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Pref ace by Lutheran Li brar ian

In re pub lish ing this book, we seek to in tro duce this au thor to a new gen- 
er a tion of those seek ing au then tic spir i tu al ity.

 
LEO HER BERT LEHMANN (1895-1950) was an Irish Ro man Catholic priest

who con verted to Protes tantism. He edited the Con verted Catholic Mag a- 
zine and led Christ’s Mis sion in New York.

 
The Lutheran Li brary Pub lish ing Min istry finds, re stores and re pub lishes

good, read able books from Lutheran au thors and those of other sound
Chris tian tra di tions. All ti tles are avail able at lit tle to no cost in proof read
and freshly type set edi tions. Many free e-books are avail able at our web site
Luther an Li brary.org. Please en joy this book and let oth ers know about this
com pletely vol un teer ser vice to God’s peo ple. May the Lord bless you and
bring you peace.

A Note about Ty pos [Ty po graph i cal Er rors]

Please have pa tience with us when you come across ty pos. Over time we
are re vis ing the books to make them bet ter and bet ter. If you would like to
send the er rors you come across to us, we’ll make sure they are cor rected.
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Bi o graph i cal Note

LEO HER BERT LEHMANN, by ed u ca tion and ex pe ri ence, is pre em i nently
qual i fied as an ex pert on the Catholic Church, its his tory and trends and po- 
lit i cal re la tions.

Born in Dublin, Ire land, he was ed u cated in Mungret Col lege, Lim er ick,
and All Hal lows Col lege, Dublin. In 1918, he en tered the Uni ver sity de Pro- 
pa ganda Fide, in Rome, Italy, and was or dained a priest of the Ro man
Catholic Church in St. John Lat eran in 1921. In the ol ogy he was awarded
the de grees of S.T.L. and D.D. He served as a Ro man Catholic priest in Eu- 
rope and in South Africa, and for sev eral years acted as ne go tia tor in le gal
mat ters at the Vat i can. Later he came to the United States, where he served
as a priest in Flor ida, con tin ued his ed u ca tion at New York Uni ver sity and
grad u ated with the de gree of M.A. He is now ed i tor of The Con verted
Catholic Mag a zine, and Sec re tary of Christ’s Mis sion, 229 West 48th
Street, New York, N. Y. He is the au thor of many mag a zine ar ti cles, books
and pam phlets on the aims and ac tiv i ties of the Ro man Catholic Church.
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In tro duc tion

THE EX TENT of the in flu ence of the Ro man Catholic Church on pol i tics
and war is not gen er ally known to the Amer i can pub lic. Amer i cans have
tried to look upon and treat the Ro man Catholic Church in their tra di tion- 
ally tol er ant at ti tude to ward all re li gions, for get ful that its poli cies have al- 
ways af fected ev ery phase of the life of the na tions of the world, and un- 
will ing to be lieve that a po lit i cal Church would try to gain as cen dancy over
their gov ern ment. This has been aided by the pur pose ful si lence of the pub- 
lic press in Amer ica, which fear fully es chews all ad verse com ment on
Catholic Church af fairs.

Yet, even a cur sory ex am i na tion of the facts that are al lowed to be come
known should con vince any one that the Ro man Catholic Church is no
friend of democ racy; that, on the con trary, it has openly col lab o rated with
and abet ted Fas cism in all its forms. Catholics from Eu rope are fully aware
of this, and are not afraid to make it known. Catholic Count Ka lergi-Coude- 
n ove, for in stance, in his re cent work, Cru sade for Pan-Eu rope, ad mits 173)
that: “Catholi cism is the Fas cist form of Chris tian ity. The Catholic hi er ar- 
chy rests fully and se curely on the lead er ship prin ci ple with an in fal li ble
Pope in supreme com mand for a life time.”

Amer i cans have been de ceived con cern ing the aims and ac tiv i ties of the
Ro man Catholic Church for three main rea sons: 1) their in dif fer ence to
Church-State re la tions as a fac tor in gov ern ment; 2) their for get ful ness of
the dis as trous ef fects of Ro man po lit i cal ec cle si as ti cism in past cen turies; 3)
the pur pose ful con fu sion cre ated here in Amer ica by Ro man Catholic pro- 
pa ganda con cern ing the real aims of Ro man Catholic pol icy in demo cratic
coun tries.

Su per fi cially, the tem po ral pol icy of the Vat i can may vary ex pe di ently
with the turn of world events. Ba si cally, how ever, it has al ways re mained
con stant and in errant. To the bish ops of Aus tria wel com ing the An schluss
with Hitler’s Ger many in 1938, Pope Pius XI sent spe cial in struc tions re- 
mind ing them of “the un chang ing goal” of the Catholic Church. This same
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Pope once pub licly de clared that he would make a pact with the devil him- 
self if it would serve the in ter ests of the Church. Amer i cans should not
won der, there fore, that the Vat i can wel comed Gen eral Ken Harada as am- 
bas sador of Japan to the Holy See af ter Pearl Har bor and the sweep ing con- 
quests of Hi ro hito’s forces in the Philip pines and Dutch East In dies.

This un chang ing goal of the Catholic Church is the restora tion of its sta- 
tus as the only legally rec og nized Church in Chris ten dom. To at tain it, lib- 
eral demo cratic con sti tu tions must be con tin u ously op posed and a type of
civil gov ern ment even tu ally es tab lished in all coun tries that would ex tend
pro tec tion only to the Ro man Catholic Church. This pro tec tion was se cured
in Spain, for ex am ple, af ter Franco’s Fas cist re bel lion had de stroyed the
Span ish Re pub lic in 1938. Franco’s Con cor dat with the Vat i can, signed on
June 6, 1941, reaf firmed the four ar ti cles of the Con cor dat of 1851, the first
of which reads: “The Ro man Catholic re li gion, to the ex clu sion of any
other, con tin ues to be the sole re li gion of the Span ish na tion.” Even Msgr.
John A. Ryan, most lib eral of all Catholic church men in the United States,
is forced to re it er ate the fact that if the United States be came pre dom i nantly
Catholic, its Con sti tu tion could and would be changed to in sure the “po lit i- 
cal pro scrip tion” of all non-Catholic sects.1 The ex pe di ent na ture of the
Catholic Church’s at ti tude to ward its sta tus in demo cratic Amer ica is au- 
thor i ta tively summed up in an of fi cial text book of the Law De part ment of
the Catholic Uni ver sity in Wash ing ton, D.C., as fol lows: “The recog ni tion
of the Catholic Church’s right to func tion through purely canon i cal moral
per sons, es tab lished and ex ist ing in de pen dently of the civil au thor ity, is the
ideal ar range ment and the plan to which Catholic the ol ogy can alone give
un qual i fied as sent.” Un til this claim can be put into ef fect, it goes on to say:
"no bet ter sub sti tute can be pre sented than the pol icy which has been
worked out by the Amer i can peo ple.2

The prime ef fort of Vat i can pol icy, there fore, must al ways be di rected to
ward ing off ev ery trend to ward as sump tion of power by the masses of the
com mon peo ple and re sist ing ev ery trace of “Left ism” in eco nomic and so- 
cial mat ters. On Sep tem ber 6, 1936, a Pas toral Let ter of Count Von
Preysing, Bishop of Berlin, was read in all churches of his dio cese in which
it was stated that the Pope had is sued an ul ti ma tum “that any and ev ery con- 
nec tion or con tact with Left ist cur rents is for bid den and must be most stren- 
u ously fought by the Church.” For the at tain ment of the Catholic Church’s
“un chang ing goal” can be reached only by the aid of au thor i tar ian gov ern- 
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ment, never by the con sent of demo cratic regimes. Fur ther more, the Pa pacy
must make it its busi ness to ex tend this pol icy to all coun tries of Chris ten- 
dom, to all parts of the Protes tant British Em pire, the United States and the
Or tho dox Slavic and Rus sian coun tries, as well as the so-called Catholic
coun tries of the world, in clud ing South Amer ica. For it claims as its right
ex clu sive ju ris dic tion over all Chris tians—Protes tants and Or tho dox
Catholics as well as its own Ro man Catholic mem bers through out the
world. It can truth fully protest that its pri mary in ter est is not this or that par- 
tic u lar form of gov ern ment, eco nom ics or so cial or der, since its pri mary ob- 
ject is the uni ver sal reestab lish ment of its spir i tual do min ion. In or der to at- 
tain this, how ever, and in the process of at tain ing it, its im me di ate ob ject is
to see es tab lished po lit i cal, eco nomic and so cial regimes that, in the first
place, will not de stroy the free dom of the Catholic Church as at present es- 
tab lished, and, in the sec ond place, will aid even tu ally in the at tain ment of
its real goal. With civil regimes not def i nitely so cial is tic or com mu nis tic,
the Catholic Church can, for a time, man age to ex ist, for its ways are de vi- 
ous. Bish ops in pol i tics, as in chess, move obliquely.

1. In his book, The State and the Church, p. 39, and re peated in the re- 
vised edi tion un der the ti tle, Catholic Prin ci ples of Pol i tics, p. 320.↩ 

2. Cf. Brown, Bren dan F., The Canon i cal Ju ris tic Per son al ity, with Spe- 
cial Ref er ence to its Sta tus in the United States of Amer ica, p. 196.
Pub lished by the Catholic Uni ver sity of Amer ica, Wash ing ton, D. C.,
1927.↩ 
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Trends Prior To World War I

THE PRESENT re ac tionary pol icy of the Vat i can has its roots in its op po si- 
tion to the Protes tant Ref or ma tion in the 16th cen tury — fol lowed by the
Treaty of West phalia in 1648, the French Rev o lu tion, the fur ther rev o lu tions
of the 19th cen tury which spread lib eral ideas and in creased the rule of the
com mon peo ple, and, most re cently, the Rus sian Rev o lu tion of 1917. All
these rev o lu tions were def i nitely con demned by the en cycli cals of the popes
dur ing the past 200 years. Lewis Mum ford, in his Faith for Liv ing (p. 162),
one of the first Amer i cans to dis cover the Catholic Church’s be trayal of the
Chris tian world by its tie-up with Fas cism, de clares:

“The aims of Fas cism are most deeply in con flict with those of a free re pub lic like that of
the United States. In this ef fort, the Catholic Church has been plainly no con ser va tor of tra- 
di tion; it has been an ally — a po tent ally — of the forces of de struc tion.”

Pro fes sor J.A.Borgese in The Na tion ex pressed a like view: that all the great
rev o lu tions, from the French Rev o lu tion down to the Rus sian Rev o lu tion,
were con demned by the Catholic Church.

For these rev o lu tions de stroyed the tra di tional ba sis nec es sary for uni- 
ver sal Catholic Church con trol, namely the union of Sac er dotium et Im- 
perium, “the Priest hood and the Em pire.” Out stand ing con dem na tions of
them are to be found: 1) In the Bull of Pope In no cent X against the Treaty
of West phalia — the first le gal char ter of re li gious tol er ance agreed and
sworn to by the heads of both Catholic and Protes tant coun tries in 1648.
The Pope de clared: 1
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“That all the ar ti cles and in stru ments of both these peace pacts, and ev ery thing therein con- 
tained, are, and for ever will be, null, void, in valid, in iq ui tous, un just, damnable, repro bate,
inane, and al to gether lack ing in force; that no one is, or ever will be, obliged to ob serve
them, even if bound thereto by oath; that no right or ac tion, or color of a ti tle, has thereby
been ac quired by any one, or can ever be ac quired by pro scrip tion af ter pos ses sion for any
length of time, even for time out of mem ory… they must, there fore, be held for ever as if
they had never been is sued, never ex ist ing, and as never made.”

[2] In the many pa pal en cycli cals against Freema sonry in the 18th and 19th
cen turies, summed up in the en cycli cal Hu manum Genus of Pope Leo XIII
in 1886, in which he con demned Freema sons be cause they fa vored the fol- 
low ing views:

“They teach that all men have the same rights, and are per fectly equal in con di tion; that ev- 
ery man is nat u rally free; that no one has a right to com mand oth ers; that it is tyranny to
keep men sub ject to any other au thor ity than that which em anates from them selves. Hence
they hold that the peo ple are sov er eign, that those who rule have no au thor ity but by the
com mis sion and con ces sion of the peo ple. Thus the ori gin of all rights and civil du ties is in
the peo ple or in the State, which is ruled ac cord ing to the new prin ci ples of lib erty. They
hold that the State must not be united to re li gion, that there is no rea son why one re li gion
ought to be pre ferred to an other, and that all must be held in the same es teem.”

This is a plain state ment and con dem na tion of all demo cratic free doms.
In his en cycli cal Mi rari Vos, Pope Gre gory XVI in 1846, af ter at tempts

at pop u lar rev o lu tion in Italy, spared no words in his con dem na tion of all
civil and re li gious lib erty. Free dom of con science he called “deli ra men tum”
(in san ity), free dom of thought “a pesti len tial er ror.”

Pope Pius IX, in 1864, cul mi nated the Pa pacy’s des per ate at tempt to
stem progress to ward these demo cratic free doms in his fa mous “Syl labus of
Mod ern Er rors,” at tached to and sum ma riz ing more de tailed con dem na tion
of them in its ac com pa ny ing en cycli cal “Quanta Cura.” The 80th and fi nal
propo si tion of this “Syl labus” of er rors to be con demned reads:

“The Ro man Pon tiff can and ought to rec on cile him self to, and agree with, progress, lib er- 
al ism, and civ i liza tion as re cently in tro duced.”

There have been pe ri ods in the his tory of the Catholic Church when vic tory
was won by the lib eral el e ments in the Church. So strong were those el e- 
ments in the 18th cen tury that Pope Clement XIV in 1773 was per suaded to
abol ish the en tire Je suit Or der ir re vo ca bly from the Church and the world.
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But the pro-Je suit Pope Pius VII re stored the Je suits in 1821, and from that
time on they grad u ally re built their power over the en tire Church. But till
the rise of Fas cism, the lib eral groups within the Catholic Church which
rec og nized and fa vored, to a cer tain ex tent, the vic to ries won by the French
Rev o lu tion, suc ceeded in be ing able to ex ist side by side with the Je suit re- 
ac tionar ies — who have al ways re garded the lib er ties that flowed from the
French Rev o lu tion as per ni cious and di a bolic. The pro gres sive el e ments did
all they could to bring the Catholic Church into line with lib eral demo cratic
doc trines, both in pol i tics and the ol ogy, and thereby con stantly in curred the
en mity of the Je suit fac tion. But the Je suits were al ways able to win the
popes over to their side, even those, such as Pope Pius IX and Pope Leo
XIII, who at first were not in clined to side with them. The last stand of the
lib eral par ties within the Catholic Church was made at the Vat i can Coun cil
of 1870, in their at tempt to pre vent the im po si tion of the Je suit planned
dogma of the per sonal in fal li bil ity of the Pope. A to tal of 170 bish ops ei ther
left the Coun cil be fore the fi nal vote was cast, or re mained and voted “non
placet.” Among them were many Amer i can bish ops. At that time there was
a to tal of 917 Ro man Catholic dio ce ses (bish oprics) in the world. Yet only
433 per sons fi nally voted in fa vor of pa pal in fal li bil ity at the Vat i can Coun- 
cil, and many of these were not bish ops, but merely apos tolic vic ars and
lesser church of fi cials. Four-fifths of the 433 who did so vote were Ital ians.

The his tory of Vat i can pol icy en tered a new phase with the de cree of the
per sonal in fal li bil ity of the pope. It placed the in tran si gent ul tra mon tane Je- 
suit party in an im preg nable po si tion to bring their 400-year counter-Ref or- 
ma tion to its hoped-for con clu sion. The Je suits, by mak ing the Pope thence- 
forth the sole, supreme ar biter in the Church, were able to use him to break
down all re sis tance on the part of the lib eral el e ments to align the Church’s
pol icy so that it might be more in keep ing with demo cratic trends in the
mod ern world.

The out stand ing Ger man-Catholic his to rian, Fa ther Josef Schmidlin,
pro fes sor at Tue bin gen Uni ver sity, gives a clear pic ture of the fight be tween
these two fac tions for the mas tery of Vat i can pol icy to ward the end of the
19th cen tury. In his His tory of the Popes of Mod ern Times (Vol. III, p. 1), he
tells us:
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"The his tory of the Popes dur ing the 19th Cen tury presents a suc ces sion of di ver gent sys- 
tems fol low ing each other like a game of op po sites and of war ring forces striv ing for the
mas tery, with first one side win ning and then an other. On one side are the zealots striv ing
in an in tran si gent and in tol er ant man ner to pre serve fixed tra di tions and or tho doxy, and
who take a hos tile at ti tude to wards the progress of mod ern civ i liza tion and the lib eral vic to- 
ries that fol lowed on the great rev o lu tions, which are the un remit ting en e mies of the
(Catholic) Church, the State and the prin ci ple of au thor ity. On the other side are the lib er als
who, ac tu ated by a more eq ui table po lit i cal sense, en deavor to break free from the tra di- 
tional re straints bound up with the ideas of old, and who try to rec on cile them selves with
mod ern progress in or der to live in peace with lib eral states and gov ern ments, and to in te- 
grate the church, as a spir i tual force, in con tem po rary civ i liza tion.

“From the be gin ning, this war-like game of op po sites has been go ing on within the Ro man
Cu ria, and es pe cially within the Col lege of Car di nals. It is most ev i dent in the pa pal con- 
claves which be came the stage for this play of di ver gent ten den cies, which are af ter wards
openly ex pressed in the at ti tudes of suc ces sive pon tiffs. For the popes sup port one or the
other of these ten den cies and per son ify them by the con duct of their in ter nal and for eign
poli cies af ter mount ing the pa pal throne.”

1. Cf. Bullar ium Ro manum, Vol. XVII, Ch. XVI, p. 173. In this con nec- 
tion it is sig nif i cant that Hitler and his Na tional So cial ist Party are on
record as declar ing that their real ob ject was not the de struc tion of the
Treaty of Ver sailles, but of the ef fects of the Treaty of West phalia of
1648. Hitler ac tu ally de clared that he would hold his vic to ri ous peace
con fer ence that would ini ti ate his “new or der” at Os nabrueck. The fol- 
low ing was pub lished in the Nazi Ham burger Frem den blatt of May
15, 1940:

“It is not the re vi sion of the Ver sailles Treaty which is the great
thought writ ten on the ban ner of the Ger man troops, but the ex tin- 
guish ing of the last rem nants of the Treaty of West phalia of 1648.”↩ 
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Trends Since World War I

THE NEED to bring the Vat i can’s real pol icy out into the open be came ev i- 
dent to its lead ers fol low ing the First World War. Lib er al ism had pro gressed
so far in the early ’twen ties that it be gan to af fect the masses in the Catholic
Church it self, even in Ger many and other Eu ro pean coun tries. Friedrich
Heiler, pro fes sor of his tory in the Uni ver sity of Mar burg, has the fol low ing
to say on this point:1

“These re cent ten den cies of Catholi cism have spread to a great ex tent in Ger many. Ger man
Catholi cism is in fact a par tic u lar kind of Catholi cism, due to the fact that it has been sub- 
ject, con tin u ally if not vis i bly, to the in flu ence of the re formed churches of Chris ten dom,
and has con stantly ab sorbed cer tain fea tures be long ing to Evan gel i cal Chris tian ity.”

Added to this there was the fail ure of the re ac tionary at tempt in 1921 on the
part of the vic to ri ous Al lies to crush the in fant So viet Re pub lic, which so
fright ened the Je suit lead ers of the Catholic Church that they de ter mined to
ini ti ate counter-mea sures them selves, with out de lay. The lib eral trend in
Italy cul mi nat ing in the elec tion of a Freema son as the Mayor of Rome
caused the Church great anx i ety.

Pope Pius XI had rea son, in a speech in Feb ru ary, 1929, to call Mus- 
solini: “a gift of Prov i dence, a man free from the prej u dices of the politi- 
cians of the lib eral school.” The con di tions of the world at that time cre ated
in the minds of Vat i can politi cians vi sions of the dan ger of Eu rope be ing
over run by Com mu nists. This threat also pre sented an op por tu nity, long
looked for ward to, when ac tion could be openly taken com pletely to re verse
the “dis as trous” trend to ward full es tab lish ment of the free doms of the com- 
mon peo ple, so vi o lently con demned by Popes Gre gory XVI, Pius IX and
Leo XIII. The his to rian Karl Boka, an ar dent sup porter of the Catholic
restora tion move ment put it thus:2
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“At this de ci sive mo ment the Pope seized the reins and took into his hands the uni fied con- 
trol of all fields of en deavor in which his pre de ces sors had dis tin guished them selves. This
was the be gin ning of Catholic Ac tion of far-reach ing im por tance, of the en trance of the
Church into the bat tle for moral and re li gious ren o va tion, and for the re form of so cial in sti- 
tu tions. And this in ter ven tion had for its end the de struc tion of the lib eral spirit of the 19th
cen tury and the tri umph of the Chris tian idea.”

Few Amer i can ob servers of the Eu ro pean scene were con scious of the fact
that, side by side with the rise of Fas cism in the po lit i cal and so cial sphere,
a like Fas cist set-up arose within the Catholic Church. This lat ter set-up, the
cre ation of the same Pope Pius XI, was called Catholic Ac tion, which must
not be con fused with or di nary Catholic ac tiv ity, but which was a spe cially
cre ated cor po rate en tity in te grat ing all Catholic ac tiv ity in the hi er ar chy
cen tered, in turn, in the Vat i can. Peo ple in Amer ica did not see it in this
light, be cause their vi sion was ob scured by mere sur face events, which were
the nec es sary corol lary of all Fas cist ac tion, both in pol i tics and re li gion,
namely, a bru tal purge of anti-Fas cist mem bers within the Church it self.
Amer i cans fo cused their thought only on the op er a tional dif fer ences be- 
tween the two Fas cisms in Church and State. They noted that the Pope and
Mus solini ex changed heated words over the meth ods by which they had
agreed to work to gether ac cord ing to the terms of the Lat eran Pact they had
jointly signed in 1929. They noted that Hitler’s regime in the be gin ning in- 
terned in di vid ual anti-Nazi Catholic priests in con cen tra tion camps; that the
heads of some re li gious or ders in Ger many and Aus tria were brought to
trial be fore the Peo ple’s Court for smug gling money out of the coun try; that
oth ers were ar rested and found guilty of crimes against morals; that some
priests were jailed even for har bor ing “com mu nists” in Ger many; that
Hitler seemed to turn against his best sup port ers among the Catholic hi er ar- 
chy, no tably Car di nal In nitzer and the Bishop of Sals burg, both of whom
had signed the man i festo of the Catholic hi er ar chy wel com ing Hitler into
Aus tria at the time of the An schluss; that pub lic school ed u ca tion was taken
out of the hands of the priests in Aus tria; that the Catholic Cen ter Party had
suf fered and its leader, Dr. Klausener, was as sas si nated in Hitler’s blood
purge of June 30, 1934. These facts were er ro neously con fused in Amer ica
with what was called “Hitler’s fight against the Churches.” The Amer i can
pub lic did not see that Hitler, in per se cut ing and elim i nat ing the anti-Fas cist
el e ments of the Ro man Catholic Church, was act ing par al lel with, and aid- 



19

ing and abet ting the Je suit i cal el e ment within the Church that wished to
bring about the same re sult.

Bru tal cleans ing of lib eral and hereti cal mem bers within the Catholic
Church it self has al ways pre ceded ev ery re turn to au thor i tar i an ism in Eu- 
rope. The cru sades of the Mid dle Ages be gan with per se cu tion of the Jews
and a purg ing of Catholic hereti cal mem bers of the Church. The same hap- 
pened at the be gin ning of the wars of re li gion in sti gated by the Je suits in the
17th cen tury. Nazi-Fas cism’s anti-Semitic ide ol ogy, its anti-Ma sonic and
anti demo cratic ac tiv i ties, its very pro pa ganda meth ods were bor rowed
from the Je suit Or der. As in In qui si tion times, the Catholic Church merely
used the Ovra and the Gestapo of the Fas cist and Nazi regimes as its ‘sec u- 
lar arm’ to rid Catholi cism of its own re cal ci trant el e ments which had be- 
come in fected with lib eral and Protes tant ideas dur ing the post-war years.
On the other hand, Fas cism and Nazism pro vided the Catholic Church with
a new weapon to bring to a suc cess ful con clu sion its 400-year war against
Protes tantism and the lib eral in sti tu tions it had brought into be ing in the so- 
cial or der, and which had been al lowed greater scope than ever to ex tend its
“hated heresy” since the fall of the Ger man monar chy in 1918.

The purge was car ried out for both pur poses ac cord ing to the tra di tional
meth ods of Je suit strat egy. That strat egy is now known to us as fifth col umn
pen e tra tion — the use of for mal ized demo cratic groups and in sti tu tions in
or der to over throw democ racy from within. Je suit-trained Dr. Joseph
Goebbels, Hitler’s spokesman and chief pro pa gan dist, put it this way: “It
will al ways re main the best joke of the demo cratic sys tem that it pro vided
its deadly en e mies with the means to de stroy it.” Just as Mus solini and
Hitler used demo cratic par ties and “elec tions” to have democ racy com mit
sui cide, so the Vat i can used its Catholic Pop u lar Party in Italy, led by the
lib eral priest Don Luigi Sturzo, and the Catholic Cen ter Party in Ger many,
led by Msgr. Kass, to make its deal with the dic ta tors. Then, by ar bi trar ily
dis solv ing both par ties, the Vat i can re moved the last ob sta cle in the way of
both dic ta tors to their rise to power. By the same stroke, the Vat i can also
broke up the last re main ing cen ters of lay Catholic po lit i cal ac tion within
the Church it self. From that time on, the Pope was ab so lute dic ta tor of the
Church, in the po lit i cal as well as the spir i tual field. As stip u lated by the
set-up of Catholic Ac tion, the Pope alone could now en ter into di rect po lit i- 
cal agree ments with the dic ta tors.
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The pop u lar con fu sion in Amer ica con cern ing the re la tions be tween the
Catholic Church and Fas cism has been due to ig no rance of the in ner work- 
ings of the Catholic Church, which has never been the rigidly uni form sys- 
tem that it is gen er ally sup posed to be. But it was to make it thus rigidly
uni form, and to bring the Church into step with the “new or der” of Nazi-
Fas cism, that Pope Pius XI es tab lished Catholic Ac tion. To this end he ded- 
i cated his en cycli cal on La bor in 1931, en ti tled, Quadra ges imo Anno, which
has for its sub-ti tle, “On the Re con struc tion of the So cial Or der.” For within
the Catholic Church, there has al ways been a dom i nat ing re ac tionary el e- 
ment locked in mor tal com bat with op pos ing lib er al iz ing groups.

These two fac tions came to grips within the Catholic Church at the same
time that the con flict in the po lit i cal and so cial or der came to a head be- 
tween the op pos ing ide olo gies of Fas cism and Democ racy af ter the First
World War. Hopes had been high, within the Catholic Church as well as in
the coun tries of Eu rope, that lib er al ism and democ racy could be firmly en- 
trenched in Eu rope, and that, in line with this, the lib eral el e ments in the
Catholic Church would force the Vat i can to change its re ac tionary pol icy.
But these lib eral el e ments lost the bat tle and the in tran si gent Je suit party
pro ceeded to tie up the Vat i can’s pol icy to that of the dic ta tors. It ‘fascis- 
tized’ the Catholic Church and made it both the ex am ple for, and the ready
col lab o ra tor with, all would-be dic ta tors in the eco nomic and so cial or der
among the na tions of Eu rope. How well the les son was learned by Mus- 
solini, Hitler, Franco and their lesser im i ta tors in Eu rope is now clear to ev- 
ery one. There is now no doubt that the idea of ‘to tal i tar i an iz ing’ the en tire
body of a na tion by the ruth less in tol er ance of a con trol ling or gan ism within
the greater or ga ni za tion was taken from the Je suit set-up in the Catholic
Church. Hitler spe cially lauds this in tol er ant Je suit set-up in the Catholic
Church in his Mein Kampf, and in structed his Na tional-So cial ist Party to
make it their model.3

The dogma of pa pal in fal li bil ity in 1870 was the sever est blow ever suf- 
fered by the lib eral el e ments within the Catholic Church. The many bish ops
and oth ers who had op posed it had no al ter na tive but to sub mit to it later,
and their forced and be lated sub mis sion has well been called in Rome their
“sac ri fizio dell ’in tel letto” — “in tel lec tual sac ri fice.” Many bish ops in dif- 
fer ent parts of the world took re venge by for bid ding all Je suit priests to
work in their dio ce ses. But the Je suits them selves saw to it that these bish- 
ops were sup planted by oth ers who re scinded this pro hi bi tion. The bish ops
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of Ger many op posed the re-en try of the Je suits into Ger many as late as
1910. But since that time the Je suits have be come the di rec tors of the Col le- 
gio Ger man ico in Rome, and thus can con trol the ap point ment of priests
and bish ops in Ger many to suit their plans. The Je suits also see to it that
popes are elected from car di nals pledged to fol low their poli cies, and who
can be kept in line af ter their as cent by close col lab o ra tion with their Je suit
ad vis ers. This Je suit pres sure dur ing re cent con claves for the elec tion of
popes caused such bit ter con tro ver sies that the late Pope Pius XI, him self a
pro-Je suit pope, im posed an oath of per pet ual si lence on all who in fu ture
are present at such con claves.

All these de vel op ments paved the way for the Vat i can’s sup port of the
com ing Fas cism. There was a de lay of seven years be fore the Pope signed
the Lat eran Pact with Mus solini. The rea sons for this de lay were: 1) to
make sure that Mus solini’s Fas cist regime would hold; 2) to al low time for
se cret ne go ti a tions with the new regime with out shock ing the rest of the
Catholic world. But from the be gin ning Mus solini per formed many fa vors
for the Vat i can. One of his first acts af ter com ing to power in 1922 was to
res cue the fi nan cial stand ing of the Vat i can by sav ing from bank ruptcy the
Banco di Roma in which most of the Vat i can’s funds were in vested. On
sign ing the Lat eran Pact, Mus solini paid the Pope 750,000,000 lire in cash
and one bil lion lire in Fas cist State bonds. This sealed the Vat i can’s tie-up
with the Fas cist State.

There was no de lay, how ever, when it came to the Vat i can’s agree ment
with Hitler’s Nazi regime. Hitler seized power in Jan u ary 1933, and the Vat- 
i can was the first sov er eign power to en ter into for mal ne go ti a tions with it.
Six months later, on July 20, 1933, Car di nal Pacelli, later Pope Pius XII,
then pa pal nun cio in Ger many, put his sig na ture along side that of Franz von
Pa pen to the Vat i can’s Con cor dat with Hitler’s Third Re ich.

It is im por tant to keep in mind that it was only af ter both ma jor dic ta tors
had signed solemn agree ments with the Vat i can that, with the bless ings of
the Pope se cure, they started their long line of ag gres sions, from Mu nich to
their con quest of Eu rope. With out the Vat i can’s full-fledged sup port, Mus- 
solini would never have dared to ini ti ate his ag gres sions, first against help- 
less Ethiopia, and later, in con junc tion with Hitler, against re pub li can Spain.
Both ad ven tures were blessed by the Church and thus as sured of suc cess.
The Sec ond World War had al ready be gun.
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The like ness be tween the vi o lent con dem na tions of demo cratic free doms
by re cent popes, and that of Hitler in Mein Kampf should not be over looked,
since it ap pears to be more than merely co in ci den tal.4

1. Im Rin gen um die Kirche, p. 174.↩ 

2. In his Staat und Parteien, p. 75.↩ 

3. Cf. Hitler, Adolf, Mein Kampf, pp. 478, 485, 487, 882; also Lehmann,
Leo H., The Catholic Church in Hitler’s Mein Kampf, ut supra.↩ 

4. Cf. The Catholic Church in Hitler’s Mein Kampf, by L. H. Lehmann,
reprinted from The Con verted Catholic Mag a zine.↩ 
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The Ro man Catholic Church
And World War II

THE AC TIVE COL LAB O RA TION of the Vat i can with the Axis pow ers in the
Sec ond World War can best be seen in each coun try taken over by them by
po lit i cal blus ter or blitzkrieg. Proof of such col lab o ra tion is pre sented as
fol lows in each coun try, in the or der named:

Ethiopia

That the Fas cist con quest of Ethiopia was planned as much for the ag gran- 
dize ment of the Catholic Church as for Ital ian colo nial ex pan sion is made
clear by the fol low ing dec la ra tion of Car di nal Schus ter, Arch bishop of Mi- 
lan, on Oc to ber 25, 1935:

“The Ital ian flag is at this mo ment bring ing in tri umph the Cross of Christ to Ethiopia to
free the road for the eman ci pa tion of the slaves, open ing it at the same time to our mis sion- 
ary pro pa ganda.”

Two months ear lier, on Au gust 22, on the day that the League of Na tions
met to con sider the Fas cist at tack on Ethiopia, the Os ser va tore Ro mano, of- 
fi cial Vat i can news pa per, re ported that 57 bish ops and 19 arch bish ops of
Italy sent the fol low ing joint tele gram to Mus solini:

“Catholic Italy thanked Je sus Christ for the re newed great ness of the coun try made stronger
by Mus solini’s pol icy.”

Pope Pius XI let it be un der stood that Fas cist Italy’s war against Ethiopia
could in no way be in ter preted as a war of con quest. On the day the Fas cist
troops en tered Ad dis Ababa, he hailed the suc cess ful end of the war as an
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ac com plish ment that “will ini ti ate a true Eu ro pean and world-wide peace.”1

He had the great bell of St. Pe ter’s rung to cel e brate the vic tory, and later
con grat u lated the Queen of Italy as “Em press of Ethiopia,” when send ing
her the fa mous Golden Rose. When His Ho li ness Math ias, head of the Cop- 
tic Church in Ethiopia was ar rested, shipped to Italy and im pris oned in
Venice, Pope Pius XI did not deign even to no tice it.

Spain

The vi tal part played by the Catholic Church in Franco’s suc cess ful war
against the Span ish Re pub lic can best be judged by the joint pro nounce- 
ments of the Span ish hi er ar chy: 1) in con dem na tion of Spain’s demo cratic
con sti tu tion in the year 1931, shortly af ter that con sti tu tion was pro mul- 
gated, signed by three car di nals and some sixty arch bish ops, bish ops and
other prelates; 2) af ter Franco’s vic tory by a man i festo of the Span ish hi er- 
ar chy, headed by Car di nal Goma, in praise of Franco’s regime.

In the first pro nounce ment con demn ing the demo cratic gov ern ment of
Spain, pub lished in Madrid on Au gust 16, 1931, and quoted by the New
York Times on Au gust 17, were sum ma rized all the vi o lent con dem na tions
of the popes of the 19th cen tury against demo cratic free doms: re li gious lib- 
erty, free dom of speech, press and as sem bly, sep a ra tion of church and state.
And since it was ac knowl edged at that time that the new Span ish con sti tu- 
tion was pat terned af ter that of the United States, the Span ish bish ops made
a point of quot ing Pope Leo XIII’s warn ing that it is er ro neous to think that
con di tions in Amer ica can be ap proved by Catholics:

“To prove that it is not so,” de clared the Span ish bish ops, "read what Leo XIII said to the
arch bish ops and bish ops of North Amer ica:

“‘It is nec es sary to de stroy the er ror of those who might be lieve, per haps, that the sit u a tion
of the Church in Amer ica is a de sir able one, and also the er ror of those who might be lieve
that in im i ta tion of that sort of thing the sep a ra tion of church and State is le gal and even
con ve nient.’”

In this to tal con dem na tion of the Span ish Re pub li can regime, the hi er ar chy
went out of its way to re mind the whole world that Pope Gre gory XVI
called these demo cratic lib er ties of speech, press and re li gion, “mad ness”;
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that Pope Pius IX called them “lib er ties of damna tion”; and that “Leo XIII
said that more than lib er ties, they are lib er tin ism.’”

Even more con clu sive proof of the iden tity of Catholic and Fas cist in ter- 
ests in Spain was the sec ond man i festo of the Span ish hi er ar chy laud ing
Franco’s de struc tion of the Span ish Re pub lic. In the New York Times of Au- 
gust 7, 1938, John V. Hinkel re ported the pub li ca tion at Bur gos of a 50,000-
word book ad dressed to Car di nal Goma, Pri mate of Spain, “from nearly 900
car di nals, arch bish ops and bish ops” through out the world, in sup port of the
Span ish hi er ar chy’s man i festo in fa vor of Franco. This con certed ef fort of
the Catholic hi er ar chy through out the world had the spe cial ap proval of the
Pope. Hinkel re ported:

“That the un der tak ing has the full ap proval of Pope Pius XI is in di cated in a fore word writ- 
ten in the form of a let ter to Car di nal Goma by Car di nal Pacelli, the Pa pal Sec re tary of
State [later Pope Pius XII]. In his let ter Car di nal Pacelli con grat u lates the Span ish Pri mate
on be half of the Pope for this”new and most tan gi ble proof of in de fati ga ble zeal as well as
of fil ial de vo tion to the Fa ther of Chris ten dom.’"

Car di nal Goma, this book de clared, as sured Franco of the com plete sup port
of the Catholic Church in his fight against the Loy al ists. “We are in com- 
plete agree ment with the Na tion al ist Gov ern ment,” he de clares, “which, on
the other hand, never takes a step with out con sult ing me and obey ing me.”
“It was a duty,” the book de clares, “to pro claim to those in for eign lands
with doubts and mis giv ings the pro foundly Catholic in spi ra tion of our gen- 
er als and vol un teers at the front, as well as the Chris tian mo ti va tion of our
gov ern ment.”

Two high-rank ing Span ish prelates re fused to sign the above men tioned
man i festo in fa vor of Franco’s regime, namely, Car di nal Vi dal y Bar ra quer
of Tar rag ona and the Bishop of Vi to rio. Both were ex iled as a con se quence,
and the Car di nal died in ex ile in Switzer land in Sep tem ber, 1943. Not even
the high est dig ni taries of the Catholic Church can es cape the vengeance of
the con trol ling Je suit party in the Catholic Church.

Af ter Franco had taken Madrid and put an end to the fight ing in Spain,
the present Pope Pius XII sent the fol low ing mes sage to the vic tors:

“With great joy we ad dress you, dear est sons of Catholic Spain, to ex press our pa ter nal
con grat u la tion for the gift of peace and vic tory, with which God has cho sen to crown the
Chris tian hero ism of your faith and char ity, proved in so much and so gen er ous suf fer- 
ing…” — (Voice of Spain, No. 103, March 22, 1941, p. 410).
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It was not with out prom ise of profit that the Vat i can ini ti ated and sup ported
Franco’s re bel lion against the elected gov ern ment of the Span ish Re pub lic.
Franco’s vic tory re stored the State Ec cle si as ti cal Bud get of 65,000,000 pe- 
se tas a year, with an ex tra al lot ment for re pairs to sem i nar ies, li braries and
churches. The proper ties of the Span ish Je suits were re stored — es ti mated
as amount ing at one time to a third of the na tion’s wealth. The Je suits, be- 
fore the es tab lish ment of the Span ish Re pub lic, re ceived rev enue not only
from such en ter prises as the most lu cra tive fish mar kets, but also the liveli- 
est and most ex pen sive cabarets in Spain.2

From Franco’s war against the Span ish Re pub lic, which is ad mit ted by
all to have been the pre lude to World War II, the Catholic Church gained its
goal in Spain at least, where now only the Ro man Catholic Church en joys a
le gal sta tus. In the words of a re port made in 1942 to our State De part ment
by the U. S. Em bassy in Madrid: “Protes tant Churches for Spaniards have
no le gal sta tus and en joy no state guar an tees.”

Italy

Lewis Mum ford was one of the few Amer i cans who dis cov ered, but only in
1940, that the Sec ond World War be gan with the sign ing of the Lat eran Pact
be tween the Pope and Mus solini in 1929. In his book, Faith for Liv ing,
p. 160, he says:

“Po lit i cal in ter preters have set var i ous dates for the be gin ning of the Fas cist up ris ing
against civ i liza tion; but most of them go back no fur ther than 1931. This is a cu ri ous blind- 
ness; the be trayal of the Chris tian world, very plainly, took place in 1929, in the Con cor dat
that was made be tween Mus solini and the Pope.”

It was Pope Pius XI who re ally brought Mus solini and his Fas cism to power
in Italy. With out pro tec tion from some one even higher than the King, Mus- 
solini could not have be come dic ta tor of Italy overnight. The Fas cist
“March on Rome” was a sorry pa rade (Mus solini went by train); Il Duce
hadn’t even the price of a dress suit for his in ter view with the King, and the
few guns pos sessed by his fol low ers were hired and paid for by oth ers. A
sin gle reg i ment of the Ro man gar ri son could have wiped out this Fas cist
mum mery in a short while. But the re cently-elected Pope Pius XI, ob sessed
with the fear of So viet world rev o lu tion, had rec og nized Mus solini as “a
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gift of Prov i dence,” the man rightly suited to save Eu rope from Bol she vism
and re store the uni ver sal do min ion of the Ro man Catholic Church. As Car- 
di nal Ratti, Arch bishop of Mi lan, Pius XI had known and stud ied Mus solini
in that in dus trial city, and on one oc ca sion had him and a band of his Black- 
shirts oc cupy seats of honor in Il Duomo, his cathe dral in Mi lan. William
Teel ing, Irish Catholic au thor (in his The Pope in Pol i tics, p. 28) who knew
Pope Pius XI per son ally, de scribed him as “…far more of a Mus solini and
an au to cratic dic ta tor than is Mus solini him self.” Pierre van Paassen (Days
of Our Years, pp. 187-88) tells us of the re lief felt by Pope Pius XI af ter
Mus solini’s ar rival in Rome: “Mon signor von Ger lach told me in a con fi- 
den tial mood that the night fol low ing the Duce’s ar rival in Rome the Holy
Fa ther slept in peace for the first time in many months.”

The Lat eran Treaty and Con cor dat with Mus solini con sum mated the
union be tween the Vat i can and Fas cism. The Catholic Church be came the
Na tional Church of Italy with count less spe cial priv i leges of State pro tec- 
tion for the clergy and re li gious or ders. Catholic in struc tion was in tro duced
into all schools and Canon Law mar riages rec og nized by the State. Only
bish ops ac cept able to Mus solini were to be ap pointed, and all bish ops were
re quired to take the fol low ing oath to the Fas cist State:

“I swear and prom ise nei ther to join in any agree ment nor to be present at any meet ing
which may in jure the Ital ian State and pub lic or der, and that I will not per mit my clergy to
do so. Tak ing heed for the good and in ter est of the Ital ian State, I will seek to avoid any
harm that may threaten it.”

Pope Pius XI held a strong bar gain ing card over the head of Mus solini by
his con trol over the des tiny of the Catholic Pop u lar Party, headed by the lib- 
eral-minded priest Don Sturzo. Teel ing (in The Pope in Pol i tics, p. 104) as- 
sures us that the Fas cists “re al ized that the only party too pow er ful for them
in Italy was the Pop u lar Party which was es sen tially Catholic.” Pius XI,
how ever, had no love for the Pop u lar Party, es pe cially since it had en dorsed
in di vid ual lib erty at its last con ven tion. Had he so de sired, he could have
de feated Fas cism in Italy by sup port ing this Catholic party. But Pius XI’s
whole plan of ac tion was to com bine with Fas cism to wipe out all traces of
democ racy from both State and Church; only by de stroy ing all lay Catholic
rep re sen ta tion in pol i tics could the Pope treat with the dic ta tors over the
heads of the peo ple. Thus the Pop u lar Party was dis solved, in or der that
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Fas cism could en trench it self in Italy, and on June 3, 1923, Don Sturzo was
forced to hand in his res ig na tion to Pope Pius XI and go into ex ile.

Dis agree ments arose be tween Mus solini and the Pope in the years im me- 
di ately fol low ing the sign ing of the Lat eran Pact. The ri valry be tween the
two dic ta tors, one in the Church and the other in the State, broke into an
open quar rel in 1931. Chief among the causes for this love-quar rel was the
mat ter of in ter pret ing who should have supreme con trol over ed u ca tion. The
Pope in sisted that the priests should vir tu ally con trol the whole life and cur- 
ricu lum of the school. In tended for Amer i can con sump tion as well, was the
fol low ing dic tum of the Pope:

“The full and per fect right to ed u cate does not be long to the State but to the Church, and
the State can not im pede or re strict it in the ex er cise and ful fill ment of its right or con fine it
to the sub si dized teach ing of re li gious truth.”

Pope Pius also con sid ered Mus solini’s in ter pre ta tion of the Con cor dat too
le nient to ward the free dom of other re li gions in Italy. Pius in sisted that
other re li gions had no rights in Italy, and were “per mit ted” to wor ship
merely for rea sons of ex pe di ency. “In a Catholic State,” said Pius, “lib erty
of con science and dis cus sion must be un der stood and car ried out in ac cor- 
dance with Catholic teach ing and law,” which sup presses it. He also held
that no crit i cism of the Catholic re li gion could be al lowed, and that the
terms of the Con cor dat called for pun ish ment by law of any dis cus sion of
re li gion, writ ten or oral, that might “eas ily lead astray the good faith of the
less en light ened.” Mus solini him self, in 1930, had rewrit ten the Crim i nal
Code, and in Ar ti cle 402 de creed pun ish ment by im pris on ment of any one
who vil i fies “the re li gion of the State.”

Pius XI set forth these com plaints in his en cycli cal Non ab bi amo
bisogno (“We have no need…”), in which he went so far as to threaten re- 
pu di a tion of the Lat eran Treaty and thus bring about “the fall of the State
which is de pen dent upon Vat i can City for its be ing.” But no such thing hap- 
pened, and six months later the quar rel was set tled. “Af ter 1931,” says van
Paassen (Days of Our Years, p. 463), “lit tle more was heard of fric tion be- 
tween the two, a cir cum stance that would tend to show that there has since
been a pro gres sive Vat i can iza tion of Italy as well as a Fascis ti za tion of the
Vat i can.” The only other time a Pope com plained about any act of Fas cism
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was when the present Pope Pius XII ex pressed his an noy ance that Mus- 
solini chose Good Fri day (1939) to in vade Al ba nia.

Car di nal Gas parri, speak ing at the Eu charis tic Con gress in Sul mona
shortly be fore Hitler came to power in Ger many, en dorsed Mus solini’s Fas- 
cist regime as fol lows:

“The Fas cist Gov ern ment of Italy is the only ex cep tion to the po lit i cal an ar chy of gov ern- 
ments, par lia ments and schools the world over.”

Even the late Car di nal Hins ley of Lon don, re puted in Eng land and Amer ica
as pro-demo cratic, was forced to ad mit (as re ported in The Catholic Times
of Lon don, Oct. 18, 1935): “If Fas cism goes un der, noth ing can save the
coun try from chaos. God’s cause goes with it.”

Ger many

Un der ly ing pa pal pol icy for the past hun dred years is the set tled con vic tion
that a strong mil i taris tic and au thor i tar ian Ger many is es sen tial for the con- 
tin u ance of the Ro man Catholic Church’s pre em i nence in Chris ten dom. Ev- 
i dence of this can be seen in the late Kaiser Wil helm’s Mem oirs3 where he
tells of his visit to Pope Leo XIII. Fol low ing are the Kaiser’s own words:

“It was of in ter est to me that the Pope said to me on this oc ca sion that Ger many must be- 
come the sword of the Catholic Church. I re marked that the old Ro man Em pire of the Ger- 
man na tion no longer ex isted, and that con di tions had changed. But he stuck to his words.”

What Pope Leo tried to make plain to the Kaiser was that the Holy Ro man
Em pire would have to be re stored by force of war, as alone it could be.
Such a war would be fought to at tain two ob jec tives: 1) the oust ing of
Protes tant British and Ma sonic in flu ence from Eu rope in the West; and 2)
the fed er a tion of all cen tral Eu ro pean states as an im preg nable bul wark
against Rus sian and Slavic in va sion from the East. These were also Hitler’s
avowed ob jec tives, tes ti fied to in this coun try by none other than the Je suit
Ed mund Walsh, Di rec tor of the Je suit School of Diplo macy in Wash ing ton,
D.C. The New York Times of Feb ru ary 17, 1940, re ported the fol low ing
state ment of his in a pub lic speech in the Na tion’s Cap i tal:
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“The Ger man war aims were out lined tonight as a reestab lish ment of the Holy Ro man Em- 
pire by Doc tor Ed mund A. Walsh, re gent of the For eign Ser vice School of George town
Uni ver sity. Dr. Walsh said that he had heard Adolf Hitler say that the Holy Ro man Em pire,
which was a Ger man Em pire, must be reestab lished.”

As late as Oc to ber 9, 1943, the N. Y. Post re ported that this same Fa ther Ed- 
mund Walsh and his co-in struc tors of the Je suit School for For eign Ser vice
were teach ing U. S. Army classes that “a re vival of the Holy Ro man Em pire
was the only so lu tion of the Ger man prob lem.”

No one has un der stood this more clearly than the present Pope Pius XII.
His pro-Ger man ism is openly ad mit ted by his of fi cial Catholic bi og ra pher,
Kees van Hoek. “Car di nal Pacelli,” he says, “has al ways been known for
his strong Ger man lean ings.” He was Pa pal Nun cio in Mu nich from 1917 to
1925, and in Berlin from 1925 to 1929, when he was made Pa pal Sec re tary
of State to Pope Pius XI. Vis count d’Aber non, Britain’s first am bas sador to
the Weimar Re pub lic, in his mem oirs calls Car di nal Pacelli “the best in- 
formed man in the Re ich.” Pacelli knew and stud ied Hitler and his Nazi
party at first hand, and was in Mu nich when Mein Kampf was first pub- 
lished there. Within six months of Hitler’s ac ces sion to power in 1933, he
signed the Vat i can Con cor dat with Hitler’s Third Re ich. The British An nual
Reg is ter of 1933, (p. 169) at trib uted Hitler’s rise to power in large part to
“the gi gan tic swing-over of the Catholic mid dle class in west and south
Ger many to the Nazi Party.” Lib eral Catholic el e ments in Ger many gave
vent to their dis plea sure with Hitler’s regime and ob jected to the Vat i can
tie-up with him. But the Catholic Re vue des Deux Mon des of Jan u ary 15,
1935, re ported that or ders were sent to the Ger man bish ops that all Catholic
hos til ity to Hitler must cease. In Au gust, 1936, all the Ger man bish ops, at
their an nual con fer ence at Fulda, is sued their pas toral let ter, which de clared
in part:

“There is no need to speak at length of the task which our peo ple and our coun try are called
upon to un der take. May our Fuehrer, with the help of God, suc ceed in this ex traor di nar ily
dif fi cult work…”

Again in Au gust, 1940, with France and most of Eu rope un der Hitler’s heel,
the Ger man bish ops drew up an other pas toral let ter at Fulda which, ac cord- 
ing to a dis patch from Berlin to the New York Times on Au gust 27, con- 
tained “a solemn pledge of loy alty to Chan cel lor Hitler.” Since a Hitler vic- 
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tory at that time seemed to the bish ops to prom ise an early end to the war,
this pas toral let ter was di rected to be read from all Catholic pul pits at that
time. Forty-five of the forty-eight bish ops of Ger many were present on that
oc ca sion, to gether with Msgr. Ors enigo, Pa pal Nun cio to Nazi Ger many.

Fritz Thyssen, Catholic steel mag nate, in his book, I Paid Hitler, pub- 
lished in the United States in 1940, states that the whole plan of Hitler’s Na- 
tional So cial ism, (as he un der stood it) was to es tab lish a con fed er a tion of
Cen tral Eu ro pean coun tries un der a Catholic monarch. When he went to
Switzer land in 1940, Thyssen pub lished an ar ti cle in the Swiss Ar beit- 
erzeitung en ti tled: “Pius XII, as Nun cio, Brought Hitler to Power.” “The
idea,” he wrote, “was to have a sort of Chris tian Cor po rate State or ga nized
ac cord ing to the classes, which would be sup ported by the Churches — in
the West by the Catholic, and in the East by the Protes tant — and by the
Army.”

This plan for the restora tion of the Holy Ro man Em pire was pro pa gan- 
dized in the United States by prom i nent Catholic spokes men shortly af ter
Hitler forced Aus tria and Czecho slo va kia into his Greater Ger many. Jus tice
Her bert O’Brien, writ ing in the New York Her ald Tri bune of March 29,
1938, ap plauded Hitler’s con quests as “a nat u ral re-ad just ment in Eu rope,”
and warned the United States against any at tempt to join with Eng land and
France to stop it. A war for this pur pose, he de clared, would be un just, since
its ob ject would be “to op pose cer tain po lit i cal ad just ments and change con- 
fed er a tions which had ex isted for gen er a tions be fore the great [first] world
con flict.” He went on to say:

“The op po si tion to this ad just ment of the Ger man peo ples with some of the groups of the
old Aus trian Em pire… comes from Eng land and France. These two na tions have ex pressed
their bit ter re sent ment over these changes as a dis tur bance of the”bal ance of power’ in Eu- 
rope, and are fear ful that Ger many, in union with a re united Aus tria, will place the Ger man
peo ples in the as cen dancy with am ple force to main tain this po si tion, and, by al liance with
Italy, ter mi nate Britain’s sole supremacy of the Mediter ranean and di rectly af fect its sole
fu ture con trol of In dia and Egypt and the African British colonies.

“What Amer ica is wit ness ing is the nor mal re union of these sev eral parts into the orig i nal,
liv ing struc ture. It had to come. It could not be blocked. In jus tice to the 100 mil lion peo ple
in Cen tral Eu rope, why should any one try to pre vent it?”

This same Jus tice Her bert O’Brien has been one of Fa ther Cough lin’s
staunch est sup port ers.
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In his book, Church and State in Ger many, which was widely dis trib uted
in this coun try by the Ger man Li brary of In for ma tion, Fred er ick F. Schrader
re pro duced the of fi cial text of the Vat i can Hitler Con cor dat and quoted the
con clu sion of a re view of it from Ger ma nia, most in flu en tial Catholic news- 
pa per in Ger many, as fol lows:

“It was re served for the con stel la tion of Adolf Hitler, Franz von Pa pen and Car di nal Pacelli
to re new the old bonds be tween the Re ich and the Church.”

For this Vat i can-Hitler Con cor dat was the first over-all agree ment to be en- 
tered into be tween the Ro man Catholic Church and Ger many for over 100
years. These bonds could not be re newed if a demo cratic gov ern ment were
in power in Ger many, since they tied to gether an au thor i tar ian State and an
au thor i tar ian Church.

Franz von Pa pen, co-signer with Pope Pius XII of the Vat i can’s Con cor- 
dat with Hitler’s Re ich, summed up the Vat i can-Hitler poli cies as fol lows
(in Der Voelkischer Beobachter of Jan. 14, 1934):

“THE THIRD RE ICH IS THE FIRST POWER WHICH NOT ONLY REC OG NIZES,
BUT PUTS INTO PRAC TICE, THE HIGH PRIN CI PLES OF THE PA PACY.”

Czecho slo va kia

The Vat i can has been at odds with the Czech na tion ever since John Huss,
who was burned for heresy in 1415, raised the spirit of re volt against Pa pal
supremacy among his peo ple. But the in domitable wish of the Czechs for
in de pen dence and lib erty has never been crushed, de spite the cen turies of
op pres sion and blood shed that re sulted from this feud with the Pa pacy.

It was not to be ex pected, there fore, that the Vat i can would fa vor and as- 
sist the progress of the promis ing young Czechoslo vak democ racy formed
af ter the First World War. Fa ther Hlinka, leader of the Vat i can party in Slo- 
vakia, im me di ately set to work to un der mine the new re pub lic, and with his
“Hlinka Guards” made it easy for his suc ces sor, Mon signor Josef Tiso, to
hand it over to Hitler in 1938. The Slo vakian peo ple had no part what ever
in the dec la ra tion of an in de pen dent Slo vakia, by which the Czechoslo vak
re pub lic was dis mem bered and ab sorbed by Hitler. It was solely the work of
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Vat i can politi cians and Hlinka armed guards who flooded the coun try,
crush ing with Nazi cru elty all at tempts at re sis tance. Their priest-leader,
Josef Tiso, be came Hitler’s pup pet ruler, and later Pres i dent of Slo vakia.
Pope Pius XII soon af ter made him a Pa pal Cham ber lain with the ti tle of
Mon signor.

There never has been any doubt about the tie-up be tween the Catholic
Church and Nazism with re gard to Hitler’s pup pet-state of Slo vakia. Ac- 
cord ing to a dis patch to the New York Times from Bratislava on Au gust 28,
1940, Pre mier Volpetch Tuka pub licly de clared that “Slo vakia’s gov ern- 
men tal sys tem in the fu ture will be a com bi na tion of Ger man Nazism and
Ro man Catholi cism.” Mon signor Tiso him self de clared that “Catholi cism
and Nazism have much in com mon, and are work ing hand in hand to re- 
form the coun try.” Ruth less anti-Semitism was one of the first re forms. In
an in ter view with the Ger man weekly Neue Ord nung on De cem ber 22,
1941, Tiso de clared that Slo vakia’s anti-Semitism was jus ti fied be cause of
“love of our own peo ple” and in the cause of Nazism. “All we un der take
against the Jews,” he said, “is done from love of our own peo ple. Love of
neigh bor and love of coun try have been de vel oped into a fruit ful strug gle
against the en e mies of Nazism.” By 1941, Tiso’s Slo vakia was able to boast
that it was the first “Jew-free” coun try in the world.

The Vat i can ra dio in June, 1940, when world-wide Nazi vic tory ap- 
peared cer tain, broad cast the fol low ing":4

“The an nounce ment by Mon signor Tiso, head of the Slo vak State, of his in ten tion to re con- 
struct Slo vakia on a Chris tian plan, is greatly wel comed by the Holy See. The new or ga ni- 
za tion of the State is to be based on the Cor po rate sys tem which has proved so suc cess ful
in Por tu gal… This, com ing so soon af ter Mar shal Pé tain’s state ment that he in tended to re- 
con struct France on a Chris tian ba sis, is dou bly wel come.”

That Mon signor Tiso and his Nazi pup pet-state con tin ued in fa vor at the
Vat i can was ev i denced by the spe cial greet ings sent to him by Pope Pius
XII for New Year’s Day, 1943.

It was this same Mon signor Tiso, priest-Pres i dent of Slo vakia, who
signed that coun try’s dec la ra tion of war against the United States.

Aus tria
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Catholic Aus tria was the first coun try to be taken over bod ily by Hitler. The
way to this had been fully pre pared for many years pre vi ous by the Cler i cal-
Fas cist forces in Hitler’s home land: first by Mon signor Ig naz Seipel, then
by Doll fuss, who gave Aus tria its cor po rate, Fas cist regime, and lastly by
Schuschnigg, who handed the coun try over to Hitler in 1938. The tran si tion
from Doll fuss’ brand of Fas cism to Hitler’s Nazism was an easy, nat u ral
step. William Teel ing, Catholic au thor, in his Cri sis For Chris tian ity
(p. 290), de scribed the true state of af fairs in Aus tria at that time as fol lows:

“In short, there seemed to be for the or di nary Catholic man and woman an im mense
amount of sim i lar ity be tween the or di nary ev ery day plan preached by the Nazis, and the
sort of au thor i tar ian state ad vo cated by Pope Pius XI in Quadra ges imo Anno.”

This same Catholic au thor re veals that “Mon signor Seipel was very largely
re spon si ble for the pa pal en cycli cal Quadra ges imo Anno… and for the
Con sti tu tion on sim i lar lines for Aus tria, which was so lit tle dif fer ent from
the to tal i tar i an ism of Nazi Ger many that in the end the two had to merge.”
Seipel was the leader of Po lit i cal Catholi cism.

In a man ner sim i lar to that used by Fa ther Hlinka and other spear heads
of Fas cism among Ro man Catholic priest-lead ers in Cen tral Eu rope, Mon- 
signor Seipel built up his own anti-demo cratic army, the mem bers of which
be came Nazi troop ers later on. Al ready in 1927, he got the Land bund to
join his re ac tionary Cler i cal-Fas cist coali tion. Its mem bers too, ac cord ing to
G. E. R. Gedye (Be trayal in Cen tral Eu rope, p. 19), later be came Nazis to a
great ex tent. Seipel, too, like Pope Leo XIII, Hitler, Von Pa pen, Fritz
Thyssen and their fel low-Catholic spokes men in the United States, such as
Jus tice Her bert O’Brien, Je suit Fa ther Ed mund Walsh et al, longed and
planned for the restora tion of the Holy Ro man Em pire, cen tered in Vi enna.
He en vi sioned it as em brac ing Aus tria, Hun gary, Bavaria, Wurtem berg,
Croa tia, Slo vakia and Tran syl va nia, to which for mi da ble bloc of na tions
Poland and the Latin-Catholic na tions might eas ily be af fil i ated.

Mon signor Seipel, af ter his death, was suc ceeded by En gel bert Doll fuss
who, on Sep tem ber 27, 1932, de clared be fore the As sem bly of the League
of Na tions: “Aus tria is work ing out a new con sti tu tion. In this she will be
guided by the prin ci ples laid down by Pope Pius XI.” So strictly Catholic
and au thor i tar ian was this regime of Doll fuss that, ac cord ing to an As so ci- 
ated Press dis patch of No vem ber 15, 1938, it “sub jected all who filed pe ti- 
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tions to leave the Catholic Church to a men tal ex am i na tion.” His Fas cist
con sti tu tion for Aus tria rec og nized the ju ridi cal po si tion of the Ro man
Catholic Church and its in sti tu tions as de fined by Canon Law, thus giv ing it
pri or ity over all other re li gious bod ies. It placed ed u ca tion on a Catholic ba- 
sis, and made re li gious in struc tion com pul sory in the schools. In his book,
Aus tria, 1918-1938 — A Study in Fail ure (p. 281), Mal colm Bul lock voices
a com plaint of the Evan gel i cal (Protes tant) Church in Aus tria that, un der
the new con sti tu tion, “Chris tian ity” is made to stand for “Ro man Catholi- 
cism,” “as if the Protes tant Church did not ex ist or de serve con sid er a tion.”

A Con cor dat be tween the new Aus trian State and the Vat i can was pro- 
claimed on the same day as the con sti tu tion, on May 1, 1934. Both were so
drawn up that they could be taken over with out change in the event that the
monar chy would be re stored.

The sole op po si tion to Doll fuss’ regime came from the So cial ists un der
the party name of So cial Democrats, who were strong only in and around
Vi enna. The peas ants were com pletely un der the con trol of the Church and
the large landown ers, the Catholic Church it self be ing the largest landowner
in Cen tral Eu rope. Fol low ing, for ex am ple, are fig ures from an of fi cial re- 
port on the dis tri bu tion of land in Hun gary at the end of 1936: (trans lated
into acres)5

State and Com mu ni ties: 1,050,000 acres
The Pope: 1,540,000 acres
Large land lords, 1200 in all, av er age hold ing 4550 acres: 5,460,000
Small land lords, 1,200,000 in all, av er age hold ing 12.2 acres:
14,577,600
To tal acreage: 22,627,600

500,000 land less peas ants had no soil of their own at all.
Doll fuss had lit tle trou ble in crush ing the op po si tion of the So cial

Democrats, who had ac com plished much for the up lift of the masses of the
peo ple, such as the found ing of pub lic li braries to stim u late the ap petite of
the peo ple for read ing and learn ing, and other so cial ben e fits. But they had
no stom ach to kill like Doll fuss’ pri vate army of the Heimwehr and the Ger- 
man na tion als. They were over come on Feb ru ary 12, 1934, when the army
bom barded their homes. Car ile A. Macart ney, in his book, The So cial Rev o- 
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lu tion in Aus tria (p. 179), sum ma rizes the po si tion of So cial ism in Aus tria
vis-a-vis the Catholic Church as fol lows:

“The ab sence of com pe ti tion is the trea sured ad van tage of the Church. Only So cial ism se ri- 
ously chal lenges its supremacy, and is there fore anath ema to it. The men tal ity of the peas- 
ant of the old style is pe cu liarly ac cept able to the Church. Sub mis sive ness to au thor ity, con- 
tent ment with one’s lot…”

There is also much of anti-Semitism in the Catholic Church’s ha tred of So- 
cial ism. J. D. Gre gory, Catholic au thor of Doll fuss and His Times (Lon don,
1935, p. 342), quotes Nico las Budi jaen as fol lows:

“So cial ism is the old form of He brew mil lenar i an ism, of the hope of Is rael… It was not
mere chance that Karl Marx was a Jew. He be lieved that a Mes siah would come, but one
who would be the re verse of Je sus, whom the He brew peo ple had re jected.”

It will be re mem bered that it was in Vi enna that Hitler first im bibed anti-
Semitism — from Mayor Karl Leueger, a staunch Ro man Catholic who was
strongly sup ported by Car di nal Rompolla at the Vat i can.6

Un der Doll fuss, Aus tria be came an Ec cle si as ti cal State with a Pa pal en- 
cycli cal as con sti tu tion, and the Arch bishop of Vi enna, Dr. In nitzer (who
was made a Car di nal af ter the butch ery of the work ers in 1934), as its vir- 
tual head. The end of all hopes for a demo cratic Aus tria came on March
1938, when Hitler, at the head of a strong force, made his en try into Vi enna.
Five days later the peo ple woke up to find large posters ev ery where “To the
Catholic Peo ple of Aus tria!” They were signed by all the arch bish ops and
bish ops of the coun try, headed by the name of Car di nal In nitzer, and stated
that the un der signed prelates had deeply con sid ered the sit u a tion and had
de cided that Adolf Hitler had proved to be the pro tec tor of Ger man rights
and cul ture. The prelates ex pressed their con vic tion that his lead er ship
would guar an tee ma te rial and moral hap pi ness to the Ger man peo ple, and
they en treated the peo ple trust fully to fol low the Fuehrer. The man i festo
ended with the salu ta tion: “Heil Hitler.”

France
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For merly France had been known as “the El dest Daugh ter of the Church,”
and its kings were proudly styled “Their Most Catholic Majesties.” But af- 
ter it be came a demo cratic re pub lic, France was a thorn in the side of the
Catholic Church, the hated in sti ga tor of ra tio nal ism and the hot-bed of anti-
cler i cal ism. In 1903, the Coombes Law — named af ter the then Pre mier, an
ex-priest — de creed the ex pul sion of the re li gious or ders. Sev eral at tempts
had since been made to over throw the French Re pub lic and re store the re li- 
gious or ders. The fa mous Drey fus Af faire was one of these, and was ad mit- 
tedly en gi neered by the Je suits. No re turn of Eu rope to a Vat i can-Fas cist
hege mony would have been com plete as long as Re pub li can France with its
prin ci ples of Lib erty, Equal ity and Fra ter nity re mained in ex is tence. The
Hitler-Pé tain-Vat i can con spir acy suc ceeded where other at tempts had failed.

The Vat i can’s fa nat i cal ha tred of the French Re pub lic is of long stand ing
and well known to Eu ro pean states men. It is news only to Amer i cans who
seem afraid even to in form them selves of the well-doc u mented facts in the
mat ter. The so-called “saintly” Pope Pius X (soon to be can on ized) ex- 
pressed that ha tred in even more un var nished terms than other popes. He
called France “The di a bolic trin ity of Freema sonry, Chris tian democ racy
and mod ernism.” Like the popes be fore and af ter him, he counted upon the
armies of Ger many as “the in stru ment cho sen by God to pun ish France.”
Count Carlo Sforza, who is any thing but a rad i cal, is not afraid to pub lish
these and other facts that ev ery Amer i can should know about the pro-Fas- 
cism of the Vat i can in his re cent au thor i ta tive work, Con tem po rary Italy.7

Of Pope Pius X’s fierce de sire to see the French Re pub lic de stroyed by Ger- 
many in the First World War, Sforza fur ther de clares:

"When death sur prised him on Au gust 20, 1914, he was ab so lutely cer tain that noth ing in
the world could pre vent the com plete de feat of the French, and in his naivete he said:

“‘Thus they will un der stand that they must be come obe di ent Sons of the Church.’”

But it was left to Hitler’s armies in 1940 to ac com plish this with the help of
Catholic Gen er als Wey gand and Pé tain.

Only to naive, un be liev ing Amer i cans was the com plete and dis as trous
col lapse of the French Re pub lic in 1940 a sur pris ing and un ex pected event.
Not only for months, but for years be fore, it was planned and pre pared for,
in col lab o ra tion with Vat i can politi cians. “In the win ter of 1939-40,” says



38

Pierre Cot,8 “a plot had been or ga nized to re place the demo cratic regime by
a gov ern ment of au thor ity.’” This same au thor, who was cab i net min is ter in
the pre-war gov ern ment of France, then goes on to quote Ana tole de
Monzie in his book, “Ci De vant,” pub lished in Paris with per mis sion of the
Vichy cen sor in 1941, that in Feb ru ary, 1940, Mar shal Pé tain de clared:
“They will ap peal to me in the third week of May.” Pierre Cot fur ther es tab- 
lishes that the forces that con spired to ward the ‘Tri umph of Trea son’ in
France were the mil i tary com mand, big busi ness and the Ro man Catholic
hi er ar chy.

Proof of the part played by the Catholic Church in the planned be trayal
of the French Re pub lic was the fact that, on June 21, 1940, four days be fore
the hu mil i at ing armistice with Hitler was signed, and five days af ter Mar- 
shal Pé tain took con trol, the re li gious or ders were re stored to their for mer
po si tion in France.

I have be fore me a rare copy of Le Nou vel liste, a news pa per of Lyon,
France, of July 11, 1940, which con tains a lengthy ar ti cle by a spe cial cor re- 
spon dent who signs him self T. de Vis san, which de scribes in de tail the ar- 
rival of the monks on June 21, at the Monastery of La Grande Char treuse.
“They [the monks] ap pear clothed in white,” he says, “hav ing for or na ment
upon their heavy woolen gowns an im per cep ti ble red rib bon, sym bol of the
Le gion of Honor won from a France not van quished but vic to ri ous.” (Ital ics
mine)

This ar ti cle by M. de Vis san is dated June 21, 1940, and was ob vi ously
pre pared well in ad vance for the oc ca sion. “This morn ing of the 21st of
June 1940,” he says, “is a great his tor i cal day, not only for the an nals of the
Dauphiné, but for the en tire world.” On the front page of the same news pa- 
per is a large pic ture of Pé tain, and its ban ner head lines an nounce Pé tain’s
“New Con sti tu tion” for Fas cist France. That this “New Con sti tu tion” of Pé- 
tain’s was also pre pared well in ad vance is proved from the fol low ing by M.
de Vis san, as he watches the monks en ter ing the Monastery of La Grand
Char treuse:

“Here ends a chap ter — an un happy chap ter. An other com mences. The re turn of the
Chartreux is like a great light in the sky, so long sul lied by po lit i cal and re li gious strug gles.
More than that, the Sa cred Union [of Church and State] and the New Con sti tu tion are a
pre cious as sur ance of the rec on cil i a tion of all French men, and a fore cast of the fu ture…”
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It must be re mem bered that on June 21, 1940, when M. de Vis san is sup- 
posed to have writ ten his nar ra tive, Hitler’s armies were over-run ning the
French coun try side. On “this great his tor i cal day,” bombs were fall ing and
men, women and chil dren were dy ing ev ery where. Fron tiers were closed;
tele phone and tele graph were cut off. Yet these monks, who had been ban- 
ished from France since 1903, en tered the coun try and pre sented of fi cial
doc u ments from Pé tain’s new regime, at the gate of their monastery restor- 
ing them to their for mer po si tion. This took place five days af ter Pé tain
came to power and four days be fore the armistice.

The Je suits al ready had ap peared in force in Paris on June 14.
The fall of the French Re pub lic and the es tab lish ment of Pé tain’s Cler i- 

cal-Fas cist regime were im me di ately hailed with un re strained re joic ing by
the Vat i can’s of fi cial news pa per Os ser va tore Ro mano. In a lengthy ar ti cle
on July 26, it praised “good Mar shal Pé tain,” and fully en dorsed the
Catholic-Fas cist prin ci ple that “au thor ity is higher than the hu man will.”
With ob vi ous plea sure at the ex tinc tion of the late French Re pub lic’s prin ci- 
ples of Lib erty, Equal ity and Fra ter nity, this Vat i can news pa per put it self on
record as def i nitely in fa vor of au thor i tar i an ism by declar ing that “the hu- 
man will is in tol er ant of re stric tions and has at tempted to over step all lim its,
first with crit i cism, and then with rev o lu tion.” In thus con demn ing demo- 
cratic prin ci ples in the hour of Hitler’s tri umph over the French Re pub lic,
the Os ser va tore Ro mano was merely re peat ing what all the Popes of the
19th cen tury had ful mi nated against demo cratic trends.

In its re joic ing at the fall of France, the Vat i can or gan went even fur ther
and ad mit ted that the aims of dic ta tor ship were in agree ment with the
Catholic Church. It quoted and en dorsed the view of Por tu gal’s dic ta tor,
An to nio Salazar,9 that “the au thor i tar ian regime cre ates a civic con science
which opens and pre pares the way for spread ing and strength en ing the
moral con science.” This, it added, “is the de sire, as pi ra tion and pro gram of
the Church. With the oblit er a tion of in di vid ual free dom and crit i cism by the
fall of Re pub li can France, it de clared that we could look for ward to the cul- 
ti va tion of a spirit in France which”will be able to im pose the supremacy of
the com mon good over pri vate in ter ests of in di vid u als, groups and par ties,"
and ex pressed the hope that this “spir i tual re gen er a tion” of France will be
“the dawn of a new ra di ant day, not only for France, but for all Eu rope and
the world.”
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Japan

Pius XI agreed with Mus solini that the United States of Amer ica, the bul- 
wark of democ racy, was in “grave peril of col lapse,” as William Teel ing,
Catholic au thor, has pointed out. In ac cor dance with this be lief, Pius XI
held that Japan would dom i nate the Ori ent and was de ter mined to ally him- 
self with the Em peror of Japan. Teel ing, The Pope in Pol i tics (p. 5), speak- 
ing of the world plans of Pope Pius XI, con fesses in this con nec tion:

“The Vat i can is also in tensely in ter ested in de vel op ing her re la tions with Japan in or der to
get con trol of the even tual de vel op ment of Chris tian ity in those parts of China which she
be lieves will one day come un der Ja pa nese in flu ence.”

Among other things men tioned was his con fi dence that “the peo ples who
in habit the re mote re gions of the East and South can hold their own eas ily
with the Eu ro pean races.” In ad di tion, the Pope broke the Vat i can tra di tion
of cen turies by or dain ing Ori en tal bish ops. His part ner and suc ces sor, Pius
XII, car ried this pol icy a step far ther by ap point ing two Ja pa nese bish ops
over the sub ju gated Ko re ans and later break ing in vi o lable tra di tions of the
Vat i can by es tab lish ing re la tions with a pa gan na tion—Japan.

The se cret al liance be tween the Pope and the Ja pa nese war lords was re- 
flected in pub lic by the grow ing co op er a tion and cor dial ity be tween them.
In Japan’s war of ag gres sion against China, the Vat i can sent di rec tions to its
mis sion ar ies in China to co op er ate with the Ja pa nese. Af ter the rape of
Manchuria was com pleted, the Vat i can at once gave de facto recog ni tion to
its Ja pa nese pup pet gov ern ment, af ter other coun tries re fused to do so. In
1934, the Catholic Re vue des Deux Mon des boasted, at a time when Japan’s
in hu man ity was shock ing the world, that “no Ja pa nese prince or mis sion
now passes through Rome with out pay ing homage to the Sov er eign Pon- 
tiff.”

By 1938, the Pope gave per mis sion to Ja pa nese Catholics to bow in wor- 
ship be fore the Em peror, who claims to be of di vine ori gin. This was done
in spite of the fact that this act of homage had been for bid den for cen turies
by Ro man Catholic doc trine.

Fol low ing the al liance with Pope Pius XI, Japan made no se cret of its
‘pre ferred treat ment’ of Ro man Catholi cism. Nei ther did the Catholic press
hes i tate to re turn the fa vor. The Catholic Times of Eng land as early as No- 
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vem ber 3, 1934, urged its read ers to think kindly of Japan be cause the Ja pa- 
nese in vaders “have brought free dom from per se cu tion to our mis sion ar ies
in Manchuria and ad ja cent parts of China… and con sented to their set tlers
in Brazil be ing in structed in the Catholic faith.”

While Ja pa nese prepa ra tions for an at tack on the United States were be- 
ing com pleted, re la tions be tween Japan and the Catholic church grew closer
than ever. The N. Y. Her ald Tri bune of Oc to ber 8, 1941, said:

“The Ja pa nese gov ern ment has be come more cor dial to the Catholic Church in the last six
months than at any time in re cent years…”

The same news pa per went on to quote Rt. Rev. T. J. Mc Don nell, na tional
di rec tor of the So ci ety of the Prop a ga tion of the Faith: “The Ja pa nese have
not ac tu ally granted recog ni tion yet to any Chris tian sect ex cept to that
Chris tian Church which is known as Ro man Catholic.”

Soon af ter the Ja pa nese in va sion, “the Arch bishop of Manila (Michael J.
Do herty) is sued a Pas toral let ter call ing upon all Catholics in the Philip- 
pines to stop their anti-Ja pa nese ac tiv i ties and to co op er ate with the Ja pa- 
nese in their no ble ef forts to pacify the Ar chi pel ago.”

Af ter out rag ing the con science of the world by its vile de ceit at Pearl
Har bor, Japan badly needed some dec la ra tion of in ter na tional ap proval to
re store its moral pres tige. Soon af ter Pearl Har bor, the Vat i can came to its
res cue and gave it its bless ing in the form of diplo matic recog ni tion. This
for mal es tab lish ment of diplo matic re la tions with Japan was an open in sult
to the United States, not only be cause it was done fol low ing Pearl Har bor,
but even more be cause it was in de fi ance of Amer i can and British protests.
This wel com ing of the ban dit na tion of Japan as an equal among Chris tian
na tions was termed a “benev o lent ges ture to ward the Axis” by Paul Ghali in
the New York Post of March 21, 1942. He added that “the Nazis will at tain
new sup port by this new and rel a tively easy diplo matic vic tory of their Ori- 
en tal ally.”

The United States

Vat i can pol icy in the United States is pur sued cau tiously, but none the less
vig or ously. It takes its cue from the in struc tions sent to this coun try by Pope
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Leo XIII in 1888:

“Al though on ac count of the ex tra or di nary po lit i cal con di tion to day it usu ally hap pens that
the Church in cer tain mod ern coun tries ac qui esces in cer tain mod ern lib er ties, not be cause
she prefers them in them selves, but be cause she judges it ex pe di ent that they should be per- 
mit ted, she would in hap pier times re sume her own lib erty…”

Again, in his en cycli cal Long in qua Oceani (Jan. 6, 1895), Pope Leo warned
the bish ops of Amer ica as fol lows:

“It is nec es sary to de stroy the er ror of those who might be lieve, per haps, that the sta tus of
the Church in Amer ica is a de sir able one, and also the er ror that in im i ta tion of that sort of
thing the sep a ra tion of Church and State is le gal and even con ve nient.”

Not of ten does any of fi cial church au thor ity ut ter so scathing a de nun ci a tion
of the Amer i can way of life as was pub lished in the Je suit mag a zine Amer- 
ica in its is sue of May 17, 1941, six months be fore Pearl Har bor, as fol- 
lows:10

“How we Catholics have loathed and de spised this Lu cifer civ i liza tion, this ra tio nal ist cre- 
ation of those lit tle men who re fused to bend the knee or bow the head in sub mis sion to a
higher au thor ity… To day, Amer i can Catholics are be ing asked to shed their blood for that
par tic u lar kind of sec u lar ist civ i liza tion which they have been hero ically re pu di at ing for
four cen turies. This civ i liza tion is now called democ racy, and the sug ges tion is be ing made
that we send the Yanks to Eu rope again to de fend it… All the Yanks in Amer ica will not
save it from dis in te gra tion. Un less a mir a cle oc curs, it is doomed — fi nally and ir re vo ca bly
doomed.”

Yet, ev ery act of col lab o ra tion of the Catholic Church with the Nazi-Fas cist
ag gres sors in Eu rope was re flected, in a mi nor key, in the United States. For
years Fa ther Cough lin strove to make him self the spear head of Cler i cal Fas- 
cism in Amer ica, just as it was spear headed by sim i lar priests in all the
Catholic coun tries of Eu rope — Fa ther Adal bert Bangha in Hun gary; Fa- 
thers Over mans, Lof fler and Pachtler in Ger many; Fa ther Bres ciana in Italy;
Fa ther Ko roschetz in Ju goslavia; Mon signor Seipel in Aus tria; Fa thers
Hlinka and Tiso in Slo vakia — not for get ting Fa ther Staempfler of the
Rhineland who, on the tes ti mony of Otto Strasser in his book, Hitler and I,
p. 577, was the real au thor of Hitler’s Mein Kampf.



43

That Fa ther Cough lin’s cam paign did not rep re sent the Fas cist rav ings of
an ir re spon si ble priest is clear from the pub lic ap proval he re ceived from
his bishop, William Gal lagher of De troit. On his re turn from a visit to the
Pope in 1936, Bishop Gal lagher de clared to re porters on the dock in New
York: “Fa ther Cough lin is an out stand ing priest, and his voice… is the voice
of God.” Fa ther Cough lin’s ra dio talks were re pro duced by the of fi cial
Catholic dioce san news pa pers all over Amer ica. Arch bishop Mooney,
Cough lin’s present su pe rior in De troit, ad mit ted that his ra dio talks were
passed by the dio cese’s board of cen sors and had the “per mis sion” of his ec- 
cle si as ti cal au thor i ties — which, he shrewdly added, does not, how ever,
nec es sar ily mean “ap proval.”

For Fa ther Cough lin’s “so cial jus tice” teach ings were strictly in ac cord
with those laid down by Pope Pius XI in his en cycli cal Quadra ges imo
Anno, on which Doll fuss in Aus tria, Mus solini in Italy, Franco in Spain and
Salazar in Por tu gal had based their au thor i tar ian regimes. John T. Whitaker,
for eign cor re spon dent in close touch with the Vat i can, wrote from Rome on
July 18, 1940, at the time of the fall of France:11

“In this sit u a tion the Vat i can has in di cated that it ap proves the Fas cist gov ern ment or ga- 
nized in France by Mar shal Pé tain and Pierre Laval and it hopes to see the to tal i tar ian
regime of other”cor po ra tive’ states, such as those in Por tu gal and Brazil, spread through out
the world."

This was ver i fied by an of fi cial pro nounce ment of the Amer i can Catholic
hi er ar chy, meet ing in Wash ing ton on Feb ru ary 8, 1940, en ti tled “The
Church and the So cial Or der,” in which they openly ad vo cated the “Cor po- 
ra tive Sys tem” for the United States. The Of fi cial Catholic news ser vice of
the N.C.W.C. (Na tional Catholic Wel fare Con fer ence) called this pro- 
nounce ment of the Amer i can hi er ar chy, “the most im por tant ut ter ance made
by the Catholic hi er ar chy since the bish ops’ pro gram of re con struc tion of
1919.” In prepa ra tion for this pro nounce ment, the So cial Ac tion De part- 
ment of the N.C.W.C. pub lished a pam phlet ear lier that same year, out lin ing
a plan for “Or ga nized So cial Jus tice,”  — which is the ti tle of the pam phlet.
It was signed by 131 prom i nent Catholic prelates and lay men and has for its
sub ti tle: “An Eco nomic Pro gram for the United States, ap ply ing Pope Pius
XI’s great En cycli cal, ‘Quadra ges imo Anno,’ on So cial Life.”12

This plan of the high est Catholic au thor i ties in the United States as of
1940, called for “the ne ces sity of Gov ern ment in ter ven tion” in eco nomic



44

and so cial mat ters, ac cord ing to a Fas cist pat tern; it also cat e gor i cally stated
that “In dus tri al ism, lib er al ism and free en ter prise are bank rupt” in Amer i- 
can life.

At that time, a quick vic tory of Hitler’s forces in Eu rope was a cer tainty
in the minds of the Ro man Catholic hi er ar chy in Amer ica. So sure were
these prelates, in fact, that they un der took to warn the United States Gov- 
ern ment that the only refuge left for this coun try was to ally it self with the
pope in or der to gain the ben e fits of his po lit i cal power. Here is part of such
a warn ing that Bishop James H. Ryan of Om aha, Ne braska, one of the chief
mem bers of the N.C.W.C., wrote in a three-col umn com mu ni ca tion to the
New York Times of May 12, 1940:

“Though con scious of the re li gious power of the Pope, we have cho sen to re main blind to
the po lit i cal power of the Pope, who is King… It would be fool hardy for a demo cratic
state, whose very ex is tence is in volved in the strug gle, to ne glect to make friends with that
re li gious power whose as sis tance is cer tain to be of such in es timable value.” (Ital ics mine)

There is an im plied threat, as well as a warn ing, in this, that, with a Hitler
vic tory, the only hope for Amer ica would be an al liance with the Pope for
the pur pose of in ter ced ing with the vic to ri ous Axis dic ta tors.

A few ex am ples will suf fice to show that from Mu nich to Pearl Har bor
the Catholic Church in Amer ica faith fully fol lowed the pol icy of the Vat i- 
can in the strug gle be tween Fas cism and democ racy. It is true that Catholic
spokes men in Amer ica did not ex press them selves so openly in con dem na- 
tion of democ racy and in fa vor of Fas cism as their con fr eres in Eu rope. But
they sup ported the same pol icy, whose view point was tersely put by the
Catholic mag a zine Ac ción Es pañola for March 1937, which, un der the im- 
pri matur of Car di nal Goma y Tomas, de clared: “For us it was ev i dent,
through rea son ing and through knowl edge, that democ racy and uni ver sal
suf frage were em bry onic forms of Com mu nism and an ar chy.”

Ev ery crit i cism of the Axis dic ta tors in those years was re buked by
Catholic spokes men. Je suit Fa ther Ig natius Cox, pro fes sor of Ethics at
Ford ham Uni ver sity, took se verely to task U. S. Sec re tary of War Harry H.
Woodring “for his un friendly re marks about dic ta tor na tions,” ac cord ing to
the N. Y. Her ald Tri bune of May 16, 1938.

The same Je suit Fa ther Cox warned a gath er ing of the Holy Name So ci- 
ety at St. Gre gory’s Church on May 8, 1938 “against in volve ment of this
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coun try in a Eu ro pean war as an ally of the so-called demo cratic front.” Ac- 
cord ing to the Brook lyn Ea gle of May 9, 1939, he de clared that:

“The in volve ment of the United States in a Eu ro pean war on the so-called demo cratic side
would merely per pet u ate the sys tem of eco nomic ex ploita tion of the masses. This would be
true be cause the British and French Em pires have to a large ex tent the con trol of the raw
ma te ri als of the world and the sys tem of in ter na tional fi nance founded on gold.”

Fa ther Pe ter B. Duf fee, at two Com mu nion break fasts on June 11, 1939, bit- 
terly at tacked the for eign pol icy of the United States for its friend ship to- 
ward the same demo cratic coun tries. He lauded Hitler’s vic to ries in Aus tria
and Czecho slo va kia as a tri umph over athe ism and Freema sonry. Of con- 
quered Czecho slo va kia he de clared:13

“Czecho slo va kia had be come the pawn of Rus sia. It was the mid dle Eu ro pean cen ter for
Com mu nism. It was the world cen ter of Grand Ori ent Ma sonry. It had be come the spawn- 
ing ground for athe ism.”

The whole Catholic hi er ar chy, backed by the in flu en tial Catholic War Vet er- 
ans, the Knights of Colum bus and the clergy as a whole, stren u ously fought
the Burke-Wadsworth draft bill and any aid to the Al lies in 1940. The Vat i- 
can ra dio it self joined its protest to that of the Amer i can hi er ar chy against
the draft, ac cord ing to the N. Y. Times of Sep tem ber 23, 1940. The in flu en- 
tial Je suit mag a zine Amer ica, in its is sue of April 1, 1939, went so far as to
state ed i to ri ally (p. 603):

“Ev ery Amer i can Chris tian must be a con sci en tious ob jec tor in a World War where the
United States is an ally of athe is tic Rus sia. It can be said that he must refuse to be con- 
scripted, even though he be ex e cuted for obey ing God rather than Cae sar.”

Fa ther Cough lin’s Chris tian Front and So cial Jus tice mag a zine pre pared
their fol low ers for open re bel lion and cheered ev ery vic tory of the Axis
over help less Eu rope. Chris tian Fron ters were told (J.R.Carl son’s _U_n der- 
Cover, p.98): “You’ll get tar get prac tice and com plete drilling in the art of
street fight ing… Each of you cap tains will have your own cell, your own
sab o tage ma chine, your own rev o lu tion ary group for a Na tion al is tic Amer- 
ica.” They took a se cret oath that said: “I will look to my God for guid- 
ance.” Pre vi ous to their drill prac tice, they were ex horted as fol lows:
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“You are the sol diers of Christ. Men like you fought in Spain. Men like you will fight in
Amer ica… You are the de fend ers of the faith. Your duty is to fight for Christ and Coun try.”

Ha tred of Eng land and Protes tantism was the mo tive power be hind the pro-
Fas cist ac tiv i ties of Amer i can Catholic lead er ship all through the per ilous
years for democ racy from 1938 to 1941. It was con sis tently preached that
Protes tantism was the root evil of all the ills of the mod ern world. Preach- 
ing in St. Patrick’s Cathe dral on May 5, 1938, Msgr. Michael J. Reilly sum- 
ma rized this at ti tude as fol lows:

“The Protes tant Ref or ma tion re jected di vine au thor ity, re pu di ated Christ’s sac ri fic ing
priest hood, emas cu lated his sacra men tal sys tem, his aton ing sac ri fice of the Mass, and
made each a law and a teacher unto him self.”

The bar rage against So viet Rus sia was kept up steadily. The Catholic War
Vet er ans, on June 27, 1941, sent a pe ti tion to Pres i dent Roo sevelt beg ging
him “to re con sider your ex pressed in ten tion to act in the mat ter of as sis- 
tance to God less Rus sia.” The Catholic Brook lyn Tablet, on July 12, quoted
from some 30 Catholic news pa pers to prove the over whelm ing Catholic op- 
po si tion to any aid to Rus sia in its fight for life against Hitler. The Je suit
mag a zine Amer ica soft ened its harsh dic tum of April 1, 1939, or der ing “ev- 
ery Amer i can Chris tian” to be a con sci en tious ob jec tor and to be ex e cuted
rather than al low him self to be con scripted for war on the side of Rus sia,
and de clared:

“There can be no soft en ing of the anath e mas which Amer i cans have pro nounced on Com- 
mu nism as a phi los o phy. Those who sup with the devil must use a long spoon, and we sim- 
ple Amer i cans have no long spoon.”

As a last ges ture be fore we en tered the war, for the sake of the record, this
same Je suit mag a zine Amer ica con ducted a poll among all the Catholic
priests of the United States in the fall of 1941, to ob tain their view on the
de sir abil ity of the United States en ter ing the war on the side of the Democ- 
ra cies. The re sults showed that the over whelm ing num ber of 90.4 per cent
were op posed to our en ter ing the war.

As late as Feb ru ary 9, 1942, Fa ther Cough lin’s So cial Jus tice mag a zine
re joiced at Japan’s suc cess ful at tacks on Britain and the U. S. as fol lows:
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“At last the British sun be gan to set, and upon the land of the ex ploited yel low man there
be gan to rise the dawn of free dom. To day, 300 mil lion Ori en tals — be lieve it or not — are
be gin ning to chant Britain’s re quiem in the words of Asia for the Asi at ics.”

War cen sor ship in this coun try af ter Pearl Har bor ended fur ther open ex- 
pres sion of Catholic opin ion against demo cratic in sti tu tions. But the bar rage
against Rus sia still kept on.

How ever, the cen sor ship in this coun try did not pre vent con tin ued pres- 
sure by the Church in fa vor of Fas cist el e ments abroad. An over all view of
the sat is fac tion of the Vat i can with the “new or der” brought about by Axis
blitzkriegs in Eu rope was sum ma rized by the Swiss Catholic news pa per Die
Tat of Oc to ber 12, 1942, and syn di cated to all Catholic news pa pers in the
United States and the world by the N.C.W.C. News Ser vice. This of fi cial
re port de clared:

“Among pos i tive changes, the Cu ria hails with sat is fac tion: the change in France; a greater
sta bil ity in the present gov ern ments in Spain and Por tu gal; Catholic de ter mi na tion in Slo- 
vakia and in Croa tia. Re la tions with Fas cist Italy and with Hun gary con tinue splen did.”

Of Japan, at that time, 1942, swollen with the pride of its newly won con- 
quests, the re port said:

“The Vat i can was happy to see M. Harada en ter its bronze doors as im pe rial Min is ter.”

Of Nazi Ger many, this of fi cial Catholic re port said:

“The Ger man Em pire is to day the State that ex er cises au thor ity over more mem bers of the
Catholic Church than any other power —-about 110 mil lions in clud ing the oc cu pied ter ri- 
to ries of East and West. The Church con se quently seeks to in duce the rulers of the Third
Re ich to grant re li gious free dom to all Catholics, and tries to in ter vene when a great va ri ety
of rea sons have threat ened con flict be tween the Church and the civil au thor ity.”

The power of the Church of Rome, act ing through its clergy in this coun try,
would seem to have been the main in flu ence in guid ing the Roo sevelt Ad- 
min is tra tion in its for eign pol icy since its ad vent to power. A long list of
events, in ev ery one of which was fol lowed the ex pressed wishes of the
Catholic Church, point to this con clu sion.
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First. The recog ni tion of the Church of Rome as a po lit i cal power by
ap point ing an am bas sador to the Vat i can for the first time in the his tory
of the United States.
Sec ond. Our de clin ing to join with Eng land and the League of Na tions
in im pos ing sanc tions against Italy at the time of the Ethiopian Cam- 
paign.
Third. Our re fusal to lift the em bargo against the friendly and rec og- 
nized Re pub lic of Spain, thus caus ing its down fall.
Fourth. Our im me di ate recog ni tion of Franco’s Fas cist regime.
Fifth. Our con tin ued recog ni tion of the Vichy gov ern ment of France
long af ter her ac tive col lab o ra tion with Ger many, and long af ter her re- 
pu di a tion by our al lies.
Sixth. Our recog ni tion of the Fas cist Vichy el e ments in North Africa,
Dar lan, Pey rou ton, Nogues, et al.
Sev enth. Our steady re fusal to rec og nize De Gaulle and the Com mit tee
of French Lib er a tion.
Eighth. Con tin u ing the North African pol icy in Italy by col lab o rat ing
with its Fas cist king, a Fas cist gen eral and mi nor Fas cist of fi cials, to
the ex clu sion of the Ital ian Com mit tee of Lib er a tion.

This for eign pol icy is not vague but well de fined.
As an ex hibit of the tremen dous po lit i cal pres sure ex erted by the Ro man

Catholic Church in the United States, we re pro duce the fol low ing copy of a
let ter from the Chair man of the N. Y. State Catholic Wel fare Com mit tee, to
the Chair man of the Ju di ciary Com mit tee in Wash ing ton, con tain ing in- 
struc tions from the Catholic Bishop of Al bany re gard ing the pro posed leg is- 
la tion in the mat ter of the “Equal Rights” Amend ment. This let ter caused
the re cip i ent and two other Catholic mem bers of the Com mit tee to change
their pledged votes in or der to con form with the in struc tions of Bishop Gib- 
bons:
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1. New Times and Ethiopia News, Oct. 31, 1936.↩ 

2. Bre nan, Ger ald, The Span ish Labyrinth, p. 48.↩ 

3. Cf. The Kaiser’s Mem oirs, by Wil helm II, trans lated by Thomas R.
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p. 13.↩ 
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7. Con tem po rary Italy, by Count Carlo Sforza, p. 105, E. P. Dut ton, 1944,
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9. A Con cor dat be tween the Vat i can and Dic ta tor Salazar had just been
signed on June 1, 1940.↩ 
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Con clu sions

IN HIS RE CENT WORK, Cru sade for Pan-Eu rope, the con ser va tive and de- 
vout Catholic, Richard N. Coude n ove-Ka lergi, holds (p. 173) that Catholics
are by dis po si tion Fas cists, un demo cratic, and their lead er ship is a hi er ar chy
per pet u ated by an un demo cratic mi nor ity. “Catholi cism is the Fas cist form
of Chris tian ity,” he says. “The Catholic hi er ar chy rests fully and se curely on
the lead er ship prin ci ple with an in fal li ble Pope in supreme com mand for a
life time.” But he is not fair in plac ing the mass of the Catholic peo ple in
the same cat e gory as their lead ers. What the Catholic peo ple are by force
and in doc tri na tion, their lead ers are by a con scious, will ing and set pol icy.
To free the masses of the Catholic peo ple, in Eu rope and Amer ica, from the
Fas cist and un demo cratic in doc tri na tion of their Church lead ers, should be
the aim of ev ery lib erty-lov ing Catholic and non-Catholic who is in any po- 
si tion to do so.

In any case it seems cer tain that the ef forts of the vic to ri ous United Na- 
tions to es tab lish democ racy and root out Fas cism in Eu rope will be dis as- 
trously hand i capped, if not en tirely frus trated, if mea sures are not taken to
elim i nate the Vat i can as an In ter na tional Po lit i cal Power, un der any cir cum- 
stances. It should be ev i dent to ev ery stu dent of his tory that Vat i can po lit i- 
cal in trigue has be dev iled ev ery at tempt of the West ern world to at tain the
free doms for which the United Na tions en tered the war against the Axis ag- 
gres sors. Since the blame for this must not be placed upon the Catholic
Church as a whole, ac tion should be taken only against the in tran si gent
lead er ship which forces the Church into al liance with dic ta tors and op pres- 
sors of the peo ple. In Eu rope, this in tran si gent pol icy of the Catholic
Church is known as Ul tra mon tanism, and its op po nents anti-cler i cals. In
Amer ica as well as in Eu rope, all who fight for re li gious and po lit i cal free- 
dom must op pose this cler i cal ul tra mon tanism, even at the risk of be ing
called anti-cler i cals.

These mea sures must have a two-fold ob jec tive:
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I. The end of the Ro man Pa pacy as an in ter na tional po lit i cal or ga ni za- 
tion — with full free dom in purely re li gious mat ters.

II. The de moc ra ti za tion of the Catholic Church within it self.

Prac ti cal means to these ends would have to com prise the fol low ing:

1. Com plete sep a ra tion of Church and State in all coun tries, with full and
com plete re li gious lib erty, of both teach ing and pro pa ganda, for all re- 
li gions;

2. Sep a ra tion of pub lic school ed u ca tion from all Church in flu ence and
in ter fer ence;

3. Trans fer of Catholic Church own er ship of landed es tates to the peo ple
in Catholic dom i nated coun tries;

4. Pro por tion ate rep re sen ta tion by Car di nals and other high-rank ing
prelates from demo cratic coun tries in the Ro man Cu ria;

5. The plac ing of mar riage in all coun tries on a civil con tract ba sis;
6. With drawal of Am bas sadors to the Vat i can as an in de pen dent sov er- 

eign state;
7. Equal tax a tion of church prop er ties of all re li gions not di rectly used for

re li gious pur poses.

None of the above are in any way harm ful or detri men tal to the free ex- 
er cise and prop a ga tion of any true re li gious teach ing.
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How Can You Find Peace With
God?

The most im por tant thing to grasp is that no one is made right with God
by the good things he or she might do. Jus ti fi ca tion is by faith only, and that
faith rest ing on what Je sus Christ did. It is by be liev ing and trust ing in His
one-time sub sti tu tion ary death for your sins.

Read your Bible steadily. God works His power in hu man be ings
through His Word. Where the Word is, God the Holy Spirit is al ways
present.

Sug gested Read ing: New Tes ta ment Con ver sions by Pas tor George Ger- 
berd ing

Bene dic tion

Now unto him that is able to keep you from fall ing, and to present you fault less be fore the
pres ence of his glory with ex ceed ing joy, To the only wise God our Sav ior, be glory and
majesty, do min ion and power, both now and ever. Amen. (Jude 1:24-25)

En cour ag ing Chris tian Books
for You to Down load and En joy

https://www.lutheranlibrary.org/103-gerberding-new-testament-conversions/
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De vo tional

The Ser mons of Theophilus Stork: A De vo tional Trea sure
Si mon Pe ter Long. The Way Made Plain

The ol ogy

Matthias Loy. The Doc trine of Jus ti fi ca tion
Henry Eyster Ja cobs. Sum mary of the Chris tian Faith
Theodore Schmauk. The Con fes sional Prin ci ple

Nov els

Ed ward Roe. With out a Home
Joseph Hock ing. The Pas sion for Life

Es sen tial Lutheran Li brary

The Augs burg Con fes sion with Saxon Vis i ta tion Ar ti cles
Luther’s Small Cat e chism
Luther’s Large Cat e chism
Melanchthon’s Apol ogy
The For mula of Con cord

The full cat a log is avail able at Luther an Li brary.org. Pa per back Edi tions
of some ti tles at Ama zon.

https://www.lutheranlibrary.org/502-stork-sermons/
https://www.lutheranlibrary.org/190-long-the-way-made-plain/
https://www.lutheranlibrary.org/171-loy-doctrine-of-justification/
https://www.lutheranlibrary.org/109-jacobs-summary-christian-faith/
https://www.lutheranlibrary.org/104-schmauk-confessional-principle/
https://www.lutheranlibrary.org/530-roe-without-a-home/
https://www.lutheranlibrary.org/330-hocking-the-passion-for-life/
https://www.lutheranlibrary.org/582-jacobs-augsburg-confession/
https://www.lutheranlibrary.org/583-jacobs-luthers-small-catechism
https://www.lutheranlibrary.org/584-jacobs-luthers-large-catechism
https://www.lutheranlibrary.org/585-jacobs-melanchthons-apology
https://www.lutheranlibrary.org/586-jacobs-formula-of-concord
https://www.lutheranlibrary.org/publication/
https://www.amazon.com/s?i=stripbooks&rh=p_27%3ALutheran+Librarian&s=relevancerank&text=Lutheran+Librarian
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