mercilessly condemned by Pope Pius IX, and re-
establish the Holy Roman Empire. Germany is the natural center of such an
empire, now as in the past. This is the plan Pope Leo XIII had in mind when
he said to the late Kaiser Wilhelm: “Germany must be the sword of the
Catholic Church.”1 This, too, is what Pope Pius XII thought had been
practically realized when in his Christmas message of 1940 he referred to
recent German victories as events that “signal the dawn of a new era.” The
distinguished foreign correspondent John T. Whitaker, in close touch with
Vatican sources, had reported the Pope’s thoughts in more specific terms a
few months previously when he wrote from Rome:

“In this situation, the Vatican has indicated that it approves the
Fascist government organized in France by Marshal Pétain and Pierre
Laval and it hopes to sow the totalitarian regime of other
corporative states, such as those in Portugal and Brazil, spread
throughout the world.” — (New York Post, July 18, 1940.)

It was not without reason that a Vatican politician, Msgr. Tiso of Slovakia,
said on September 27, 1940: “Catholicism and National Socialism have much in
common.” In a similar vein Papal Chamberlain Franz von Papen, signer of the
Hitler-Vatican concordat, had declared: “The Third Reich is the first power
which not only recognizes, but which puts into practice the high principles
of the Papacy.” (Der Voelkischer Beobachter, Jan. 14, 1934.)

Standing in the way of a world ‘corporative’ or Fascist state was the United
States of America, the arsenal of democracy. This is the point Lewis Mumford
made in the summer of 1940 when he wrote:2

“Unfortunately the aims of Fascism are most deeply in conflict with
those of a free republic like that of the United States. In this
effort, the Catholic church… has been an ally — a potent ally — of
the forces of destruction.”

To the American Catholic hierarchy democracy had become something fetid and
loathsome. The Jesuit magazine America in its issue of May 17, 1941,
expressed itself candidly in an article we quote in part:



“How we Catholics have loathed and despised this Lucifer
civilization… This civilization is now called democracy… Today,
American Catholics are being asked to shed their blood for that
particular kind of secularist civilization which they have been
heroically repudiating for four centuries… The Christian Revolution
will begin when we decide to cut loose from the existing social
order rather than be buried with it.”

The Vatican High Command that made pacts with Mussolini and Hitler, that gave
the death blow to Spanish democracy, likewise had plans for “Christian
Revolution” in the United States. It did not consider Protestantism in
America an obstacle to its plans. It considered it dead, since it can be
trampled on without evoking protest. It turned from counter-Reformation
against Protestantism to counter-Revolution against liberal democracy, which
it termed “Communism.” It welcomed Protestant fascists as allies.

Backing Of The Hierarchy

The Jesuits, ‘Storm Troopers of the Church,’ are the power behind all church-
inspired revolutions. In Austria their ‘front man’ was Msgr. Seipel — in the
United States it is Father Coughlin. He was released from his vows in the
Order of St. Basil in Canada, brought to the United States, and strategically
located in the mid-West in the important industrial city of Detroit. After
becoming an American citizen, Coughlin began to preach “Christian
Revolution.”

To anyone even remotely acquainted with Canon Law discipline to which the
Roman Catholic clergy are subjected, prohibiting all priests to publish even
a word without permission of their superiors, it is evident that Father
Coughlin has the complete backing of the highest authorities in the Catholic
church. Moreover, without contradiction, he has attributed his Fascist
doctrines to the encyclicals of Pope Pius XI. His weekly broadcasts were read
and approved by his bishop. They Were reproduced weekly in numerous Catholic
papers. He was never criticized or censored by either of his superiors, his
bishop or the Apostolic Delegate. Neither his broadcasting nor his paper,
Social Justice, was stopped by the church; in fact, this paper was sold
outside most Catholic churches on Sundays. When the paper was banned by the
Post Office as Seditious, the hierarchy intervened to prevent him from being
tried for sedition even though he publicly declared at the time that he “was
responsible and did control the magazine, its policy and contents.” Without
church objection, a Franciscan Father eulogized him publicly in New York on
July 29, 1941, as a “second Christ” and compared his sufferings and joys with
those of the Savior.

The Catholic church has allowed without protest the preaching of anti-
Semitism, which paves the way for Fascism and revolution. The Tidings,
official paper of the archdiocese of Los Angeles, for example, defended
Coughlin’s anti-Semitism in its issue of April 17, 1943. Catholic authorities
have not denounced, much less prevented, the printing and distribution of the
vicious Protocols of Zion by Social Justice, The Malist, The Catholic
International or other Catholic organizations or publications. Nor did it



ever use any of its 332 Catholic publications in this country to denounce the
false Protocols. Anti-Semitism in Catholic pulpits is not unheard of (cf. The
Jewish Examiner, Sept. 4, 1942).

Carlson (p. 202) observes that American fascist Seward Collins learned his
anti-Semitism from The Jews, a book written by leading Catholic apologist
Hilaire Belloc. Key to the Mystery by French-Canadian Catholic Adrian Arcand,
fascist leader, is a classic of anti—Semitism. But, in general, the Catholic
church’s anti-Semitism is discreetly kept under cover as far as 29church
leaders are concerned. Its most effective work is by ‘whispering campaigns.’
Even Catholic apologist George Shuster admitted deep-rooted anti-Semitism in
the Catholic church in this country but added that it is “seldom voiced above
a whisper.”3

The Catholic church in this country has shown its anti-democratic feel- ings
in many ways. Bishop Gallagher, Coughlin’s superior, on his return from the
Vatican in 1936, declared to reporters: “Father Coughlin is an out- standing
priest and his voice… is the voice of God.”

A Catholic priest cannot speak in a diocese other than his own without



explicit permission of the bishop of that diocese. The fact, therefore, that
Father Coughlin, Father Curran, Father Terminiello and other Fascist leaders
spoke in dioceses throughout the country shows that they had the approval of
all these bishops. The priests felt likewise. A poll conducted by the Jesuit
magazine America in the fall of 1941 showed that 90.4 per cent of the
Catholic priests of the United States were opposed to our entering World War
II. Archbishop Curley of Baltimore expressed the feelings of the hierarchy,
when in an interview with the press on December 7, 1941, after hearing of the
attack on Pearl Harbor, he implicitly denounced the war, saying: “We’re not
satisfied. We’re out looking for war…” — (Baltimore Sun, Dec. 8, 1941.)

The Catholic hierarchy, which as a body gave immediate endorsement to World
War I, waited almost a year, until Germany’s defeat was foreseen, before
officially giving their approval to World War II.

Political Power Of Coughlin

Pearl Harbor and our declaration of war put a temporary end to the political
organization that Clerical Fascism was in the process of forging. Coughlin
was just about to take over majority control of America First and form it
into a political party, when war was declared. He had already given hints,
which were seconded by Philip LaFollette and the N. Y. Daily News. He was
about to replace Catholic John T. Flynn of the strategic New York chapter
with a more obedient lackey.

America First, started by fascist-minded business magnates, had at first been
independent of Coughlin. But by infiltration the Coughlinites became the
dominant element. Catholic church prelates gave it their enthusiastic
approval. At one of its mass meetings in Madison Square Garden in New York
City, under the chairmanship of John T. Flynn, Cardinal O’Connell, dean of
the American Catholic hierarchy and Bishop Shaughnessy of Seattle. formerly
of he Apostolic Delegation in Washington, D. C., sent telegrams of
congratulation which were publicly read.

Carlson (p. 260) quotes an official of America First to the effect that its
membership was 80 per cent Coughlinite and would eventually be under
Coughlin’s complete control. General Wood had at first objected to
Coughlinite dominance but later “humbled himself before the reverend-dictator
of Royal Oak” in a letter published in Social Justice.

In addition to the Coughlinite majority, America First included large numbers
of the Ku Klux Klan element who in recent years have allied themselves with
Catholic Fascists in a war on Jewry and ‘Communist’ unions. Louis B. Ward,
one of Coughlin’s chief assistants, addressed the Pontiac chapter of America
First four different times. This chapter was made up almost exclusively of
Klan members. Garland Alderman, secretary of the National Workers League, a
fascist organization of KKK members, said that he was nurtured in Fascism by
Father Coughlin’s Social Justice and had also attended a series of “special
lectures” by Coughlin one Winter. (Under Cover, p. 305) He named Coughlin as
one of the Americans who in the opinion of his organization would negotiate
with Hitler after the hoped- for world triumph of Nazism.



Rev. Charles E. Coughlin,
still Pro-Fascist, Anti-
British, Anti-Semitic.

The ‘Christian Front’ In New York

Clerical Fascism worked on a number of ‘fronts’ and a variety of social
levels. Smooth-tongued Msgr. Sheen (the Lawrence Dennis of Catholic Fascism),
Jesuit Father Hubbard and others took care of the moneyed classes. They were
ably assisted by wealthy laymen such as Judge John A. Matthews and former
Catholic diplomats like John Cudahy and Joe Kennedy, former ambassador to
England, who in November 1940 said, “It isn’t that England’s fighting for
democracy. That’s the bunk.”

But the work of Clerical Fascism on the intellectual and industrialist levels
of American society is naturally shrouded in secrecy. Only what takes place
among the common people has become known. This was the rabble- rousing work
of Father Coughlin. In addition to his following of several million Irish-
Catholic listeners and sympathizers, Coughlin needed a closely-knit and
militant corps such as Hitler possessed in his Brown Shirts. To this end he
formed the Christian Front. Carlson tells us (p. .35) that the Christian
Front was “the outgrowth of a plan spawned by the priest of a once obscure
parish in Royal Oak.” Coughlin himself confirmed this when the Christian
Fronters were being tried in Federal Court, saying he would stand beside them
“be they guilty or he they innocent… For us there is no white flag of
surrender.” Units of this violent revolutionary society were soon organized
throughout the country from Pittsburgh as far west as Minneapolis.

Coughlin openly urged revolution. ln Social Justice of April 24, 1939, he
wrote:

“22 millions subsist on dole rations — and we do not revolt! How
much will we stand?”



Carlson says (p. 56) “the Christian Front, always under Coughlin’s
inspiration and guidance, shouted that a private army was the only means to
‘save America.’” Coughlin wrote in Social Justice: “Rest assured we will
fight you in Franco’s way.”

Carlson also reveals (pp. 33, 69) how Coughlin promised police protection to
anti-Semitic terrorists in New York City but shielded his secret backing of
terroristic demonstrations by use of fake telegrams purporting to declare his
disapproval of such tactics.

In forming the Christian Front Coughlin had full support from the Catholic
church. In New York City, Father Duffee of the Franciscan Order was one of
its chief lieutenants; the basement of the Catholic church at Columbus Circle
belonging to the Paulist Fathers was one of their regular meeting places. The
mail box of the Paulist Fathers in Post Office Station G was put at their
disposal. Father Edward C. Burke and other priests closely identified
themselves with the movement.

Carlson (p. 51) gives similar testimony:

“I heard hate preached at a meeting which started with a prayer by
Father John J. Malone. The audience blessed itself and the meeting
started… ‘Hitler and Mussolini are men of peace. Roosevelt is one
of the most vicious.’”

Coughlin’s revolutionary plot was based on the idea that a few armed men
properly placed can seize a country, just as Trotsky took Petrograd in 1917
with 1,000 armed men. His Christian Fronters were told: “You’ll get target
practice and complete drilling in the art of street fighting… Each of you
captains will have your own cell, your own sabotage machine, your own
revolutionary group for a Nationalist America.” (Under Cover. p. 98)

Under the camouflaged name of “Midtown Sporting Club” the Manhattan ‘Iron
Guard Unit’ of the Christian Front drilled in Donovan’s Hall. near the
Paulist Catholic church mentioned above. Like Franco’s revolutionaries they
took a secret oath that said, “I will look to God for guidance.” They were
exhorted previous to the drill:

“You are soldiers of Christ. Men like you fought in Spain. Men like
you will fight in America… You are defenders of the Faith. Your
duty is to fight for Christ and Country.”

On January 13, 1940, the FBI raided a Brooklyn “Sporting Club” of the
Christian Front. A Federal court suit ensued. The Jesuit publication America,
leading Catholic weekly in its issue of January 27, 1940, ridiculed the case,
and called it a Jewish plot. Public masses were said for the “heroes on
trial. Carlson sums up the case and its foredoomed failure when he says that
the big boys behind the scenes were never made public.” The verdict of the
Catholic jury was a foregone conclusion. Father Curran, Coughlin’s lieutenant



in the East, slyly hinted at an acquittal celebration that a close relative
of his was the jury foreman.

In 1926, in Germany, Hitler revolutionaries were similarly arrested and
acquitted. As late as 1930 Thomas Mann said of the Nazis: “I regard the
National Socialist Party as a flash-in-the-pan which will soon be over.”

The Christian Front is only temporarily under cover. Coughlin is biding his
time. Father Edward Brophy of% Brooklyn, a Christian Front leader at one of
their meetings in June 1942 said – “The days are coming when this country
will need a Coughlin and need him badly. We must get strong and keep
organized for that day.”

In Social Justice of Sept. 1, 1939 Coughlin predicted that it would take
seven to ten years to win control. He added:

“We predict that… the National-Socialists in America organized
under that or some other name — eventually will take control of the
government on this continent. We predict, lastly, the end of
democracy in America.”

Even when he was put off the radio he confidently threatened:

“I have been retired temporarily… Not until there is an opportunity
for the pendulum of reaction to swing to the right will I resume my
place before a microphone… I extend to them (‘men powerful in the
field of radio and other activities’) my heartiest congratulations
for all that the future holds in store for them.”

Other Branches Of The ‘Christian Front’

The militant organization of Clerical Fascism functioned in other cities the
same as in Manhattan. Space permits only passing references to its other
leaders.

In Brooklyn, N. Y., Father Edward L. Curran is the local Fuehrer. He spends
his time, with his bishop’s permission, propagandizing Clerical Fas- cism
throughout the East.

In Boston, Mass, the Christian Front leader is Irish-Catholic Francis P.
Moran. He is assisted by William B. Gallagher and also by John J. Murphy,
publisher of Save America Now. Carlson (pp. 450-455) gives a good description
of Moran: he was an intimate friend of Nazi consul, Dr. Herbert Scholz; he
exhibited the German propaganda film Sieg im Westen to convince People that
Germany was invincible; he was a close friend of Father Coughlin and Father
Duffee. Moran worked adroitly “through the medium of unobtrusive underground
cells, throughout New England;” he spoke in Pawtucket, R. I., with Father
Curran, calling the President ‘a Jew guilty of treason;’ he boasted that men
of top political power agree with him and protect him but are keeping under



cover. Typical of his moral sabotage is his statement that follows:

“The only thing you can do now, of course, is to talk about
Communism and the Jews. You can’t touch the war. A whispering
campaign is the best thing now. Mrs. Murphy tells Mrs. Duffy, and
she tells Mrs. O’Toole, who tells it to Mrs. Smith… by the time
they end up, they’ve got something which everybody believes.”

Extremely violent outbreaks of anti-Semitism occur in Boston but are hushed
up by the Boston press.

Carlson (p. 213) points out that the hundreds of units of War Mother
Movements still functioning full blast were given their start by Father
Coughlin. Most of them publish their own fascist bulletins. In the September
1943 issue of THE CONVERTED CATHOLIC MAGAZINE we quoted from one put out in
Cincinnati.

In Washington, D. C., Coughlin’s organization took the form of a lobby and a
political battery. Of course, he already enjoyed the whole-hearted
cooperation of reactionary Senators like Reynolds, Wheeler and Dies. Catholic
Congressmen such as Barry, Sweeney, Curley, Kennedy and O’Leary were only too
willing to help. Coughlin’s attorney in Washington is George E. Sullivan. He
is author of two anti-Semitic books. He cooperated With Mrs. ‘Red Network’
Dilling in the writing of America s most scurrilous attack on Jews, entitled
The Octopus, published under the fictitious name of a Protestant clergyman,
Rev. Frank Woodruff Johnson.

Most valuable Clerical Fascist in Washington was Jesuit-trained Senator David
I. Walsh who is chairman of the vitally secret Senate Committee on Naval
Affairs. Olov E. Tietzow, known as “Nazidom’s traveling emissary,” was a
close friend of his:

“Tietzow spoke highly of Senator David I. Walsh of Massachusetts,
who about the time of my interview was the victim of a public
airing of an alleged personal scandal. According to Tletzow. the
Senator saw eye to eye with him politically and had received and
thanked him for all his literature. When Tietzow had got into
trouble with the Post Office, Senator Walsh had interested himself
in his problem because of personal friendship, Tietzow as- serted.”
— (Under Cover, p. 419)

In August 1942 Senator Walsh received much notoriety on the grounds that he
frequented a Nazi spy nest In Brooklyn, N. Y. The matter was hushed up by
Catholic political pressure. Walsh was not interested in challenging the
accusations in court.



The “Christian Mobilizers”

In the intricate crosswork of movements that form the groundwork of Clerical
Fascism, there are some groups that serve a distinct purpose by appearing to
be independent of Coughlin. The Christian Mobilizers are such an
organization. Their leader is Irish-Catholic Joe McWilliams. He is the most
notorious anti-Semite in the country. His setup is like that of the Christian
Front. Little wonder, for Carlson (pp. 76, 85) says, “Joe was suckled by
Father Coughlin’s own elements in the East,” and one of his lieutenants,
Hartery, also referred to “our Savior, Father Coughlin.” Only a priest fits
the requirements of the coming American Fuehrer as pictured by the priest-
ridden mind of McWilliams:

“A man who is a mystic. A man that the mob can look up to — but not
touch. A man who has come from the people, but has reached so high
that they dare not call him their own, but one appointed by God to
speak for them! That’s what this country needs. That’s what we’ll
need to bring together our forces for a Nationalist America.”



“Reverend Edward Brophy, another promoter of the Christian Front not only
spoke at a Mobilizer meeting, but also promoted Joe’s Nazi group in other
ways.” (Under Cover, p. 82)

Future Danger

Clerical Fascism, driven underground during the war, is certain to rise again
with a cry to ‘Save America for the Americans.’ Those who fail to realize
this threat to our future should ponder well the following facts: America
First controlled by Coughlinites boasted of 15,000,000 members. In one
meeting in the Hollywood Bowl in California it drew a crowd of 100,000
‘patriots.’ Gerald L. K. Smith, Fascist, polled 100,000 votes in Michigan
last year. The Hearst-Gannett and the McCormick-Patterson newspaper chains
have over 15,000,000 readers. Mrs. Finley J. Sheppard, daughter of the late
Jay Gould, gave millions to American Fascists. Robert O’Callaghan, Irish-
Catholic friend of Joe McWilliams and Ku Kluxer Edward Smythe, is doing
confidential government work in the Chicago office of the Alien Property
Custodian, Leo Crowley.

If America waits too long to wake up to its danger, it may ironically fulfill
he words of Jesuit-trained Goebbels, spokesman for Catholic Hitler:

“It will always remain the best joke made by the democratic system
that it provided its deadly enemies with the means to destroy it.”

Pierre Van Paassen From Days Of Our Years

Piere Van Paassen, in his book, Days of Our Years, page 539, states:

“The Vatican is the uncompromising foe of liberalism. socialism,
democracy, Americanism — in short, of modernism in general. It was
therefore to be expected that, as soon as the reaction against all
these isms should begin to concretize, the Pope was most likely to
sympathize with that reaction. In our day that reaction was
crystallized in Fascism, which is the synthesis of all the forces
of reaction, and the Vatican has indeed chosen to take its position
on that side of the barricade to triumph, as it thinks, with the
pagan dictators on the ruins of Christian civilization.”

1. The Kaiser’s Memoirs, by Wilhelm II, p. 211: translated by Thos. R.
Ybarra.↩
2. Faith For Living, p. 162, by Lewis Mumford.↩
3. “The Conflicts Among Catholics” by George Shuster in the Winter 1940
edition of the quarterly, The American Scholar.↩



The Catholic Church in Hitler’s Mein
Kampf

Hitler and the Roman Catholic church agree on the basic principles of fascism
and the necessity of ridding national branches of the church of all liberal
political elements.

Vatican Policy in the Second World War
– By L.H. Lehmann

The unchanging goal of the Catholic Church is the restoration of its status
as the only legally recognized Church in Christendom. To attain it, liberal
democratic constitutions must be continuously opposed and a type of civil
government eventually established in all countries that would extend
protection only to the Roman Catholic Church.
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