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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.

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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1. Je suits, Jews And Freema‐ 
sons

IT IS IM POS SI BLE to un der stand fully what has been tak ing place in the
world for the past twenty-five years un less we are able to grasp the un der ly- 
ing sig nif i cance of what ap pears on the sur face. It is nec es sary to pen e trate
be hind the scenes of day to day hap pen ings and ex am ine thor oughly the ac- 
tive forces and planned ob jec tives which are re spon si ble for all that has
come to pass so quickly in the past few years.

The 19th cen tury left us de plorably weak in true knowl edge of the his- 
tory of State-Church con flicts. The facts of hu man de vel op ment since the
Ref or ma tion have be come so in ex tri ca bly tan gled, that we have ceased to
try to un ravel them. We con tent our selves in Amer ica with a mere su per fi- 
cial knowl edge of events, and the con clu sions ar rived at, far from help ing
us to get at the real truth, only drive us far ther away from an un der stand ing
of the real mean ing of these events. Too much em pha sis has been placed
upon the mere eco nomic as pect of the world-sit u a tion. The ide o log i cal and
the o ret i cal ori gins of Nazi-Fas cism, as a con se quence, have been al most en- 
tirely over looked. Re search is nec es sary to show where so cial, po lit i cal and
re li gious con flicts cross one an other. There is abun dance of in con testable
proof that the forces of re li gion, as rep re sented by the Catholic Church,
have suc ceeded in dom i nat ing the po lit i cal and so cial field, and that there
ex ists a close bond be tween them and the ori gins, meth ods and ob jec tives of
the whole Nazi-Fas cist move ment in Eu rope. Fur ther more, this dom i na tion
has al ready spread to Amer ica. His tory proves that in ev ery at tempt made
dur ing the past half cen tury against the lib eral progress of mankind, the Je- 
suit Or der, as the leader of Catholic ac tion, has played a de ci sive role. We
can go even so far as to state that Nazi-Fas cism had its ori gin in the So ci ety
of Je sus, and that, like other move ments in the past anal o gous to Fas cism
to day, it was planned to serve the tra di tional aims of the dis ci ples of Ig- 
natius Loy ola.
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As long as this re verse side of the con spir acy against demo cratic lib er al- 
ism goes un de tected, Fas cism will sur vive. The de fend ers of demo cratic
ide ol ogy will not be vic to ri ous un til they come out openly against their real
en emy — the Knights of the Black Cru sade.

The Je suits were once ir re vo ca bly ex pelled from the na tions of Eu rope,
and from the Catholic Church it self, by Pope Clement XIV in 1773, and the
only refuge they could find dur ing their forty years of ban ish ment was with
the im pi ous Cather ine of Rus sia. Sworn to obey and de fend the pope in all
mat ters, they were hard put to it (even as Je suits) to find a way out of the
dilemma of be ing pro teges of a monarch who thumbed her nose at the pope
— in or der to pro tect them from his wrath. Not to be out done, the Je suits
po litely and diplo mat i cally protested to Cather ine for thus dis obey ing the
pope. And hav ing thereby sat is fied the re quire ments of their oath, they pro- 
ceeded with a clear con science to ac cept her hos pi tal ity. The truth of the
mat ter is, that the Je suits are not so much sworn to pro tect any in di vid ual
pope as such, but rather the in sti tu tion of the Pa pacy. By this Je suit i cal dis- 
tinc tion they hold them selves free to re sist any pope who fails to fol low
their dic tates; nor would they lament if such a pope were “prov i den tially”
speeded on his way to heaven. It is they, in fact, who com prise the Pa pacy.
Their un al ter able aim is to re store the na tions of the world to the con trol of
the Catholic Church.

As re cently as 1886, the pub lic press spoke frankly and fear lessly about
the men ac ing tac tics of the Je suits to se cure this world con trol by the Pa- 
pacy. The New York Tri bune, of Sept. 19, of that year, in a dis patch from
Rome re port ing the se ri ous ill ness of Pope Leo XIII and his sub se quent
rapid re cov ery, states that the Lon don Times re ferred ed i to ri ally to the re- 
port that Pope Leo’s close ap proach to death “was due to poi son ad min is- 
tered by the Je suits.” It re lates that, af ter his sud den re cov ery, the pope es- 
tab lished a new pol icy in the Church to wards the Je suits, “and that this new
line of pol icy is the price at which he was able to pro cure the an ti dote which
they alone could sup ply.” The Tri bune re port goes on to say:
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“Within three days of the re cov ery from his ill ness, the pope is sued a Bull re-es tab lish ing
all the priv i leges, im mu ni ties, ex cep tions and in dul gences for merly ac corded to the ‘So ci- 
ety of Je suits’, and declar ing null and void all doc u ments which his pre de ces sors have ever
writ ten against the or der. The fact that Leo XIII re stored the or der to what it was in the
days of its supreme power is more than enough to par a lyze all hopes of a peace ful de ter mi- 
na tion of the con flict be tween the Vat i can and the Quiri nal; for the Je suits con sti tute the
bel liger ent el e ment of Catholi cism, and are thor oughly ‘in tran si gent’ on the sub ject of the
tem po ral power of the world es cap ing from the con trol of the church…”

Far be it from us to doubt the sin cer ity of the Je suits and their fol low ers in
be liev ing that the con trol of the world by the Catholic Church is the only
so lu tion for the ills of mankind. They are wel come to their con vic tion, and
are free in the United States to prop a gate their teach ing and carry out their
ac tiv i ties to wards that end. The tra di tional man ner in which they carry out
their de signs, how ever, should be dis turb ing to all who strive to sus tain the
demo cratic ide ol ogy and the prin ci ples of free dom and tol er ance cher ished
so highly in this coun try.

In or der to ob tain their ob jec tive, they spend all their en er gies (as Nazi-
Fas cism does) against the two forces they con sider in im i cal to their cause
— - Ju daism and Freema sonry. From its first found ing, the Je suit Or der has
bat tled, by ev ery means, against these two, be cause they are the chief ad vo- 
cates of tol er ance and free dom for all. By the ruth less elim i na tion of Jews
and Freema sons in so many coun tries of Eu rope, Nazi-Fas cism has merely
ef fected what the Je suits have schemed and worked for dur ing many cen- 
turies.

In France, Ger many, Hun gary, Poland, Spain, Bel gium and Italy, the Je- 
suits, for many years be fore Mus solini and Hitler, led the fight against the
Jews and Freema sons. In each of these coun tries it was a Catholic priest
(pro to types of Fa ther Cough lin) who was the spear head of Fas cist at tacks
on both Ju daism and Freema sonry. In France it was the Je suit Fa ther Du
Lac, with his Ligue Na tionale Anti-semi tique de France; in Ger many the Je- 
suit Fa thers Over manns, Muck er mann, Lof fler and Pachtler; in Hun gary it
was Fa ther Adal bert Bangha, and Fa ther Bres ciana in Italy — all of these
worked un der the ban ner of Pos i tive Chris tian ity and Chris tian Front to
fight Ju daism and Freema sonry, in or der to get the mil lions of un sus pect ing
non-Catholics to serve their ends. They all pro claimed a cru sade for “The
Chris tian Ref or ma tion of States and of the World.”1 Fa ther Over manns2

states that “the rock of pos i tive moral Chris tian law”3 is the best foun da tion
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for the cre ation of or ga ni za tions ca pa ble of re unit ing the mem bers of all
Chris tian re li gions.

Fa ther Hug ger, S. J., shortly af ter the es tab lish ment of the Ger man Re- 
pub lic, wrote (in Stim men der Zett, June, 1919, p. 171):

“We are fac ing a ru inous state of af fairs. Once again the work of restora tion will have to be
ac com plished by youth. Will the Con gre ga tions of Mary not go forth for the third time as
the in stru ment of re con struc tion cho sen by Di vine Prov i dence?”

Hitler4 also iden ti fied his Na tional So cial ist Party with “Pos i tive Chris tian- 
ity.” In his Mein Kampf5 he states that he im bibed his anti-Semitism and his
ha tred of Ma sonry from the Catholic Chris tian So cial Party of Lueger, then
Mayor of Vi enna, when he went there as a young man. “By com bat ing the
Jews,” he says, “I am help ing the work of the Lord.”

This “Chris tian Re form of States” — which is also the sub ject of the late
Pope’s fa mous en cycli cal Quadragestmo Anno — is noth ing else but the es- 
tab lish ment of the Fas cist, Cor po ra tive State, in which nei ther Jews nor
Freema sons will have any part. Need less to say, it is also anti-Protes tant.

The Je suit Fa thers Pachtler and Muck er mann pro claimed the Fas cist
doc trines of Nazism be fore Hitler was heard of. Fa ther Muck er mann wrote
pro lif i cally in fa vor of racial eu gen ics and ster il iza tion,6 and con tin ued to do
so even in spite of the con dem na tion of ster il iza tion in the en cycli cal Casti
Con nu bii of Pope Pius XI in 1929.

Jules Michelet, the great French his to rian, in his His toire de France, and
the Ger man his to rian Wil helm Her zog,7 stress the fact that those who di- 
rected the anti-Semitism at the time of the Drey fus Af fair de pended upon
the in struc tions and, above all, upon the fi nan cial sup port of the Je suits. The
Croix de Feu and the Parti Fran cais in France, and the Catholic Rex ist
Party in Bel gium also had the sup port of the Je suits. The Li bre Pa role, anti-
Semitic daily news pa per, was founded by Je suit money and its trea sury was
con stantly re plen ished by them.8 The anti-Semitic lead ers of the Drey fus
Af fair, which was a plot against the French Re pub lic, were prod ucts of Je- 
suit schools or had Je suit con fes sors. In France, as else where, anti-Semitism
and anti-Ma sonic cam paigns took the form of “in te grated Na tion al ism.”9

They called for ex pul sion of Jews and Freema sons, the over throw of the
French Re pub lic, and the set ting up of a “Na tion al ist State.” Hen lein’s Party
in Czecho slo va kia, like wise, preached the doc trines of Oth mar Spann, the
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the o reti cian of the Cor po ra tive State and a pro tege of the Je suits. One of the
first acts of Fa ther (now Mon signor) Josef Tiso, when he be came Nazi pre- 
mier of Slo vakia, was the de struc tion of all Ma sonic lodges.

In his Mein Kampf Hitler re peats these prin ci ples of the Je suits against
Ju daism and Freema sonry like a well-trained par rot. All that he says against
the Jews and the rev o lu tion in Ger many af ter the war, about Zion ism, Jew- 
ish ex ploita tion of in de cency and ob scen ity in lit er a ture, movies, the ater
and the press, their part in the or ga ni za tion of vice, pros ti tu tion and white
slav ery, was bor rowed al most word for word from the of fi cial writ ings of
the Je suits. Ev ery thing he says, like wise, against the Freema sons — their
fight for re li gious tol er ance, their ef forts to break down racial and re li gious
bar ri ers, as well as their al leged dis loy alty to Ger many dur ing the world war
— is in agree ment with both the teach ing of the Je suits and of the popes in
their en cycli cals against Ma sonry. The Je suit Fa ther Bea,10 shortly af ter the
rev o lu tion in Ger many, wrote:

“The part played by many Jews at the time of the rev o lu tion… the Zion ist move ment… all
this should be a les son to those who take their re li gion and their coun try se ri ously to put
them selves res o lutely on the de fen sive. The in crease of anti-Semitic lit er a ture and anti-
Semitic or ga ni za tions is ev i dence that the peo ple are ready for the fight against Ju daism.”

As far back as 1911 Fa ther Over manns, writ ing in Stim men aus Maria
Laach, states:

“It is im pos si ble to deny the harm ful in flu ence of the Jews on the ideal which we de sire in
our lit er a ture… The Jews make use of the great scope of their in flu ence to spread cor rupt
and ob scene prin ci ples and thus cause im mense dam age to the spir i tual life… Ev ery one
can see that they cre ate many lit er ary works which are in spired by vile and worldly ideas…
the books of these writ ers are filled with the base plea sures of life, a vile sen su al ity and
pure nat u ral ism. The com mer cial sense of the Jews is not of fended by the worst ob scen i- 
ties, white slav ery, pros ti tu tion and im moral ity of all kinds…”

The popes be fore Hitler pro claimed all this in even more bru tal terms. Pope
Pius VII, who re stored the Je suits to the Catholic Church and the na tions of
Eu rope af ter the down fall of Napoleon in 1814, is sued a Bull in 1821
against the Freema sons. He calls Freema sonry “a can cer and a deadly dis- 
ease of so ci ety.” And the rea son he gives is be cause Ma sonic Lodges up- 
hold the idea of re li gious tol er ance: “…they re ceive into their or der all
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classes and all na tion al i ties, and fa vor all kinds of moral codes and all
forms of wor ship.”

The cul mi nat ing point in the Vat i can’s fight against Jews and Freema- 
sons is to be found in the en cycli cals of Popes Pius IX and Leo XIII. Pius
IX styles Ma sonic Lodges “Syn a gogues of Sa tan,” and ac cuses them of
hav ing fo mented wars and rev o lu tions which put Eu rope to the fire and the
sword. Pope Leo XIII, in his en cycli cal Hu manum Genus (1884), calls
Freema sonry “a work of the devil,” and “an im pure epi demic.” He ac cuses
Freema sonry of aim ing to de stroy the churches, the state, and the pub lic
well-be ing. He states that among the chief rea sons why Freema sons, and
democ racy, must be con demned are the fol low ing:

“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, so that they can be de posed, will ing or un will- 
ing, ac cord ing to the wishes 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.”

He ends his en cycli cal by invit ing all the Catholic clergy as well as the
whole lay world to ex ter mi nate the Freema sons with out mercy.11

All this was the plan of Mus solini and Hitler as ex pressed and put into
prac tice by Nazi-Fas cism. Cir cum stances have per mit ted it to go far ther
than the popes and to carry its prin ci ples by pro pa ganda, in va sion and war,
into the whole world. In un der min ing the po si tion that Jews and Freema- 
sonry ac quired since the French Rev o lu tion, it threat ens to de stroy the en- 
tire work of po lit i cal and re li gious free dom ini ti ated by the Protes tant Ref- 
or ma tion. It thus serves the aims of the Ro man Church and the So ci ety of
Je sus, founded chiefly for the work of Counter-Ref or ma tion. For both Ro- 
man Catholi cism and Nazi-Fas cism re gard the ideas that came out of the
Ref or ma tion and the French Rev o lu tion as the chief source of the evils of
our time — evils which they trace for their ori gins to Rousseau, Calvin,
Luther, John Huss and Wycliffe — to Paris, Geneva, Wit ten berg, Prague
and Lon don.

All of this again is to be found in the “Pro to cols of the El ders of Zion.”
An ex am i na tion of this mat ter in the next chap ter will show con clu sively
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that this in fa mous forgery is the work of none other than the dis ci ples of Ig- 
natius Loy ola.

1. P. Lof fler, S. J., Zur Jubelfeier der Mar i an is chen Kon gre ga tio nen
Freiburg, pp. 21, 47: G. M. Pachtler, S. J., Der Stille Kriegge gen Thron
und Al tar. (The Silent War against Throne and Al tar), 1876; P. Bres- 
ciani, S. J., The Jew of Verona and The Ro man Re pub lic, pub lished in
the Je suit mag a zine Civiltà Cat tolica, Rome.↩ 

2. In Stim men der Zeit (Je suit mag a zine), Feb. 1918, p. 182 et seg.↩ 

3. For the Je suits, “Chris tian” is syn ony mous with “Ro man Catholic”.↩ 

4. Cf. Art. 24 of “The Na tional So cial ist Party Pro gram”: “Die Partei als
solche ver tritt den Stand punkt eines pos i tiven Chris ten tums,”↩ 

5. P. 70, 1931, Ger man ed.↩ 

6. Cf . Muck er mann, Her mann, S. J.: Volk s tum, Staat und Na tion — eu- 
genisch gese hen (“The Peo ple, State and Na tion — from the Eu genic
view point”); also his Rassen forschung und Volk Zukunft, Berlin, 1932,
in which he ex presses the de sire that the doc trine of race will pen e trate
the na tional con scious ness as a re li gion (p. 81).↩ 

7. Der Kampf einer Re pub lik — die Af fi are Drey fus, p. 34, et pas sim.↩ 

8. Cf. Her zog, opus cit., pp. 27, 52.↩ 

9. Idem, pp. 26, 36.↩ 

10. In Stim men der Zeit, (Je suit mag a zine), 1921, p. 172.↩ 

11. Fa ther Cough lin’s mag a zine, So cial Jus tice, Oct.-Nov. 1939, re it er ated
all this in a se ries of three ar ti cles en ti tled Freema sonry in the Scheme
of Sa tan. They re peat the pa pal as ser tions that Freema sonry is al lied
with the Jews and Com mu nists, and end by call ing it, in the words of
Pope Pius IX, “The Syn a gogue of Sa tan.”↩ 
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2. The Je suits And The Pro to‐ 
cols Of Zion

IT IS AD MIT TED by all in tel li gent peo ple that the so-called “Pro to cols of
the Wise Men of Zion” are crim i nal forg eries, and could never have been
writ ten ei ther by a group of Jews or Freema sons. Yet their au thor ship re- 
mains un known. The amaz ing part of it is that this fan tas tic fraud has suc- 
ceeded in its planned ob jec tive — the oust ing of all Ju daic-Ma sonic in flu- 
ence in Cen tral Eu rope by meth ods that would bring a blush to the cheek of
a Torque mada.

The con tents of these al leged Pro to cols are well enough known, and
have been broad cast by Nazi-Fas cist (and Ro man Catholic) agents in ev ery
coun try as ver ba tim re ports — pro ces ver baux — of se cret con fer ences at
which cer tain Jew ish lead ers drew up plans for the for ma tion of an in vis i ble
world-gov ern ment. With the help of Ma sonic Lodges and the lib eral, demo- 
cratic, so cial ist and com mu nist par ties, these “El ders of Zion” are said to
have con spired for the over throw of all non-Jew ish gov ern ments and to de- 
stroy all re li gions other than Ju daism. Ev ery de spi ca ble means to weaken
Chris tian in sti tu tions is set forth by the imag i nary lead ers of this vast con- 
spir acy.

All this is to be ac com plished prin ci pally by means of the Ma sonic or- 
ders through out the world, as the blind dupes and will ing tools of this al- 
leged su per-im pe ri al ism of the Jews. Credit is claimed for the Jews in hav- 
ing in sti gated prac ti cally all rev o lu tion ary move ments of the past cen tury,
as sas si na tion of rulers and heads of states, all the wars, civil, racial and in- 
ter na tional, and all the up heavals in and through out the na tions — from the
Protes tant Ref or ma tion to the eco nomic con di tions that re sulted in our busi- 
ness de pres sion. Be hind it all there is pic tured the cold cal cu la tion, the un- 
scrupu lous cun ning and mur der ous fa nati cism of these “El ders of Zion.”
Pro to col One tells of a vast army of spies and se cret agents, well sup plied
with funds, who bore from within and cre ate dis sen sion and rev o lu tion in
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all coun tries. Sup port of an ar chist, com mu nist and so cial ist move ments for
the de struc tion of Chris tian civ i liza tion is out lined in Pro to col Three; also
the de base ment and ruin of the cur rency sys tem, lead ing to a world-wide
eco nomic cri sis. Uni ver sal war against any na tion or group of na tions which
fails to re spond, is planned in Pro to col Seven. Pro to col Ten con tains par tic- 
u lars how all moral ity is to be un der mined and lead ing states men black- 
mailed, com pro mised and ca lum ni ated in or der to force them to serve the
ends of the con spir a tors.

The se cret con clave, at which these mon strous plans were pur ported to
have been drawn up, is said to have been held un der the aus pices of “one of
the most in flu en tial and most highly ini ti ated lead ers of Freema sonry”; they
are also said to have been “signed by rep re sen ta tives of Zion of the Thirty-
Third De gree.”

No group or or ga ni za tion could ever be as evil and sa tanic as these Ju- 
daic-Ma sonic “El ders of Zion” pic ture them selves to be. They are the
apoth e o sis of the anti-Christ, and could have been con jured up only by the- 
o log i cal minds im bued with the fear ful ex pec ta tion of the even tual com ing
of an anti-Christ.

It must be ad mit ted that there is a cer tain sim i lar ity be tween this rev o lu- 
tion ary plan of ac tion and the Bol she vist pro gram that fol lowed the as sas si- 
na tion of the Czar of Rus sia and the over throw of the Keren sky regime. But
of the sev en teen mem bers of the Coun cil of Peo ple’s Com mis sars of the So- 
viet gov ern ment at that time, only one, Trot sky, was a Jew. Nei ther have the
Ma sons ever been the least bit in flu en tial in Rus sia, ei ther un der the Czar or
the So vi ets. A world-wide eco nomic de pres sion also has since hap pened,
some what sim i lar to that al legedly planned by these el ders of Zion. By no
means, how ever, have the Jews and Ma sons ever so com pletely con trolled
the world’s fi nances. They suf fered as much as oth ers as a re sult of the eco- 
nomic de ba cle in 1929.

The Nazi-Fas cists, who have suc cess fully ex ploited these Pro to cols to
their great ad van tage, and who have used these crim i nal forg eries to at tain
their pri mary ob jec tive, might well be ac cused of their au thor ship. But their
pub li ca tion an te dated the rise of Fas cism by a quar ter of a cen tury, when
Hitler and Mus solini were young sters learn ing their mul ti pli ca tion ta bles in
school, and Franco bab bling his “Hail Marys” at his mother’s knee.

Now, au thor ship of an anony mous doc u ment is best dis cov ered from the
doc u ment it self — by the cause it fa vors and by the en e mies it de picts.
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These will ap pear even if placed in re verse. A clear sam ple of this can be
seen from such an anal y sis of a part of these Pro to cols of Zion which I have
be fore me. It is a re print from The Catholic Gazette, of Feb ru ary, 1936, a
monthly pub li ca tion of the Catholic Mis sion ary So ci ety of Lon don, Eng- 
land. Space lim its per mit the quo ta tion of only parts of this ne far i ous doc u- 
ment. The Ju daic-Ma sonic con spir a tors are speak ing:

"As long as there re mains among the Gen tiles any moral con cep tion of the so cial or der, and
un til all faith, pa tri o tism, and dig nity are up rooted, our reign over the world shall not
come…

"We have still a long way to go be fore we can over throw our main op po nent, the Catholic
Church…

"We must al ways bear in mind that the Catholic Church is the only in sti tu tion which has
stood, and which will as long as it re mains in ex is tence, stand in our way. The Catholic
Church, with her me thod i cal work and her ed i fy ing and moral teach ings, will al ways keep
her chil dren in such a state of mind as to make them too self-re spect ing to yield to our
dom i na tion, and to bow be fore our fu ture king of Is rael…

"That is why we have been striv ing to dis cover the best way of shak ing the Catholic
Church to her very foun da tions…

"We have black ened the Catholic Church with the most ig no min ious calum nies; we have
stained her his tory and dis graced even her no blest ac tiv i ties. We have im puted to her the
wrongs of her en e mies, and have thus brought these lat ter to stand more closely by our
side… We have turned her Clergy into ob jects of ha tred and ridicule, we have sub jected
them to the con tempt of the crowd… We have caused the prac tice of the Catholic Re li gion
to be con sid ered out of date and a mere waste of time…

"One of the many tri umphs of our Freema sonry is that those Gen tiles who be come mem- 
bers of our Lodges, should never sus pect that we are us ing them to build their own jails,
upon whose ter races we shall erect the throne of our Uni ver sal King of Is rael…

"So far, we have con sid ered our strat egy in our at tacks upon the Catholic Church from the
out side… Let us now ex plain how we have gone fur ther in our work, to has ten the ruin of
the Catholic Church… and how we have brought even some of her Clergy to be come pi o- 
neers of our cause.

"We have in duced some of our chil dren to join the Catholic body, with the ex plicit in ti ma- 
tion that they should work in a still more ef fi cient way for the dis in te gra tion of the Catholic
Church…



18

"We are the Fa thers of all Rev o lu tions — even of those which some times hap pen to turn
against us. We are the supreme Mas ters of Peace and War. We can boast of be ing the Cre- 
ators of the REF OR MA TION! (sic). Calvin was one of our Chil dren; he was of Jew ish de- 
scent, and was en trusted by Jew ish au thor ity and en cour aged with Jew ish fi nance to draft
his scheme in the Ref or ma tion.

"Mar tin Luther yielded to the in flu ence of his Jew ish friends, and again, by Jew ish au thor- 
ity and with Jew ish fi nance, his plot against the Catholic Church met with suc cess…

"Thanks to our pro pa ganda, to our the o ries of LIB ER AL ISM and to our MIS REP RE SEN- 
TA TIONS OF FREE DOM (sic), the minds of many among the Gen tiles were ready to wel- 
come the Ref or ma tion. They sep a rated from the Church to fall into our snare. And thus the
Catholic Church has been sen si bly weak ened, and her au thor ity over the Kings of the Gen- 
tiles has been re duced al most to naught…

"We are grate ful to PROTES TANTS for their loy alty to our wishes—al though most of
them are, in the sin cer ity of their faith, un aware of their loy alty to us…

"France, with her Ma sonic gov ern ment, is un der our thumb. Eng land, in her de pen dence
upon our fi nance, is un der our heel; and in her Protes tantism is our hope for the de struc tion
of the Catholic Church. Spain and Mex ico are but toys in our hands. And many other coun- 
tries, in clud ing the U.S.A., have al ready fallen be fore our schem ing…

"Like wise, as re gards our diplo matic plans and the power of our se cret so ci eties, there is no
or ga ni za tion to equal us. The Je suits are the only ones to com pare with us. But we have
suc ceeded in dis cred it ing them, …for they are a vis i ble or ga ni za tion, whereas we are safely
hid den un der cover of our se cret so ci eties.

“But the Catholic Church is still alive…”

"We must de stroy her with out the least de lay and with out the slight est mercy… Let us in- 
ten sify our ac tiv i ties, in poi son ing the moral ity of the Gen tiles. Let us spread the spirit of
rev o lu tion in the minds of the peo ple. They must be made to de spise Pa tri o tism and the
love of fam ily, to con sider their faith as a hum bug… Let us make it im pos si ble for Chris- 
tians out side the Catholic Church to be re united to that Church, oth er wise the great est ob- 
struc tion to our dom i na tion will he strength ened and all our work un done…

"Let us re mem ber that as long as there still re main ac tive en e mies of the Catholic Church,
we may hope to be come Mas ters of the World… And let us re mem ber al ways that the fu- 
ture Jew ish King will never reign in the world be fore the Pope in Rome is de throned…
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“When the time comes and the power of the Pope shall at last be bro ken, the fin gers of an
in vis i ble hand will call the at ten tion of the masses of the peo ple to the court of the Sov er- 
eign Pon tiff to let them know that we have com pletely un der mined the power of the Pa- 
pacy… The King of the Jews will then be the real Pope and the Fa ther of the Jew ish World-
Church.”

When all this is placed in re verse, the fol low ing ap pears:

The Catholic Church is the only up holder of moral ity, the so cial or der,
faith, pa tri o tism and dig nity…
The Catholic Church is the only in sti tu tion which has stood, and which
will al ways stand, in the way of anti-Christ.
The Catholic Church is the great ex am plar of me thod i cal work, ed i fy- 
ing and moral teach ings; she al ways keeps her chil dren self-re spect ing,
and will never bow to sa tanic al lure ments.
Only when Catholics be come ashamed of pro fess ing the pre cepts of
the Church and obey ing its com mands, shall we have the spread of re- 
volt and false lib er al ism.
The Catholic Church has been black ened by the most ig no min ious
calum nies, her his tory has been stained, and her no blest ac tiv i ties dis
graced. The prac tices of the Catholic Church are not out of date or a
mere waste of time.
Freema sonry is al lied with Sa tan against the Catholic Church. Not all
priests are to be trusted; lib eral Catholic priests only serve the work of
the devil.
The Ref or ma tion was the work of evil con spir a tors, Calvin and Luther
were fi nanced by them to over throw the Catholic Church.
Free dom and lib erty are mere rep re sen ta tions of good. Protes tants have
un wit tingly helped to bring all the evils into our present world. Protes- 
tant Eng land aims to de stroy the Catholic Church. All that may hap pen
in Spain and Mex ico is a part of a plot against the Catholic re li gion.
The Je suits are not an un der hand or ga ni za tion, but all they do is open
and above board. The Je suits are the only or ga ni za tion, how ever, who
can de feat the force of evil in the world.
FI NALLY: As long as the Pope re mains on his throne in Rome the
world is safe…
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This is ex actly what is taught in all Catholic schools. Ev ery re treat and
mis sion given to priests and lay peo ple be gins with St. Ig natius’ pic ture of
“The Two Camps” — the Catholic Church led by God on one hill, and a
com bi na tion of Protes tants, Jews, Ma sons, com mu nists, so cial ists and athe- 
ists on the other led by Sa tan.

And all of this is to be found again in Fa ther Cough lin’s So cial Jus tice
mag a zine. In its is sue of Feb ru ary 5, 1940, for in stance, he re it er ates that
the Catholic Church is “the ideal Chris tian Front” and pro claims that all
those op posed to, or not with, it be long to anti-Chris tian groups which will
soon “ap pear in car nated in the per son of Anti-Christ him self.” He says that
“lay Chris tian lead er ship of so cial mat ters is to be con demned.” In the same
is sue a spe cial cor re spon dent of his mag a zine in Rome writes an ar ti cle that
the “Only Hope of Chris tian Eu rope Lies in Rome,” and that Eu rope can be
saved only by the restora tion of the Holy Ro man Em pire; that Eng land,
“who more than any other coun try now rep re sents the neo-Ju daic, anti-
Catholic spirit,” will be de stroyed by Ger many and Italy. In an other part of
this is sue, lib eral Catholic priests, like Msgr. John A. Ryan, are called
“Hireling Clergy” paid by left-wing rev o lu tion ary groups. To wards the end
is a trick ques tion naire which im plies twenty an swers aimed to se cure a poll
from its read ers which will be con dem na tory of democ racy.

Al though first pub lished in Rus sia in 1903, the Pro to cols of Zion had
their ori gin in France and date from the Drey fus Af fair, of which the Je suits
were the chief in sti ga tors. They were planned also first to take ef fect in
France, by the over throw of the “Ju daic-Ma sonic” gov ern ment of the
French Re pub lic. But the dis cov ery of the gi gan tic fraud of Leo Taxil, who
had been openly sup ported by the Je suits, the con clud ing of the Franco-
Rus sian al liance, along with the Vat i can’s dif fi cul ties with the French gov- 
ern ment at that time, made it more op por tune to have them ap pear first in
Rus sia.

These Pro to cols of sup pos edly Jew ish lead ers are not the first doc u ments
of their kind fab ri cated by the Je suits.

For over a hun dred years be fore these Pro to cols ap peared, the Je suits
had con tin ued to make use of a sim i lar fraud called The Se crets of the El- 
ders of Bourg-Fontaine against Jansenism — an anti-Je suit French Catholic
move ment among the sec u lar clergy. The anal ogy be tween the two forg eries
is per fect — the se cret as sem blage in the for est of Bourg-Fontaine; the plan
of the “con spir a tors” to de stroy the Pa pacy and es tab lish re li gious tol er ance
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among all na tions; the al leged plot against Throne and Al tar, and the set ting
up of a world-gov ern ment in op po si tion to the Catholic Church. There is the
same drama ti za tion of the neg a tive pole of the his toric evo lu tion of the
world, in or der to bring out, by con trast, the pos i tive Chris tian [Catholic]
pole, around which all con ser va tive forces — the monar chy, the aris toc racy,
the army, the clergy — must gather to save the world from Sa tan’s on- 
slaught.

An a lyz ing, there fore, the ends to be at tained by these Pro to cols of Zion,
the means to be em ployed, the forces de picted as evil and those to be con- 
sid ered good, we must reach the con clu sion that only to those whose ob jec- 
tives these forg eries were clearly in tended to serve, can their au thor ship be
at trib uted.
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3. The Strange Case Of Leo
Taxil

THE PRIME MO TI VA TION of Catholic Ac tion is its es cha to log i cal com plex
that the Vat i can, as God’s des ig nated cham pion, must do open bat tle with
the forces of Sa tan be fore the world ends. Present world trends have con- 
vinced Catholic lead ers that the time for that Ar maged don is fast ap proach- 
ing. In their minds there is not the slight est doubt but that ul ti mate and com- 
plete vic tory will be theirs. Nei ther have they any doubt as to who com prise
these forces of Sa tan. They now name com mu nism as the generic term for
the ob jec tive at which the var i ous forces aim who are on Sa tan’s side
against the Catholic Church. And since they hold that all who are not 100
per cent with the Catholic Church are against it, lib er als of all kinds are
placed un der the ban ner of com mu nism. Lead er ship of these com bined
forces of evil is ac cred ited to world Jewry and Freema sonry.

“The Pro to cols of Zion,” pre ceded by the like forgery of “The Se crets of
the El ders of Bourg Fontaine,” have spread this be lief among Catholics ev- 
ery where. Ob vi ous forg eries though they are ad mit ted to be, it is safe to say
that noth ing con trib uted more to the rapid vic to ries of Fas cism over the
forces of lib erty and tol er ance than these al leged Pro to cols of the El ders of
Zion. As has been pointed out, they in sid i ously pic ture world Jewry and
Freema sonry as con spir ing to es tab lish the reign of Sa tan on earth and, by
con trast, the Catholic Church as the sole bul wark and only cer tain tri- 
umphant force against it. As em ployed by Nazi-Fas cism in the past ten
years, this fan tas tic but clever fraud has al ready suc ceeded in dis cred it ing
demo cratic in sti tu tions of gov ern ment, even in the United States, and in
glo ri fy ing the au thor i tar ian rule of force and bru tal ity.

No one can deny the chief role which the Catholic Church has played in
these events and all that has led up to them dur ing the past half cen tury.
Pope Pius IX1 calls Freema sonry “…the Syn a gogue of Sa tan…hose ob ject
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is to blot out the Church of Christ, were it pos si ble, from the face of the
earth.” Pius X2 says:

“So ex treme is the gen eral per ver sion that there is room to fear that we are ex pe ri enc ing the
fore taste and be gin nings of the evils which are to come at the end of time, and that the Son
of Perdi tion, of whom the Apos tle speaks, has al ready ar rived upon the earth.”

As has been shown in a pre vi ous chap ter, the popes of Rome con demn Ma- 
sonry as in al liance with Ju daism chiefly be cause it teaches tol er ance of all
re li gions and works for the es tab lish ment of pop u lar gov ern ment, sec u lar
ed u ca tion and in ter na tional broth er hood. There is noth ing too fan tas tic that
the popes and Catholic au thor i ties have not be lieved and prop a gated against
Ju daic- Ma sonic aims and ac tiv i ties. The most as tound ing and out ra geous
were the al leged rev e la tions of the arch-im poster Leo Taxil to wards the end
of the last cen tury. So suc cess ful was his de cep tion of the pope him self and
the whole Catholic world, that Fa ther Her bert Thurston, S. J., is forced to
de plore the fact that ex am ples of “ex ces sive credulity have been too
lamentably brought home to our gen er a tion by the out ra geous im pos tures of
Leo Taxil.”3

Taxil’s real name was Jo gand Pages, and he is de scribed by Fa ther
Thurston (loc. cit.) as “the most blas phe mous and ob scene of anti-cler i cal
writ ers in France.” He was once jailed for hav ing pub lished a book en ti tled
Les Amours de Pie (“The Love Af fairs of Pope Pius IX”). That was all be- 
fore his con ver sion to the Catholic Church. It was then that he be gan to
make al leged rev e la tions about the Freema sons, and pub lished a large num- 
ber of books about them, each more as tound ing than the other.

Sens ing the Catholic Church’s de mon com plex, Taxil played this up with
con sum mate art. In his many nov els, which were pub lished by the Catholic
press all over the world, Taxil stressed the cult of De monism, or what he
called Sa tanisme. He pic tured the Freema sons as prac tic ing this wor ship of
the devil, and ac cused them of as sas si na tions, sex ual or gies and white slav- 
ery. He re counted that the Freema sons tried to get women into their power
to the point of forc ing them to have in ter course with the devil. As proof that
Freema sonry was se cretly con trolled by the Jews, he re vealed their al leged
prac tices of Jew ish rit u als.

The Catholic clergy ev ery where were es pe cially de lighted with Taxil’s
sin is ter novel Pal ladis mus, the story of Di ana Vaughan who, ac cord ing to
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him, was the re sult of the union of her mother with a devil named Bi tron.
These fan tas tic rev e la tions con vinced many that the Catholic hi er ar chy
were in di rect con tact with this daugh ter of the devil through the in ter me di- 
ary of Leo Taxil, now their pro tege. Pope Leo XIII re ceived Taxil in pri vate
au di ence, gave him his bless ing, as sured him that he had read his books
against the Freema sons with in tense in ter est, and that his writ ings were of
great ben e fit to the cause of the Catholic Church. I pass over the ques tion
many will ask as to how an in fal li ble pope could be so com pletely de ceived
by one of the most out ra geous im posters who ever lived. It was one time
that the Je suits too were out done.

For a long time Leo Taxil en joyed the easy suc cess he had ob tained by
play ing upon the credulity of the Catholic clergy and laity. Then came the
great de noue ment — planned and car ried out by him self, as it were, for the
fun of it. In or der to en joy his vic tory over the Je suits to the very last, he
called a pub lic meet ing in Paris on April 10, 1894, and an nounced, to the
con ster na tion of his hear ers, that all his ac tiv i ties, his books and pam phlets,
as well as the story of Di ana Vaughan, the daugh ter of the devil who had
been con verted to the Catholic Church, were noth ing but a huge joke dis- 
pas sion ately con cocted and ex e cuted by him. He qui etly told them that Di- 
ana Vaughan was merely the name of his typ ist!

The in ter est ing, and se ri ous, point in the whole af fair is the fact that it
was the Je suits who trans lated Taxil’s nov els into Ger man. The Je suit Fa ther
Gru ber, whose ar ti cle on Freema sonry in The Catholic En cy clo pe dia is
noth ing but a re hash of what Taxil says about it, widely pub li cized all his
books. And they con tin ued to re assert that what he had writ ten was per- 
fectly in ac cord with ac tual facts, even af ter they had bro ken with him be- 
cause of his dra matic ex pose of him self."

And even to this day, in the United States, the Catholic Church con tin ues
to pub lish and broad cast Taxil’s frauds about Freema sonry and its al liance
with world Jewry. The New World, of fi cial or gan of the Catholic Arch dio- 
cese of Chicago, in its is sue of March 26, 1910, pub lished an ar ti cle en ti tled
Freema sonry — The Open Door To Damna tion, as defam a tory and fan tas tic
as any thing Leo Taxil ever wrote. It was re pro duced, as a sam ple of
Catholic an i mus to wards Ma sons and Jews, in the Sou venir edi tion of Life
and Ac tion dur ing the Knights-Tem plar Con clave in Au gust that same year.
It states that “Jews are the mas ter spir its of the Ma sonic craft,” that
“Freema sonry was founded and or ga nized by Jews in the vain hope of de- 
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stroy ing Chris tian ity,” that they plot as sas si na tions of prom i nent men, even
in Amer ica, and cor rupt the ju di ciary to set mur der ers free. Rem i nis cent of
Pope Leo’s con dem na tion of Freema sonry in his Bull Hu manum Genus, is
the fol low ing:

“A so ci ety that ad mits to mem ber ship Chris tians, Turks, Jews, Chi nese, and ev ery other
species of bar bar ian, and amal ga mates them — or the ma jor ity of them — into an army of
in fi dels and athe ists, must be an i mated and con trolled by the malev o lence and mal ice of the
evil spirit… There is no rea son to doubt that a Christ-hat ing Jew is the head of the Ma sonic
craft at this time — and at all times.”

There is no need here to stress the fact that, when it comes to at tacks on Ju- 
daism and Freema sonry, Leo Taxil has noth ing on Fa ther Cough lin. This
priest and his pow er ful sup port ers among the Catholic clergy and laity in
Amer ica are copy ing the meth ods of Hitler and the other dic ta tors who have
ruth lessly oblit er ated Freema sonry and Ju daism from all of Cen tral Eu rope.
In re al ity they are not so much im i ta tors of Hitler, Mus solini and Franco as
the suc ces sors of the Popes, the Je suits and the Tax ils who ini ti ated the
cam paign half a cen tury be fore Nazi-Fas cism came into be ing. Its ob jec tive
was, and is still, to de stroy the ef fects of the Ref or ma tion and to re-es tab lish
the Holy Ro man Em pire of the Ger man Na tion.

1. Cf. Brief of Nov. 1865. These and other quo ta tions have been pub- 
lished time and again in Fa ther Cough lin’s So cial Jus tice mag a zine,
and in other printed and mimeo graphed brochures sent out from his
Shrine at Royal Oak, Mich. One of these is called The Mal ist — For
the Hon est and Hon or able, pub lished at Meri den, Conn.↩ 

2. Cf. Suprema Apos to la tus, 1903.↩ 

3. Cf. Hoens broech, Der Je suitenor den, Vol. II, page 504.↩ 
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4. The Reestab lish ment Of The
Holy Ro man Em pire

EU ROPE’S TRAGEDY, in Catholic opin ion, is due to the break ing up of its
great pa pal-con trolled con fed er a tion of states by the Protes tant Ref or ma- 
tion. All the ef forts of the Catholic Church since have been di rected to the
work of counter-Ref or ma tion — to re-es tab lish the po lit i cal and so cial or der
of pre-Ref or ma tion times. That or der of states was hi er ar chi cal, not demo- 
cratic, and was ruled at the top by the dual sovereignty of Pope and Em- 
peror, by the union of Church-State au thor ity. The po lit i cal and so cial or der
that re sulted from the Ref or ma tion, both in Eu rope and Amer ica, is re- 
garded by the Catholic Church as pa gan and anti-Chris tian; they give it the
name of “pseudo-democ racy.”

This is to be found in all of fi cial Catholic writ ings and is the bur den of
all pa pal en cycli cals. The Je suit weekly Amer ica,1 for in stance, tells us that
the evils of our present time are to be as cribed to this “pseudo-democ racy,
which is pa gan in its re mote ori gins and leads to an in hu man wage sys tem,
an up rooted pro le tariat and pau perism.” It goes fur ther to say: “Protes tant,
ra tio nal ist, and now def i nitely anti-Chris tian in its in spi ra tion, its log i cal
fruit is So cial ism,” and calls for “a re turn to an in te gral so cial or der, the
prin ci ples of which are still pre served in our lan guid mem ory of the great
me dieval ex per i ment.”

Few re al ize how in tense is the ha tred of of fi cial Ro man Catholic spokes- 
men for the Amer i can demo cratic way of life. This same Je suit mag a zine
Amer ica (which ad ver tises it self as “the most in flu en tial Catholic mag a zine
in the United States”) pub lished the fol low ing in its is sue of May 17, 1941,
six months be fore Pearl Har bor:
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"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 refuse to bend the knee or bow the head in sub mis sion to
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. In re al ity, is it worth de fend ing?
What’s the sum and sub stance of it all? 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. The
New Or der in Eu rope will be ei ther a Nazi or a British to tal i tar i an ism, or a com bi na tion of
both…

"Amer i can democ racy is dis in te grat ing, crum bling from within. Fa tigue, dis il lu sion ment,
dis gust, the un bear able ten sion in so ci ety, the fear of war and the fear of bank ruptcy, the
ab sence of se cu rity, the tech no log i cal rev o lu tion which has gone far be yond the in stru- 
ments of so cial con trol, deep-rooted, an ar chis tic ha tred of a so cial or der, which has too
long de nied the prin ci ple of so cial jus tice, the re volt of the masses and the lev el ing of all
val ues, the ab sence of any com mon eth i cal ba sis — these are but a few of the mul ti ple fac- 
tors in the de cline which is now upon us…

“Lead er ship in this cri sis will not come from the laity. It will not come from the bot tom of
the Catholic pyra mid. It will come only from the top, from the Hi er ar chy. The Chris tian
Rev o lu tion will be gin when we de cide to cut loose from the ex ist ing so cial or der, rather
than be buried with it.”

What ever opin ion the Catholic Church may now ex press about Hitler and
his Nazi-So cial ism, it stands 100 per cent with him and the other fas cist dic- 
ta tors in this avowed ob jec tive of de stroy ing the po lit i cal and so cial or der
that came out of the Ref or ma tion and sub sti tut ing there for an in te gral, pos i- 
tive-Chris tian hi er ar chi cal con fed er a tion of states, sim i lar to that which ex- 
isted be fore Protes tantism dis rupted the au thor i tar ian or der of things in
Cen tral Eu rope. Hitler laid it down in ar ti cle 24 of his Na tional So cial Party
Pro gram that “the Party as such starts from the stand point of a Pos i tive
Chris tian ity.” This is specif i cally a Je suit prin ci ple of ac tion, with the ul ti- 
mate ob jec tive of in duc ing all Chris tian sects to unite with the Catholic
Church for a “Chris tian re form of states” — the es tab lish ment of an hi er ar- 
chi cal group ing of cor po ra tive states en tirely de void of Jew ish, Ma sonic
and Protes tant in flu ence. Bishop Hu dal2 and other Ger man prelates have
pointed out the iden tity of the fun da men tals of Na tional So cial ism and
Catholi cism. Fa ther Cough lin and his Je suit sup port ers preach the same in
this coun try. To date, Hitler’s blitzkriegs are ac com plish ing in fact ev ery- 
thing set forth in his ide o log i cal con cepts for a “new or der” in all of Eu rope
af ter his ruth less ex ter mi na tion of Ju daism and Ma sonry.
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For cen turies Vat i can pol icy has based all its hopes for the restora tion of
its do min ion over the na tions of Eu rope upon a strong, mil i taris tic Ger many
that would cleanse the Con ti nent of all British Protes tant in flu ence from the
West, and, above all, safe guard it from Russo-Slavic in va sion from the East.
A Greater Ger many, in other words, must be made again the cen ter of a re- 
vived Holy Ro man Em pire.

It is sig nif i cant that Pope Leo XIII urged this very plan upon the late
Kaiser Wil helm II dur ing the lat ter’s last visit to the Vat i can. The Kaiser, in
his Mem oirs,3 vividly de scribes the col or ful and solemn set ting in which the
in ter view took place, and says that he jot ted down what was said for fu ture
ref er ence. What in ter ested him most was Pope Leo’s in sis tence that, by war,
if nec es sary, the Holy Ro man Em pire should be re stored, and that to this
end “Ger many must be come the Sword of the Catholic Church.” 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.”

Hitler suc ceeded the Kaiser and by Ger many’s mil i tary might wiped out
from all of Eu rope pop u lar gov ern ment, Freema sonry, and all the demo- 
cratic free doms against which Pope Leo XIII and other nine teenth cen tury
popes ful mi nated their con dem na tions.

Catholic pro pa gan dists in the United States, de spite ex pressed opin ions
to the con trary, have not been un aware of this iden tity of in ter ests be tween
Nazi-Fas cism and Catholic aims, and diplo mat i cally, but def i nitely, have
been striv ing for their re al iza tion. Hitler’s early con quests in Aus tria and
Czecho slo va kia were ap plauded as “a nat u ral re-ad just ment in Eu rope” by
the Catholic Jus tice Her bert O’Brien of New York, in an ar ti cle fea tured in
the New York Her ald Tri bune of March 29, 1938. Need less to say, his opin- 
ions are not solely his own, but were ob vi ously dic tated to him by of fi cial
Catholic au thor ity. Tak ing oc ca sion to warn the United States from par tic i- 
pat ing in war on the side of Eng land and France, Jus tice O’Brien stated that
such a war would be un just since its ob jec tive would be “to op pose cer tain
po lit i cal ad just ments and changes in Cen tral Eu rope re sult ing in eco nomic
and na tion al is tic con fed er a tions which had ex isted for gen er a tions be fore
the great world con flict… and also to re sist that great con fed er a tion of
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small groups which, up to the break ing out of the great world war, had en- 
joyed, un der the benef i cent sway of the Haps burgs, com mer cial pros per ity,
in de pen dence and peace.” He goes 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.”

He wrote that “dis mem ber ment of the Aus trian Em pire was the most tragic
blun der of the twen ti eth cen tury. When Eng land and France chopped up
Aus tria they ru ined Eu rope.” He ap plauded Hitler’s suc cess in de stroy ing
Protes tant British hege mony in Cen tral Eu rope and in se cur ing a re turn to
the po lit i cal and so cial set-up of the cor po rate union of states in a re vived
Holy Ro man con fed er a tion:

“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?”

He un cov ered the whole pre tense of of fi cial Catholic op po si tion even to
Hitler’s re li gious and racial per se cu tions as well as to his “pro tec torates”
over non-Ger man na tions as fol lows:

“It hap pened with Hitler. It would have hap pened with out Hitler, and in spite of Hitler. And
with the in clu sion of these non-Ger manic groups, Hitler’s anti-re li gious and racial per se cu- 
tions must ter mi nate and van ish. Hitler will pass away, but the great re-es tab lished union,
to gether with re li gious lib erty, will sur vive.”

What the Catholic Church is hop ing and work ing for as a re sult of the
present death strug gle be tween the fas cist and demo cratic blocs is the re-es- 
tab lish ment in Eu rope of the “Real State,” a rigid hi er ar chi cal sys tem
wherein in fe ri ors are sub ject to su pe ri ors. In this sys tem each in di vid ual,
like a cell in a body, must humbly sub mit to his fate and oc cupy his “nat u ral
place” which is al lot ted to him from birth and have no de sire to get away
from it. This ba sis of so cial struc ture is not only anti-Jew ish, but also anti-
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Protes tant. It cor re sponds ex actly to the sys tem of the Je suit Or der it self as
founded by Ig natius Loy ola, the es sen tial point of which con sists in an hi er- 
ar chi cal struc ture of ideas, and is char ac ter is tic of all Catholic po lit i cal
thought.4 The hi er ar chi cal, as op posed to the Protes tant demo cratic sys tem,
holds that the dif fer ent races con sti tute the hi er ar chi cal steps in a cos mic
sys tem which no one has the right to change or mod ify ei ther by in di vid ual
or col lec tive will.

The Je suit Fa ther Muck er mann, in his many works on race hy giene,
fully ex plains this ide ol ogy which is at the ba sis of all the aims and acts of
Nazi-Fas cism. Mix ture of races, he holds, pro duces “in har mo nious” de scen- 
dants who have dif fi culty in al low ing them selves to be ab sorbed into a na- 
tional unity. It is well known that mix ture of races brings forth strong in di- 
vid u al i ties; and these in the Je suit view, would dis rupt the static “har mony”
they de sire among peo ples and na tions, as well as nul lify the gre gar i ous in- 
stinct which the Je suits en deavor to fos ter. In their view “har mony” is a
state where each one places him self humbly and vol un tar ily in the or ganic
niche ap pointed for him by the supreme au thor ity with out any “di a bolic in- 
har mo nious” de sire to leave it. This is the way the Je suit Or der it self is built
up, and this is the ideal Catholic aim for states and groups of states in the
po lit i cal and so cial or der. It is the or ganic, static, hi er ar chi cal, in te gral ist,
cor po ra tive sys tem of Nazi-Fas cist teach ing, which is al ready in ef fect in
many coun tries of Eu rope. It is in di rect op po si tion to the dis in te gral ist, dy- 
namic, lib eral, free, demo cratic con cept of po lit i cal and so cial or der.

The Je suit Or der has its “Aryan para graph” cor re spond ing ex actly to that
of Hit lerism. Its Con sti tu tions con tain six im ped i ments against re cep tion
into the Or der, the first of which is Jew ish de scent up to the fourth gen er a- 
tion. If Jew ish de scent is dis cov ered af ter a can di date’s ad mis sion, it pre- 
vents his “ra di a tion.” This Aryan para graph first ap peared in the statutes of
the Or der in 1593, was con firmed in 1608 and is to be found in the lat est of- 
fi cial edi tion pub lished in Flo rence in 1893. Gen eral coun cils of the or der
have many times pro claimed that Jew ish de scent must be con sid ered as “an
im pu rity, scan dal, dis honor and in famy.”5 Suarez, noted Je suit the olo gian,
also states that Jew ish de scent is an im pu rity of such in deli ble char ac ter that
it is suf fi cient to pre vent ad mis sion into the Or der.6

This iden tity of in ter ests be tween Nazi-Fas cism and Je suit Catholi cism
in the mat ter of op po si tion to the mix ture of races and re li gions is some- 
thing that can not be de nied. And this ide ol ogy is the prime cause of the war
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that is dev as tat ing the world at the present time. Hitler, the fa natic, has al- 
ready gone a long way to bring it to re al iza tion. If he suc ceeds in mak ing it
per ma nent, the “new or der” which he has vowed to bring about in Eu rope
will be what the Catholic Church has been stren u ously work ing for dur ing
the past four cen turies. As a re sult, Eu rope will be en tirely free of that
“pseudo-demo cratic lib er al ism” so hate ful to of fi cial Catholi cism. With or
with out Hitler, as Jus tice O’Brien says, it had to come. And its be gin nings
could only have been ac com plished by the ruth less war now be ing waged
by Nazi-Fas cism — a fact which its Je suit pro po nents have fully re al ized
dur ing their cen turies of counter-Ref or ma tion ac tiv i ties. But it is only by
fac ing this fact, and for get ting Ro man Catholic pro pa ganda in our daily
news pa pers, that we can un der stand why a vic tory for an au thor i tar ian Ger- 
many, not its crush ing de feat by the demo cratic Al lies, has been fer vently
de sired by the Vat i can.

1. April 13, 1940.↩ 

2. Die Grund la gen des Na tion al sozial is mus, p. 18.↩ 

3. See, The Kaiser’s Mem oirs, by Wil hem II, trans lated by Thomas R.
Ybarra, p. 211, Harper & Bros. 1922.↩ 

4. Cf. René Fülop Müller, Macht und Oe heim nis der Je suiten, p. 41; also
his Rassen heirar chie als Kirch liche Lehre, pp. 42, 204.↩ 

5. In sti tu tium S. J., p. 278, 302; also Je suit Lex i con, p. 939.↩ 

6. F. Suarez, Trac ta tus de re li gione So ci etatis Jesu, p. 34.↩ 
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5. Hitler And The Catholic
Church

HITLER is a prod uct of the Catholic Church. He has never re nounced the
re li gious doc trines nor con demned the po lit i cal aims and as pi ra tions of the
Church into which he was born and bap tized. Just as his fa ther re garded the
Catholic priest hood as the high est state to which any one could as pire, so to
him as a child the priest ap peared as the ideal hu man be ing. In his au to bi og- 
ra phy Hitler says that he was deeply im pressed with the re li gious cer e- 
monies of the Catholic Church and was a mem ber of the choir in his parish
church. In his free time he took singing lessons at the nearby monastery.
“This,” he says, “sup plied me with the best op por tu nity to steep my self in
the solemn mag nif i cence of the bril liant feasts of the Church.”1

These early emo tions never com pletely dis ap peared, and he has al ways
re mained con scious of the ex tremely sug ges tive value of ec cle si as ti cal sur- 
round ings. To ward the end of his book he de scribes “the psy cho log i cal
con di tions which tend to cre ate that ar ti fi cial and mys te ri ous half-light in
Catholic churches — the wax ta pers, the in cense…” In fact, in his Mein
Kampf Hitler ap proves of ev ery thing par tic u larly re lat ing to Je suit Catholi- 
cism as op posed to Protes tantism. He ap proves of the in dis putabil ity of
Catholic dog mas,2 of the in tol er ant at ti tude of Catholic ed u ca tion,3 of the
ne ces sity of blind faith,4 of the per sonal in fal li bil ity of the pope — im posed
upon the Church by the Je suits in 1870,5 — and of the com pul sory celibacy
of the Catholic clergy. These are all mat ters that make Catholi cism rad i cally
dif fer ent from the other churches of Chris ten dom. In an open and prophetic
ex pres sion of his ad mi ra tion for the Catholic Church, he says:6

“Thus the Catholic Church is more se cure than ever. It can be pre dicted that, as pass ing
phe nom ena van ish away, she will re main as a bea con light amid these van ish ing el e ments,
at tract ing blind ad her ents in ever-in creas ing num bers.”
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This en thu si as tic dec la ra tion of the Führer is not only an ex pres sion of the
prophetic sense gen er ally at trib uted to him, but the man i fes ta tion of a de sire
firmly rooted in his soul. Like all Catholics of Cen tral Eu rope, he was ed u- 
cated to re sist Protes tantism — the his tor i cal en emy which has al ways en- 
deav ored to de tach gov ern ments and peo ples from the po lit i cal and re li- 
gious in flu ence of the Church of Rome. Through out his book he has no
word of dis ap proval for the Je suit cam paign against all forms of Protes- 
tantism. It is true, that, in places, he states that both Protes tantism and
Catholi cism, as re li gious units, are of equal worth, so far as his Na tional So- 
cial ism is con cerned. But an anal y sis of his par tic u lar state ments re gard ing
the two re li gious sys tems im me di ately shows how closely he is bound to ul- 
tra mon tane Catholi cism. In the mat ter of racism and anti-Semitism, Hitler
clearly in di cates his hos til ity to Protes tantism. He says:7

“Protes tantism op poses in an ex tremely vig or ous man ner ev ery at tempt that is made to rid
the na tion of its worst en emy; in fact, the po si tion of Protes tantism with re gard to Ju daism
is more or less dog mat i cally fixed. But we have now come to a point where this prob lem
will have to be solved; oth er wise all at tempts at the re nais sance of Ger many and na tional
re gen er a tion will be of no avail.”

It is true that Protes tantism, can never as so ciate it self with Je suit racism.
The protest to Hitler by the Ger man Con fes sional Church in 1936, makes
this clear: “Anti-Semitism,” it says, “of ten pro vokes ex cesses that noth ing
can jus tify, and which are merely the re sult of ha tred for the Jew ish mi nor- 
ity.”8

The iden tity of Hitler’s ide ol ogy with that of tra di tional Je suit Catholi- 
cism can not be de nied; nor the fact that by ruth less per se cu tion and armed
might, in col lab o ra tion with the other Catholic dic ta tors, he has for warded
the ul ti mate ob jec tives of the Catholic Church. Hitler, Mus solini, Franco
and Salazar (the Catholic dic ta tor of Por tu gal) ousted Jew ish, Ma sonic and
Protes tant in flu ence from all of Eu rope from the Arc tic to the Mediter- 
ranean. In spite of this, how ever, many in Amer ica are still skep ti cal of any
pre de ter mined con nec tion be tween Nazi-Fas cism and Je suit Catholi cism.
They point to the “per se cu tion” of the Catholic Church in Ger many, and to
pro fes sions of faith in democ racy by some Catholic spokes men in the
United States.

There is here a case of ob vi ous con tra dic tion be tween re al ity and ap pear- 
ance. In the first place, Nazi op po si tion to the Catholic Church in Ger many
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has been con fined to its “lib eral” el e ments, and Catholic lead er ship has al- 
ways op posed these more than any oth ers. The Je suit party has long feared
the in fil tra tion of Protes tant and lib eral ideas into the Ger man Catholic
mind. Dur ing the post-war years, when Ger many was a demo cratic re pub- 
lic, many of the or di nary sec u lar clergy and some of the re li gious or ders be- 
came en am ored of the lib eral, sec u lar iz ing spirit. They formed the back- 
bone of the Catholic Cen ter Party — which was the last bul wark against
Hitler’s rise to power. But this last el e ment of lib er al ism in Ger many was
dis solved by or der of Pope Pius XI, as a stip u lated con di tion of the Vat i- 
can’s con cor dat with Nazism; its leader, Klausener, was as sas si nated in the
“blood purge” of June 30, 1934. The last lib eral party in Italy also, headed
by the ex iled priest Don Sturzo, shared the same fate at the hands of the
same Pope Pius XI. It is noth ing new in Catholic his tory that re li gious and
so cial re form ers from within the Church should be the first to suf fer its en- 
mity. The heretics of his tory, de liv ered over to au to crat civil power for
burn ing and im pris on ment by the Church, are mute wit nesses to this un- 
chang ing pol icy of in tran si gent Catholi cism.

It can eas ily be seen that the iden tity of Je suit po lit i cal thought with the
ob jec tives of Nazi-Fas cism makes it im per a tive to con ceal it from the
Amer i can pub lic. Were it oth er wise, the Catholic Church would suf fer com- 
plete loss of its pres tige in the United States — in the eyes of Catholics and
non-Catholics alike. It is not sur pris ing, there fore, that the fol low ing ev i dent
con tra dic tions may be noted with re gard to Catholic Church pro pa ganda:

1. Op pos ing views of Je suit au thors on ac tual ques tions con cern ing pol i- 
tics, eco nom ics, and even re li gious mat ters;

2. The adop tion of na tional pe cu liar i ties in all coun tries, even in pa gan
lands;

3. The com bat ing of so cial ism with one hand and of fer ing it friend ship
with the other;

4. The fa vor ing of chau vin ist and na tion al ist views as well as of in ter na- 
tional pa cific ten den cies;

5. The mak ing of elo quent dec la ra tions in fa vor of democ racy, and at the
same time seiz ing upon ev ery pos si ble means to un der mine and wreck
it;

6. The cre ation of sit u a tions ap par ently con tra dic tory of one an other.



35

Apart from this, there is noth ing in sin cere on the part of in tran si gent
Catholic lead er ship. The guid ing forces of mod ern Catholi cism are as sin- 
cere in their con vic tion as their pre de ces sors of old that noth ing good can
come out of lib eral po lit i cal and so cial regimes. Lib er al ism in re li gion is
anath ema to them and their great est en emy. They de sire peace, but hold
with the Nazi-Fas cists that peace can come only by war, with all its ap- 
palling con se quences, as a nec es sary evil. For by vic to ri ous war alone, they
hold, can men and na tions to be made to sub mit to the hi er ar chi cal idea of a
world-or der of states, races and in di vid u als. Their con vic tion is that peace
can come only from that “har mo nious” ac qui es cence of men bound to their
“nat u ral place” in so ci ety and re li gion. From its apex, this pyra mid of states
is to he to tally ruled by the theo cratic in sti tu tion of the Catholic Church,
with the Pope of Rome as the Vicar of Je sus Christ and the sole mouth piece
of Almighty God.

Alone, and with out well-planned di rec tion, Adolf Hitler never could
have ac com plished what he did to this end. All the world is now con vinced
that he was no idle dreamer, nor just a poor pa per-hanger, when he at- 
tempted his Mu nich Beer-hall putsch. His vi sions were re al is ti cally
sketched out for him by those who di rected him as a youth, and the
grandeur of their ideas of a to tal i tar ian world, sym bol ized by rit u al is tic cer- 
e monies in cathe drals and churches, urged him to ac tion.

When Hitler drew Aus tria into his hi er ar chic con fed er a tion, his ac tion
was greeted by Heils from Catholic Church prelates. Af ter his blood less ab- 
sorp tion of Czecho slo va kia and the land of the hated Hus sites, there was re- 
joic ing again within the Catholic world. A fee ble, eas ily an swered com- 
plaint from the Vat i can fol lowed his blitzkrieg that brought Catholic Poland
again into the or bit of a cen trally-con trolled Eu rope. Def i nite re fusal met
the re quest of Pres i dent Roo sevelt, through his “peace am bas sador” to the
Vat i can, that Pope Pius XII con demn Hitler’s in va sion of Protes tant Den- 
mark and Nor way.

Only short-sighted, ide al is tic Amer i cans fail to un der stand that Hitler
and the in tran si gent lead ers of Ro man Catholi cism are one with Mus solini
when he de clared:

“Cap i tal ism, par lia men tar i an ism, democ racy, so cial ism, com mu nism, and a cer tain vac il lat- 
ing Catholi cism, with which, sooner or later, we shall deal in our style, are against us.”
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All of these, par tic u larly the last, are the forces which the Je suits and their
counter-Ref or ma tion have fought against (and made use of) since the time
of Mar tin Luther and his as so ciates.

1. Cf. Mein Kampf, p. 4.↩ 

2. p. 293.↩ 

3. p. 385.↩ 

4. p. 417.↩ 

5. p. 507.↩ 

6. P. 513. See _The Catholic Church in Hitler’s “Mein Kampf_; 15c
Agora Pub lish ing Co. [Avail able from Luther an Li brary.org] It was a
priest, Fa ther Staempfle, not Hitler, who re ally wrote”Mein Kampf."↩ 

7. P. 123↩ 

8. Cf. Basler Na tional Zeitung, July 20, 1936.↩ 
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6. The Catholic Church And The
Cor po ra tive State

A FEW YEARS AGO, Amer i cans con sid ered it in cred i ble that the Catholic
Church could be of fi cially in fa vor of the Fas cist cor po ra tive state; much
less that it could have been in any way re spon si ble for the ori gin and spread
of Cor po ratism. They re fused to be lieve that the vaunted en cycli cal
Quadra ges imo Anno, of Pope Pius XI, was an en dorse ment of the Nazi-Fas- 
cist ob jec tive to dis credit and de stroy the struc ture of the lib eral demo cratic
state, and to set up, in its stead, au thor i tar ian, hi er ar chi cal regimes. Yet, this
en cycli cal em bod ied the whole aim of the Catholic Church for half a cen- 
tury be fore the rise of Fas cism, namely, the to tal re con struc tion of the then
ex ist ing so cial or der on Catholic-Fas cist lines. The real ti tle of this en cycli- 
cal is: “On the Re con struc tion of the So cial Or der,” and its plan is ac tu ally
the ec cle si as ti cal coun ter part of the Fas cist mil i tary on slaught against lib- 
eral ism and democ racy.

Amer i cans heard Fa ther Cough lin preach this for eight years, but merely
shrugged their shoul ders and took it for granted that his rant ings were those
of a crack pot and had noth ing to do with the true aims and ac tiv i ties of the
Catholic Church. It can now be seen that this plan of the Vat i can, though
cam ou flaged in terms to quiet the fears of Amer i cans, was be ing car ried
for ward of fi cially by the Catholic Church in the United States as vig or ously
as in Eu ro pean coun tries.

In our first is sue of The Con verted Catholic Mag a zine,1 at ten tion was di- 
rected to the plan as pub lished un der the aus pices of the Na tional Catholic
Wel fare Con fer ence, and signed by 131 Catholic prelates and noted lay men.
It ad vo cated a change in the United States’ Con sti tu tion to per mit the en act- 
ment of the rec om men da tions of Pope Pius XI into Amer i can law. It praised
the NRA [Na tional Re cov ery Ad min is tra tion], which is now ad mit ted as
hav ing been pat terned on Fas cist Cor po ra tive lines,2 and which was abol- 
ished by unan i mous opin ion of the U. S. Supreme Court as de struc tive of
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Amer i can democ racy. In spite of this, how ever, this plan of the Catholic
Church says: “Had the NRA been per mit ted to con tinue, it could read ily
have de vel oped into the kind of in dus trial or der rec om mended by the Holy
Fa ther.”

So cau tiously had this plan been ad vanced in the United States, that it
was not un til the Ro man Catholic hi er ar chy, in 1940, is sued its pro nounce- 
ment on “The Church and the So cial Or der”3 that the press could safely
head line the news that “The Catholic Hi er ar chy Ad vo cates Cor po ra tive
Sys tem for the U. S.”4 Strange to say, there was then no pub lic out cry. And
even now, when pa tri otic Amer i cans are turn ing the search light of sus pi cion
on ev ery sign of po lit i cal and eco nomic sub ver sion, the great est Tro jan
Horse of them all con tin ues to tower un mo lested in the very shadow of their
search lights. In news pa per of fices, this Tro jan Horse of Je suit Catholi cism
is still re garded as the feared and un touch able “sa cred cow.”

The mis con cep tion that the cor po ra tive sys tem is purely an eco nomic
mat ter, has blinded the Amer i can press and pub lic to the real aim be hind
Catholi cism’s ad vo cacy of it. Cor po ratism is in deed the eco nomic in gre di- 
ent of Fas cism. But it is also the es sen tial el e ment of Fas cism, since the cor- 
po ra tions make a par lia ment or con gress un nec es sary. For these cor po ra- 
tions are the means through which the “Leader” ex er cises his dic ta to rial
will. It was pre cisely be cause the Supreme Court judged that, by the NRA,
Con gress had ab di cated its pow ers and was thus paving the way for Fas- 
cism, that it took vig or ous ac tion against it. The en tire ide ol ogy of Fas cism
and Nazism — in so cial, eco nomic, ed u ca tional, re li gious and mil i tary mat- 
ters — is con tained in the cor po ra tive sys tem. Cor po ratism is Fas cism.

The Ro man Catholic bish ops, though cau tiously, have spo ken none the- 
less as plainly in fa vor of Nazi-Fas cist ide ol ogy as the Catholic hi er ar chies
of Italy, Spain and Ger many. Like Hitler and Cough lin, they start from a
stand point of “pos i tive Chris tian ity,” and call for “a com pre hen sive pro- 
gram for restor ing Christ to His true and proper place in hu man so ci ety,” for
“a re form of morals and a pro found re newal of the Chris tian spirit which
must pre cede the so cial re con struc tion.” Im plicit in this is the cus tom ary
anti- Semitic and Fas cist con dem na tion of the “Ma sonic-Ju daic plu- 
todemoc ra cies” as rest ing upon an im moral, un-Chris tian foun da tion.

It was in this same way that the Ro man Catholic bish ops of Italy, Spain
and Ger many sup ported the rise of Fas cism and Nazism in their re spec tive
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coun tries. In their pas toral let ter from Fulda on Au gust 30, 1936, the
Catholic hi er ar chy of Ger many solemnly de clared to their peo ple:

“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 Führer, with the help of God, suc ceed in this ex tra or di nary dif- 
fi cult work …What we de sire is that be lief in God, as taught by Chris tian ity, will not be
over come, but that it be uni ver sally rec og nized that this faith con sti tutes the only sure foun- 
da tion upon which can be built the pow er ful and vic to ri ous bul wark des tined to hold back
the forces of Bol she vism…”

All doubts as to the whole-hearted sup port of Hitler’s pro gram from the be- 
gin ning by the Catholic hi er ar chy in Ger many are cleared up by a pe rusal of
the dis courses and writ ings of Bishop Aloy sius Hu dal, Rec tor of the Col le- 
gio Teu ton ico in Rome and one of the closet con sul tors of the Holy See on
Ger man and Aus trian af fairs. In his book, The Fun da men tals of Na tional
So cial ism, he re peats the con tents of many of his al lo cu tions to the Ger man
colony in Rome. The fol low ing is a sam ple:

“Let us see, for ex am ple, how in ter est ing are some of the ob jec tives of the Na tional So cial- 
ist pro gram: pop u lar unity as op posed to ev ery thing that can dis rupt; lan guage as the na- 
tion’s spir i tual bond; con scious ness of Ger many’s his tor i cal des tiny; the sen ti ment of race
con scious ness; the at tempt to solve the Jew ish ques tion; as sur ance of pure Ger man breed- 
ing; de struc tion of par ties; cul ture of the fam ily, and the ideal of the large fam ily con sid- 
ered as a mat ter of honor and na tional pride; the mil i ta riza tion of the na tion…; a new sys- 
tem of in struc tion and ed u ca tion;the cor po ra tive idea; the aris to cratic prin ci ple of gov ern- 
ment by a Leader… Above all, the Ger man peo ple are in debted to this spir i tual move ment
for the slow de struc tion of the ide ol ogy of the Rights of Man, upon which the ed i fice of
Weimar was founded, as well as for de struc tion of faith in for mal ju ridi cal con sti tu tions, of
the dia lec tics of par lia men tary pro ce dures… and of democ racy”.

In or der to prove the iden tity of in ter ests be tween Catholi cism and Nazi So- 
cial ism, Bishop Hu dal5 quotes from the Catholic Ger man his to rian, Joseph
Lortz of Mün ster, who, in his work, His tory of the Churches, shows that
Catholi cism and Nazi-So cial ism agree on the fol low ing points:

"1. Both are mor tal en e mies of Bol she vism, Lib er al ism, and Rel a tivism, that is to say, of
the three deadly mal adies from which our age is suf fer ing, and which fiercely at tack the
work of the Church. The es sen tial ideas of Nazi So cial ism, to gether with the prin ci ple of
lib erty bound to au thor ity, cor re spond ex actly to the ideas that Popes Gre gory and Pius IX
en deav ored to im pose upon the 19th cen tury, in face of a world which called it self pro gres- 
sive, and which re ceived their teach ings with sar cas tic smiles. To this is added their com- 
mon fight against Freema sonry.
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"2. Their com mon fight against the God less move ment; against pub lic im moral ity; against
the stupid doc trine of equal ity, which is de struc tive of life; their fight for a ra tio nal and fer- 
tile struc ture of hu man so ci ety as de sired by God, and for the cor po ra tive struc ture of the
state as pro posed by Popes Leo XIII and Pius XI ( Quadra ges ima Anno); their com mon
fight against a mode of life that is un nat u ral and de prived of all healthy tra di tions as en- 
coun tered in great mod ern cities and work men’s lo cal i ties.

"3. By its prin ci ple of au thor ity and gov ern ment by a Leader, a prin ci ple upon which all na- 
tional life rests, Na tional So cial ism com bines the Ger man and the Catholic at ti tude to wards
hu man life.

“4. Most im por tant of all: Na tional So cial ism is a con fes sion of faith; op pos ing, as it does,
un be lief and de struc tive doubt it has con vinced all classes of so ci ety that the out look of the
be liever is not, as lib er al ism has taught, an at ti tude of in fe ri or ity, but one that car ries man
to wards the to tal ac com plish ment of his des tiny. And al though the Catholic Church should
never iden tify it self with any move ment, it can not af ford to miss the op por tu nity of grate- 
fully ac cept ing the help of this pow er ful ally in the fight which she is car ry ing on against
athe is tic ra tio nal ism.”

This Catholic his to rian calls at ten tion to the fact which Amer i can ob servers
have failed to note, that Nazi-Fas cism is but the out come of events in which
the Catholic Church has played a de ci sive role for cen turies. He says that
Na tional So cial ism is the “ful fill ment of des tiny,” and goes on to say:6

“It was born orig i nally out of the most pro found ten den cies of the epoch, of which it is the
crown ing act. Un doubt edly, we now have the right to speak of an es sen tial trans for ma tion,
of the birth of a ver i ta ble new era, the ac com plish ments of which will re main, A new epoch
has opened which will serve re li gion and the Church, and which will be ex traor di nar ily
well armed to carry on the light against athe ism.”

This, and much more, is quoted by Bishop Hu dal to prove the fun da men tal
iden tity of the aims and pur poses of Catholi cism and Nazi-So cial ism. The
Catholic bish ops in the United States can not af ford to be as frank in sup- 
port ing Nazi-Fas cist ide ol ogy in this coun try. They can not but ad mit, how- 
ever, that their fel low-bish ops in Nazi-Fas cist coun tries have been cor rect in
their anal y sis of the ben e fits which this anti-lib eral and anti-demo cratic ide- 
ol ogy will bring to the or ga ni za tion of Ro man Catholi cism.

1. Jan., 1940, p. 6.↩ 
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2. Cf. John T. Flynn, in the N. Y. World-Tele gram, July 12, 1940, where
he states that, by the NRA, Pres i dent Roo sevelt, un wit tingly, “at- 
tempted to in tro duce this fea ture of Fas cism into our coun try”.↩ 

3. Feb. 8, 1940. The N.C.W.C. called it “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”.↩ 

4. Cf. Rich mond Times Dis patch, Feb. 9, 1940.↩ 

5. Op cit p. 236 et seq. o p. 291 et seq.↩ 

6. Franz von Pa pen, a pa pal Knight and Hitler’s most suc cess ful hench- 
man, de clared in Der Volkischer Beobachter of Jan u ary 14, 1934: “The
Third Re ich is the first power which not only rec og nizes, hut which
puts into prac tice the high prin ci ples of the Pa pacy.”↩ 
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7. The Great est Tro jan Horse Of
Them All

A CLEVER MAS QUER ADE has al ways been char ac ter is tic of the po lit i cal ac- 
tiv i ties of Je suit Catholi cism. Je suitry is a word in all our dic tio nar ies that is
de fined as syn ony mous with sub tle du plic ity, in di rec tion and disin gen u ous- 
ness. His tory is wit ness to the un de ni able fact that the Je suit Or der, founded
in 1540 for the ex press pur pose of counter-Ref or ma tion, has ex celled in the
art of Machi avel lian du plic ity.1 It is an or ga ni za tion founded on mil i tary
lines to fight for the po lit i cal restora tion of the Ro man Pa pacy, and is the
only or der in the Catholic Church that binds its mem bers by spe cial oath for
this pur pose. It uses the deep-seated re li gious needs of the hu man heart in
or der to carry out a plan which is patently po lit i cal and re ac tionary from the
point of view of so cial mat ters.

This is a fact that must be borne in mind to day in or der to un der stand
what is be hind the on slaughts of what is known as Nazi-Fas cism against the
lib eral con sti tu tions of Protes tant demo cratic coun tries. Present-day events
ap pear as a mass of con tra dic tions and con fused para doxes which, if they
are to be fully un der stood, re quire a most acute anal y sis. In or der to un cover
the real forces which are play ing for high stakes in the game, it is not suf fi- 
cient to ex am ine the mere sur face of things as they hap pen. It is nec es sary
to dis cover who is pulling the strings from be hind the scenes. Oth er wise we
reach, not the real cul prits, but only the pup pets pushed out in front by their
po lit i cal mas ters to cover up and bear the brunt of the ini tial at tack.

All the ef forts so far made in Amer ica to fight the forces of Fas cism,
Nazism and Com mu nism, in or der to safe guard the gains of lib er al ism and
democ racy, have been frus trated by the fact that few have been aware that
their chief strength lies in their ide ol ogy. Only now is it be ing slowly re al- 
ized that they can never be over come by fight ing them merely along the
lines of eco nomic in ter ests. But all that comes un der the name of Fas cism
will never be suc cess fully met un til it is fur ther fully re al ized that the es sen- 
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tial foun da tion of its ide o log i cal fac tors is rooted in the past. Amer i cans will
never win out against it un less and un til they bring to light the ac ti vat ing
forces set in mo tion, long be fore Mus solini and Hitler, for the ex press pur- 
pose of ar rest ing and even tu ally de stroy ing the progress that fol lowed upon
the Protes tant Ref or ma tion and the Amer i can and French Rev o lu tions.
Nazi-Fas cism is not merely “Kaiserism with bad man ners.” It is the spear- 
head of a hid den force which set out long ago to im pose a new ide ol ogy
upon the post-Ref or ma tion world.

Re li gion, which has al ways been used by am bi tious op pres sors to serve
the ends of their po lit i cal power, is the mask to con ceal their scheme of ac- 
tion. Al though re li gion is the most sa cred of man’s needs, it is the eas i est
and most ef fec tive cloak to hide a poi soned dag ger from an en emy. It has
al ways been used by po lit i cal Catholi cism as a Tro jan horse with all the ap- 
pur te nances of war safely con cealed within its flanks. This is es pe cially the
case in lib eral demo cratic coun tries like the United States, where a wealthy
and pow er ful or ga ni za tion like the Church of Rome is safe guarded not only
against open at tack but even against mild and just crit i cism. Amer i can tol er- 
ance, lean ing back wards, has forced a rigid pol icy on lead ing news pa per of- 
fices and bu reaus of pub lic in for ma tion to treat the Church of Rome as a
“sa cred cow.” Just as the Tro jans un sus pect ingly ac cepted the mys te ri ous
horse thrust within their gates by the wily Greeks, so too has Amer ica stood
in awe of the “sa cred cow” of Catholi cism and has never dared even to
ques tion its pres ence. Amer i cans are justly fear ful of be ing ac cused of re li- 
gious big otry and in tol er ance, since they have long prided them selves as
guar an tee ing re li gious lib erty and free dom of ex pres sion to all com ers.
They have been thus with out means to jus tify an open in ves ti ga tion of an
or ga ni za tion sus pected of con ceal ing dy na mite that, touched off by other
dan ger ous forces, may ex plode in their midst and de stroy the very Con sti tu- 
tion that has en abled them to re main se cure and pros per ous them selves and
tol er ant to the Catholic church it self.

Ob servers in Amer ica’s ivory tow ers have been blinded to the real facts
be hind the present up heaval that threat ens to wipe out ev ery ves tige of post-
Ref or ma tion lib er al ism from the world. This is due in great part to that sub- 
tle du plic ity which has en abled Je suit Catholic forces to pave the way for,
and co op er ate with, Nazi-Fas cism’s suc cess ful ef forts to im pose on the
world an en tirely new ide ol ogy, while at the same time mak ing it ap pear in
Protes tant coun tries that the Catholic Church is on the side of democ racy,
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is, in fact, one of the main bul warks of democ racy. Its real aim and pur pose,
how ever, can be known only by an ex am i na tion of its ac tiv i ties be fore and
since the rise of Fas cism.

The Je suits take a solemn oath to fight a cru sade for “Catholic restora- 
tion,” the suc cess of which has al ways de pended first on the com plete de- 
struc tion of Protes tantism and its in creas ing lib er al iz ing ef fects on po lit i cal
and so cial life for the past four hun dred years. For it was Protes tantism that
un der mined the po lit i cal power of the pa pacy in the past. It made re li gion a
mat ter of in di vid ual choice; it lib er ated the in di vid ual from the au thor i tar i- 
an ism of kings and popes; it freed the civil state from ec cle si as ti cal in ter fer- 
ence; it caused non-Catholic gov ern ments to deny out right the vi tal claim of
the Church of Rome to be, by di vine right, a. uni ver sal, in de pen dent en tity
and su pe rior to all other forms of gov ern ment; it took away from the
Church of Rome di rect con trol over all the in sti tu tions that go to make up
the life of man — mar riage, ed u ca tion, char i ta ble, cul tural and recre ational
ac tiv i ties. It is now ac cused by Catholic spokes men as be ing the in sti ga tor
of com mu nism and athe ism and the ally of world Jewry and Freema sonry.

Space per mits only a very brief sum mary of the counter-Ref or ma tion ac- 
tiv i ties of Je suit Catholi cism which led to the rise and present suc cesses of
Nazi-Fas cism against the lib er al iz ing ef fects of the Protes tant Ref or ma tion.
The Thirty Years War, the mur der ous reign of the Duke of Alva in the
Nether lands, the mas sacre of St. Bartholomew and the bloody at tempts at
Catholic restora tion in Eng land, are vis i ble, and ter ri fy ing ex am ples of the
anti-Protes tant ac tiv i ties of the Je suit Or der in the past. It was they who in- 
sti gated the Drey fus Af fair as a means to over throw the French Re pub lic
and thus nul lify the ef fects of the French Rev o lu tions of 1789 and 1848. For
these, in the Je suit view, were also the re sult of the Protes tant Ref or ma tion.

“The Rev o lu tions of 1789 and 1848,” says the Je suit Fa ther Ham mer- 
stein,2 “were the re sult of the Ref or ma tion. And to day we are faced with a
choice of an al ter na tive: ei ther to live in a So cial ism dur ing these last years
of heresy [Protes tantism] or to in fect pub lic life with the prin ci ples of
Chris tian ism, that is to say ‘Catholic prin ci ples.’ Any thing else is but half -
mea sure.”

Hitler him self ad mits that he was helped by the meth ods of the Je suit
counter-Ref or ma tion to carry on his ide o log i cal war. His use of brute force
against all op pos ing con vic tions and philo soph i cal opin ions is the re sult of
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the fact, as he says,3 that “I made a rig or ous anal y sis of anal o gous cases
which are to be met with in his tory, es pe cially in the do main of re li gion.”

But it was not un til af ter World War I that the ac tive plan for Catholic
restora tion be gan to take shape. Be fore the com ing of Pope Pius XI, in
1922, the Catholic church had been forced into a more or less de fen sive po- 
si tion to wards the lib eral spirit of mod ern times. But with the elec tion of
this ad mit tedly pro-Je suit and pro-Fas cist pope, Mus solini and Hitler also
ap peared on the scene, and in com bi na tion with them the Catholic church
took the of fen sive. The fol low ing, from the his tor i cal work of Karl Boka,
[^civ] an ar dent sup porter of Catholic restora tion, is to the point:

“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 fight, 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.”

Since then we have wit nessed Catholi cism’s open sup port of ev ery step
taken by Nazi-Fas cism to im pose au thor i tar ian regimes upon all peo ples: its
ac tive co op er a tion in the sys tem atic op pres sion ex er cised by the Fas cist
regime in Italy it self; its se cret agree ment with Hitler’s Na tional So cial ism
(the Vat i can was the first to rec og nize Hitler’s regime); its sup port of Mus- 
solini’s shame ful con quest of Ethiopia and even of Japan’s in va sion of
China; its open al liance with Franco in his re bel lion against the Span ish Re- 
pub lic; its joy at the an nex a tion of Aus tria to Nazi Ger many and the oblit er- 
a tion of demo cratic Czecho slo va kia; its part in the fi nal tri umph of Leon
De grelle’s Rex ist Party in Bel gium and its ful some praise for the French
Fas cist State which un der “good Mar shal Petain,” took the place of the de- 
funct French Re pub lic. Af ter Pearl Har bor the Vat i can ac cepted Gen eral
Ken Harada as Am bas sador from Tokyo to the Holy See.

The full ac count of events in Ger many from 1918 till the rise of Hitler to
power has yet to be writ ten. But it can not be de nied that they were clev erly
ma neu vered to their out come by the machi na tions of Je suit diplo macy. The
own ing classes, whose lib er al ism was less an ex pres sion of ideal con vic- 
tions than of ma te rial in ter ests, were gripped with the fear of the growth of
so cial ism un der the Weimar Re pub lic. By clever pro pa ganda, Ro man
Catholic forces suc ceeded in con vinc ing them that an hi er ar chi cal church
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was their best pro tec tion against the at tacks of the “lower classes.” On the
other hand, they used the anti-lib er al ism of Ger man so cial ists to prove to
these lat ter that po lit i cal Catholi cism and the so cial ist move ment, both op- 
po nents of this lib er al ism, could form a solid ba sis for com mon ac tion in
the do main of po lit i cal ac tion.

The coali tion be tween the So cial-Democrats and the Catholic Cen ter
Party was the re sult of this ma neu ver; in re al ity it was an un con scious sub- 
mis sion of the for mer to Je suit Catholi cism, which was thus en abled to use
Catholic demo cratic politi cians and the anti-Je suits for its own ends. It was
so clev erly done that the real aim of the Je suits was not re al ized un til Pope
Pius. XI dis solved the Catholic Cen ter Party and thus left the way clear for
Hitler’s rise to power. In all this, Hitler had the co op er a tion of Mon signor
Kaas, the real head of the Catholic Cen ter Party. The role played by for mer
Chan cel lor Brün ing, the po lit i cal leader of the Party, is as ob scure as that of
his ill-fated col league Schuschnigg. The present pope, Pius XII, was pa pal
nun cio in Bavaria at that time and was well known to have been an en emy
of the Ger man Re pub lic. Af ter Hitler came to power he was sent as nun cio
to Berlin and im me di ately drew up a con cor dat be tween Hitler and Pope
Pius XI.

Shrewd Franz von Pa pen, a fa vorite pro tege of the Je suits, also played an
im por tant part in pre par ing the way for Hitler’s fi nal vic tory over the So- 
cial-Democrats and all other par ties in the Re ich stag.

And if we look closely into present hap pen ings in our own West ern
Hemi sphere we can not fail to note a cau tious, yet ag gres sive pro-Fas cist
and anti-lib eral trend in all of fi cial Catholic ut ter ances. Amer i can democ- 
racy’s great est dan ger is Fas cist pen e tra tion of the Latin-Amer i can Re- 
publics, whose way of life has al ways been con trolled by the Church of
Rome. Ev i dences are plen ti ful that this Nazi-Fas cist pen e tra tion has the
sup port of the Catholic Church.4 The Catholic press in the United States
ridiculed and openly re sented the at tempt of the United States to “im pose its
will” on the Pan-Amer i can Con fer ence held at Ha vana in 1942 to coun ter- 
act Nazi-Fas cist ef forts in South Amer i can coun tries. The close ob server
will not fail to note the pro nounced anti-Semitic, anti-Ma sonic, anti-British
and pro-Fas cist tone of of fi cial Catholic pe ri od i cals and news pa pers. They
also pooh-poohed any need of com pul sory mil i tary train ing in this coun try,
and in structed the Catholic peo ple to write to their sen a tors and rep re sen ta- 
tives in Wash ing ton to protest against ef forts to pass the Burke-Wadsworth
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bill. They ac cuse the Jews and the Ma sons and lib eral or ga ni za tions of be- 
ing the real “fifth colum nists” against whom Mr. Hoover and his FBI should
take ac tion.[^cix] Mon treal’s Catholic Mayor Houde in 1940 openly de fined
Canada’s law re quir ing na tional reg is tra tion for home de fense, and urged
the cit i zens of Canada’s largest city to dis obey the law.

Po lit i cal ec cle si as ti cism, which thus makes use of man’s need of re li gion
to serve its thirst for power, for feits the right to be called re li gious.

1. Cf. the well-known Je suit slo gan: “Suaviter in modo, for titer in re” —
“Be suave in man ner, ag gres sive in act”.↩ 
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2. In his book, The Church and the State, p. 132, pub lished be fore the
first world war in Eng land, when he was pro fes sor of Canon Law at
Dut ton Hall.↩ 

3. Staat und Parteien, p. 75, Max Niehans Ver lag, Zurich and Leipzig.↩ 

4. For con fir ma tion of these facts, see is sues of the Je suit mag a zine
Amer ica, N. Y. Catholic News, Brook lyn Catholic Tablet, So cial Jus- 
tice, et al. for 1940-41.↩ 
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8. Nazi So cial ism And Catholic
Restora tion

CATHOLIC AC TION, in sti tuted by Pope Pius XI, is a generic term for
Catholic re form and re con struc tion — the restora tion of Catholi cism to the
po si tion of au thor ity which it held over the na tions be fore the Ref or ma tion.
It has a two-fold ob ject: a purge of lib eral el e ments within the church it self,
and the com plete de struc tion of Protes tantism and its lib er al iz ing ef fects in
those coun tries which threw off the yoke of the pa pacy in the past. Catholic
Ac tion was brought into be ing co in ci den tally with the rise of Nazi-Fas cism,
and was later con sol i dated by the Lat eran Pact with Mus solini in 1929, and
by the con cor dat with Nazi So cial ism in 1933. It gained its ob jec tives to a
large ex tent in Eu rope through the mil i tary might and fifth col umn meth ods
of its Nazi-Fas cist part ner.

It can be safely said that Nazi-Fas cism and Je suit ism, the two great est
re ac tionary forces in the world to day, are but two facets of the same unity
— one civil, and the other ec cle si as ti cal. For an au thor i tar ian civil State
can not func tion prop erly with out the help of an au thor i tar ian ec cle si as ti cal
sys tem. It is none the less true, though not suf fi ciently rec og nized, that a free
elec toral State is im pos si ble with out the spir i tual sup port and nour ish ment
of a free church.

Nazi-Fas cism’s anti-Semitic ide ol ogy, its anti-Ma sonic and anti demo- 
cratic ac tiv i ties, its pro pa ganda meth ods, the hi er ar chi cal struc ture of its or- 
ga ni za tion, and even its war pro gram, were copied from the Je suit Or der.
The cru sades of the Mid dle Ages also be gan with per se cu tion of the Jews,
and were pre ceded by a purg ing within the church it self. Like wise a bru tal
cleans ing within Catholi cism pre ceded the wars of re li gion in sti gated by the
Je suits in the 16th and 17th cen turies. Its ob ject was to rid Catholi cism of
the hereti cal Protes tant in flu ences which had arisen within the church’s or- 
ga ni za tion be fore and af ter Mar tin Luther’s time. It is in the light of these
events that Nazi So cial ism’s fight with all the churches in Ger many must be
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re garded. On the one hand, it was an at tempted purge of re cal ci trant el e- 
ments within the Catholic Church which had been in fected with lib eral and
Protes tant ideas dur ing the post-war years in Ger many un der the Weimar
Re pub lic. On the other hand, it was a fight against Protes tantism and its lib- 
eral in sti tu tions which had been af forded still greater scope for de vel op ment
af ter the fall of the monar chy in 1918. The fight was car ried out, in both in- 
stances, ac cord ing to the tra di tional meth ods of Je suit strat egy.

Many Amer i cans, how ever, do not see it in this light. They think only of
the fact that the Hitler regime in the be gin ning in terned Catholic priests in
con cen tra tion camps be cause they re fused to obey his dic tates; that heads
of re li gious or ders were brought to trial for smug gling money out of the
coun try; that some of the mem bers of re li gious or ders were ar rested and
found guilty of crimes against morals; that some priests were im pris oned
for al legedly har bor ing com mu nists; that the Hit lerites turned against Car di- 
nal Faul haber, Car di nal In nitzer and the Bishop of Salzburg; 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 was an ni hi lated and its mem bers per se cuted; that
its leader, Dr. Klaus ner, was as sas si nated on June 30, 1934, in Hitler’s
“blood purge.” These and other facts are at times cited to show that Nazi
So cial ism seems to be ac tively op posed to the Catholic Church. They are,
how ever, merely facts whose real sig nif i cance is hid den be neath the sur- 
face. In re al ity, they are not in di ca tions of a war against the Catholic Church
as a whole, but only against cer tain groups op posed to a cor re spond ing
plan of re con struc tion and Fas cist reg i men ta tion in sti tuted at the same time
by Pope Pius XI within the church it self. Hitler, Goebbels, von Pa pen, and
the great est part of the high est of fi cials in the Third Re ich are Catholics by
birth and ed u ca tion.

The pop u lar con fu sion about the re la tions be tween the Catholic Church
and Nazi So cial ism is due to the fact that few peo ple have any pre cise
knowl edge of the in ner work ings of the Catholic Church. They have been
led to be lieve that Catholi cism is a rigidly uni form sys tem. The truth of the
mat ter is that it is not the won der ful unity that it is gen er ally sup posed to be.
Like all nat u ral and his tor i cal phe nom ena, the Catholic Church is also sub- 
ject to the law of po lar ity and philo soph i cal con tra dic tions. It has al ways
had its con ser va tive, re ac tionary el e ment pit ted against op pos ing lib eral
groups. In or der, there fore, to un der stand fully the sta tus of the Catholic
Church in re la tion to Nazi So cial ism it is nec es sary to know the de tails of
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these op pos ing ten den cies and forces within the church’s or ga ni za tion. His- 
tory alone can fur nish the key to the mys tery.

An out stand ing Catholic his to rian, Josef Schmidlin, draws a clear pic ture
of the dif fer ent fac tions which ex isted within the Catholic Church to wards
the end of the 19th cen tury, and how vic tory for the in tran si gent Je suit party
led to the rise of Fas cism. The fol low ing, from his His tory of the Popes of
Mo dem Times,1 is to the point:

"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 come 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.”

Thus it can be seen that the Catholic Church has been torn be tween two
main ir rec on cil able fac tions, cor re spond ing to the two op pos ing ide olo gies
of Fas cism and Democ racy, which are war ring to the death at present all
over the world. They are two dis tinct par ties whose ef fects are felt in all ec- 
cle si as ti cal groups in the church. They are par tic u larly ac tive dur ing times
of pa pal elec tions, and at all times go be yond the field of re li gion and pro- 
foundly af fect po lit i cal and so cial af fairs. Their ef fect can eas ily be seen in
ev ery phase of so cial and po lit i cal life in the United States.2
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The fight be tween these two op pos ing fac tions has been in creas ingly ev- 
i dent since the time of the En cy clo pe dists. The spirit of progress had de vel- 
oped so strongly in the 18th cen tury, even within the Catholic Church, that
Pope Clement XIV was able to suc ceed, where other popes had failed, in
com pletely sup press ing the So ci ety of Je suits which rep re sented, then as
now, the in tol er ant and in tran si gent el e ment of Catholi cism. In spite of Pope
Clement’s ir rev o ca ble de cree, how ever, the Je suits were again re stored to
power by Pope Pius VII af ter the fall of Napoleon in 1814.3 But the lib eral
Catholic groups, which rec og nized to a cer tain ex tent the vic to ries won by
the French Rev o lu tion, man aged to ex ist side by side with the Je suit re ac- 
tionary group which has al ways re garded the lib eral progress of civ i liza tion
as some thing per ni cious and di a bolic. The pro gres sive groups did all they
could to bring the teach ings of the church into line with mod ern philo sophic
doc trines, and thereby in curred the in creas ing en mity of the Je suit fac tion.
They showed them selves skep ti cal of relic and saint wor ship and of re li- 
gious sen ti men tal i ties in gen eral. More over, they made no se cret of their
hos til ity to the Je suits. The Bene dic tine Or der, long ante-dat ing the Je suits,
greatly an gered the lat ter by their ef forts in pro mot ing what is known as the
“Litur gi cal Move ment” — a re turn to Evan gel i cal Chris tian ity and an at- 
tempt to cleanse Catholic wor ship of mod ern in no va tions and su per sti tions,
such as won der-work ing de vo tions to the saints. They aimed this es pe cially
at the Je suits’ pet de vo tion of the “Sa cred Heart,” which has since been out- 
done, how ever, by more mod ern fads like the Lit tle Flower de vo tion. The
Je suits fought back by their usual un der hand meth ods of play ing on the
fears of bish ops and sec u lar priests and even by send ing mem bers of their
or der, dis guised as lay men, to spy on the Bene dictines, as was done at the
Bene dic tine Abbey of Maria Laach near Cologne.
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A se vere blow to the hopes of lib eral Catholic groups was the Syl labus
of Er rors de creed by Pope Pius IX at Je suit in sis tence. One of these “er- 
rors,” in par tic u lar, fairly took the ground from un der the feet of those who
had striven for a more pro gres sive and lib eral Catholi cism. In com plete ac- 
cord with tra di tional Je suit in tran si gence, Pope Pius IX solemnly con- 
demned the propo si tion that “the Ro man Pon tiff can and ought to rec on cile
him self to, and agree with, lib er al ism and mod ern civ i liza tion.”

The his tory of the Catholic Church en tered a new phase with the procla- 
ma tion of the dogma of the per sonal in fal li bil ity of the pope, which was
also rail roaded through the Vat i can Coun cil (1870) by the machi na tions of
the Je suits. This was the sever est blow of all to the lib eral el e ments, and
cer tain groups hos tile to the Je suits fol lowed Doellinger out of the church
and es tab lished them selves as the Catholic Chris tian Church. But the vast
ma jor ity of those who had fought the Je suits and op posed the dogma of in- 
fal li bil ity bowed their heads and sub mit ted with res ig na tion. Bishop
Fitzger ald of Lit tle Rock, Ar kan sas, held out till the end and voted against
it. Arch bishop Ken rick of St. Louis and five other Amer i can bish ops left the
Coun cil and re turned home with out vot ing.

From that time the forces of re ac tion fought on, in vis i ble from the out- 
side, but all the more ef fec tively be cause they worked by in trigue and trick- 
ery. The popes them selves of ten aided this un der hand work ing — at times
they cov ered up the real in tent of the Je suits and, at other times, they re- 
strained them lest their ex ces sive zeal should wreck the Vat i can’s other po- 
lit i cal ma neu vers. In or der to pre vent the news of the in creas ingly bit ter
con tro ver sies waged at pa pal con claves from reach ing the pub lic, Pope Pius
XI im posed an oath of per pet ual si lence on ev ery one con nected with them
in the fu ture.

All these de vel op ments paved the way for the Vat i can’s ec cle si as ti cal
sup port for the com ing Fas cism. There fol lowed a rapidly in creas ing trend
in Catholic ac tion in fa vor of rig or ously au thor i tar ian, con ser va tive and
solely hi er ar chi cal poli cies. Ap par ent yield ing to con trary poli cies in demo- 
cratic coun tries did not in any way af fect Rome’s fixed goal. It merely
served to help its at tain ment, since it was able to em ploy what are now
known as fifth col umn meth ods by us ing to its own pur poses free dom of
speech and re li gious tol er ance in those coun tries. Once democ racy and free- 
dom of speech have been oblit er ated by mil i tary might, as in Nazi-Fas cist
con trolled coun tries in Eu rope, the real au thor i tar ian and in tol er ant na ture
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of Je suit Catholi cism comes to light. It im me di ately pro claims it self the ec- 
cle si as ti cal coun ter part of civil dic ta tor ship. What has hap pened in France
since its ca pit u la tion to Hitler and Mus solini is a clear case of this. Like wise
in Ger many the Catholic bish ops in 1940 de creed a solemn oath of loy alty
to Nazi So cial ism,4 and in Slo vakia in the same year the gov ern men tal
struc ture of that coun try was pub licly and of fi cially de clared to be a com bi- 
na tion of Nazi So cial ism and Ro man Catholi cism.

Catholic his to ri ans do not trou ble to deny that the suc cess of Fas cism is
to a great ex tent due to the re ac tionary poli cies of the late Pope Pius XI.
Josef Schmidlin,5 al ready quoted, in spite of his pru dence in the mat ter,
states:

“This con ser va tive her itage ap pears not only by the fact that the Pope (Pins XI) al lied the
church to the Fas cist state, but also by the fact that he seeks to de prive the clergy and
Catholi cism of all po lit i cal ac tiv ity and strongly sup ports Catholic Ac tion, which is based
upon the prin ci ple of an ab so lute hi er ar chy.”

Schmidlin also points out that lib eral Catholic groups dur ing the reign of
Pius XI placed their last and only hope in the elec tion of a lib eral pope to
suc ceed him. By the se lec tion of the aris to cratic, con ser va tive Car di nal
Pacelli as Pius XII, that hope was for ever frus trated.

The Fas cist poli cies of the Vat i can can be seen from the fol low ing four
points:

1. In the ap pli ca tion of “mod ern” meth ods of po lit i cal ac tion, that is, fas- 
cist meth ods.

2. In the op po si tion to the one-time Catholic (pop u lar) po lit i cal par ties.
3. In the dis trust of the lower clergy, be cause of its too tol er ant at ti tude

to ward pre-Fas cist ideas of in di vid ual rights and lib er ties.
4. In the cre ation of a move ment of restora tion, Catholic Ac tion, en tirely

de pen dent upon Vat i can bu reau cracy.

Much of the mys tery of Vat i can re la tions with Nazi-Fas cism can thus be
solved. Per se cu tion of the Catholic Church in Ger many has been di rected
only against those el e ments which did not en tirely sub mit to the ever-in- 
creas ing cen tral iza tion of au thor ity in Church and State. To this end the Vat- 
i can helped to crush out the Catholic pop u lar par ties both in Italy and Ger- 
many and cen tral ized all po lit i cal mat ters in Rome. This in sured to the dic- 
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ta tors free dom from pop u lar in ter fer ence on the part of Catholics; it es tab- 
lished a more com plete dic ta to rial regime within the Catholic Church it self;
it en abled the Vat i can to en ter into se cret con cor dats with fas cist coun tries
al ready ex ist ing, and with demo cratic coun tries, like Spain, France, Bel- 
gium and Por tu gal, af ter the de struc tion of their demo cratic gov ern ments by
rev o lu tion and blitzkrieg. Fi nally it left the way clear for com plete har mony
and unity be tween Nazi-Fas cism and Je suit Catholi cism.

1. Vol. III, p. l.↩ 

2. Cf. The Catholic Church in Pol i tics, a se ries of six fac tual ar ti cles by
L. H. Lehmann in The New Re pub lic, Nov.-Dec., 1938.↩ 

3. The Je suits lost heav ily dur ing their 40 years of ban ish ment. Be fore
their sup pres sion they con trolled prac ti cally all ed u ca tional work in
Eu ro pean Catholic coun tries. In 1749 they had 639 col leges with up to
2,000 stu dents in each; in France alone they had 40,000 stu dents.↩ 

4. A Vat i can dis patch to the N. Y. Times of Sept. 17, 1940, stated that the
pope had de cided that it was more epen di ent to de fer of fi cial pro- 
nounce ment on this pledge till the end of the war.↩ 

5. Op. cit., p. 3.↩ 
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9. Hitler’s Fight Against The
Churches

THE FULL STORY of the rise of Nazi-Fas cism has still to be writ ten. When
it ap pears it will sur prise most Amer i cans to dis cover the part played in it
by the Chris tian Churches — Protes tant as well as Catholic. For Nazi-Fas- 
cism was as much a prod uct of the Churches as of the State, and a move- 
ment to wards re li gious as well as po lit i cal and so cial au thor i tar i an ism. Eu- 
ro pean Catholic his to ri ans im me di ately rec og nized it as the fi nal act in the
Je suit plan of counter-Ref or ma tion in sti tuted ex actly four hun dred years be- 
fore — in 1940.

Amer i cans will never fully un der stand the real aims and ac tiv i ties of the
Church of Rome so long as they con tinue to look at Catholi cism from our
Amer i can point of view. On this side of the At lantic at ten tion has been fo- 
cused mainly on at tempts of a few “lib eral” Catholic spokes men to in te grate
their Church with the Amer i can way of life. These are sin cere in think ing
that Catholic au thor i tar i an ism can be rec on ciled with the lib eral, tol er ant
prin ci ples of Amer i can democ racy.1 But the Church of Rome has its roots in
Eu rope; there its meta physic was first es tab lished. It is there fore to its back- 
ground and ac tiv i ties in Eu rope we must look if we want to judge what its
real na ture is. It is the pol icy de ter mined upon “be yond the Alps” in Eu rope
that di rects and guides the Catholic Church even in Amer ica. Well-mean ing
Catholic spokes men in the democ ra cies are per mit ted to voice their lib eral
views, but their wish ful think ing has never had any ef fect in re ally bring ing
the Catholic Church into line with our Amer i can demo cratic way of life.

This is sue has been bit terly fought out in Eu rope be tween Nazi-Fas cism
and the Chris tian churches. As far as Eu rope is con cerned the fight is ended
— with vic tory on the side of Nazi-Fas cism and Catholic ul tra mon tanism.
In Italy, Spain, Aus tria, Poland, Por tu gal, France and Bel gium, Catholi cism
alone was in volved. In Ger many, how ever, both the Protes tant and Catholic
Churches have played their re spec tive parts. There the strug gles were as bit- 
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ter, and purges as bloody, within the Churches as within the State. They
were more se vere and bloody within Protes tantism than Catholi cism; many
more lib eral Protes tant lead ers than Catholic were liq ui dated or put out of
the way in con cen tra tion camps. By re fus ing to make any con ces sions to
Nazism, the Evan gel i cal Protes tant Churches are said to have ac tu ally
paved the way for the suc cess of the “Ger man Chris tian” move ment. These
“Ger man Chris tians” — Protes tant Fas cists — pro fessed to con sider it nec- 
es sary to sub mit to a spir i tual leader in or der to free Protes tantism of lib er- 
al ism and ra tio nal ism. They thus be came one with the Catholic Fas cists
who, in keep ing with the Catholic Ac tion cru sade of Pope Pius XI, were
purg ing ev ery taint of lib er al ism and democ racy out of the Catholic clergy
and were bring ing the Catholic Church in Ger many into line with pure Vat i- 
can ab so lutism. Gon zague de Reynold, ar dent Je suit Catholic re former, in
his book L’Eu rope Trag ique, 2 states:

“A real fight has been waged within Protes tantism. The Evan gel i cal Protes tants re fused to
make any con ces sions and es tab lished a con fes sional church in op po si tion to that set up by
the state …We are on the thresh old of a re li gious schism. These are the fi nal reper cus sions
of the Ref or ma tion. We are wit ness ing a phase of dis so lu tion [of Protes tan tism]. Many
Ger man Protes tants be lieve that to re ject a purely re li gious au thor ity like the Pa pacy, would
con sti tute a dan ger to the church and to Chris tian ity.”

In or der to un der stand what hap pened to the Catholic Church in Ger many, it
is nec es sary to go back to the time of Pope Leo XIII, well known for his un- 
re lent ing an tag o nism to the lib eral con sti tu tions of states.3 In or der to coun- 
ter act the in creas ing in flu ence of 19th cen tury lib er al ism on Catholic coun- 
tries, Pope Leo XIII urged on Catholic lead ers through out the world the for- 
ma tion of Catholic po lit i cal par ties. He thought that if such Catholic par ties
took an ac tive part in par lia men tary pol i tics they would, by se cur ing the
bal ance of power, suc ceed in ob tain ing vic tory for the Church. He even
hoped that these Catholic po lit i cal par ties would even tu ally ob tain a large
enough ma jor ity, by demo cratic means, to en able them to seize com plete
con trol of gov ern ments. What ac tu ally hap pened, how ever, was the very op- 
po site. The Catholic par ties grad u ally came un der the in flu ence of their lib- 
eral op po nents and copied many of their ideas. Thus in Italy the Catholic
party be came the “pop u lar” lib eral party headed by the now-ex iled priest
Don Sturzo; in Ger many it be came the lib eral “Cen ter” party.
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This lib eral in flu ence of Catholic par ties be came so great that the Holy
See be gan to re gard Catholic po lit i cal trends as a grave dan ger which ac tu- 
ally threat ened the ju ridi cal and po lit i cal unity of the Church it self. These
Catholic par ties be came in fil trated with the lib eral spirit of the French Rev- 
o lu tion of 1789. The ideas of the rights of man, of re li gious tol er ance, of
free dom of con science, of speech and press, were adopted by a great num- 
ber of Catholic politi cians and by many of the lower clergy.

So pro nounced had this trend of pop u lar Catholic pol i tics be come in the
United States, for in stance, that when Al fred E. Smith was nom i nated for
the Pres i dency in 1928, the Vat i can and Catholic bish ops in Eu rope were
shocked to hear that Mr. Smith had been prompted by priests to pro claim
these prin ci ples to be, not a mere mat ter of “fa vor” (as he first stated) but
also a mat ter of “in nate right.”4 This was rank heresy, and, af ter Mr. Smith’s
de feat at the polls in 1928, the Vat i can re buked those who had ad vised the
for mer Gov er nor of New York to pro claim doc trines so con trary to of fi cial
Catholic teach ings.

By the end of the First World War, the Catholic po lit i cal par ties had be- 
gun to lose the im por tance which they had in the eyes of the Vat i can when it
first brought them into be ing. They be came so in te grated with demo cratic
States, founded as they were on po lit i cal com pro mise, on tol er ance and the
idea of equal ity, that it was con fus ing to note the al liances made by some
Catholic par ties with bour geois groups and by oth ers with so cial ist groups.
It had be come ap par ent that the con trol of Catholic pol i tics was be ing lost
by the Holy See in Rome. Pope Leo XIII’s plan had mis car ried, and had
proved a boomerang against the real aims of the Church as he had pro- 
claimed them. Catholic po lit i cal ac tion had ac quired an in de pen dence that
made it a men ace to, rather than a docile in stru ment of, the Vat i can. Lib eral
Catholi cism, in fact, which, to all ap pear ance, had re ceived its death-blow
by the de cree of pa pal in fal li bil ity to wards the end of the 19th cen tury, had
taken on a new lease of life by means of the very Catholic po lit i cal par ties
which had been es tab lished and sus tained by Pope Leo XIII to op pose the
hated lib eral con sti tu tions of demo cratic States.

This is how the Vat i can saw it af ter the First World War, and the con clu- 
sions which it drew from its ob ser va tions in the mat ter were the first steps
to wards the rise of what we now call Fas cism.

Many of the non-Je suit re li gious or ders in Ger many, no tably the Fran cis- 
cans and the Bene dictines, started move ments which dis pleased the Vat i- 
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can. The “Litur gi cal Move ment” of the Bene dictines; their at tempt to es tab- 
lish con tact with the Oe c u meni cal Evan gel i cal Move ment, and their ef fort
to wards a re union of all Chris tian Churches; the at ti tude of the Pa tres Unio- 
nis (“Fa thers of Unity”) who were even pre pared to mod ify the dog mas of
pa pal in fal li bil ity and the Im mac u late Con cep tion in or der to help their
work of re union; their open and se cret ne go ti a tions with groups in the An- 
gli can Church un der the guid ance of the late Car di nal Mercier — all these
lib eral re form move ments were re garded as taint ing the lower clergy and
the in tel li gent laity with the heresy of lib er al ism and Protes tantism. The
Vat i can re garded its au thor ity as gravely men aced by it all, and de ter mined
to wage re lent less war against this grow ing lib er al ism in po lit i cal and spir i- 
tual mat ters.

It should not be sur pris ing that Rome be came dis turbed at the prospect
of a re vival of the Lutheran Ref or ma tion. It was par tic u larly marked in Ger- 
many. Friedrich Heiler5 has the fol low ing to say on this point:

“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.”

But the demo cratic States were the most pow er ful in the world at that time.
The Catholic po lit i cal par ties had be come too strong to be stopped by mild
protests or even by en cycli cal let ters from Rome. Re pres sive ac tion, car ried
out by the help of au thor i tar ian sec u lar regimes, was nec es sary. Thus the
two great op pos ing fac tions within the Catholic Church be came locked
again in a gi gan tic strug gle: one pos sess ing the Evan gel i cal Catholic idea,
deep-seated as of old in the hearts of true Chris tian be liev ers; the other, the
coldly im pe rial, sec tar ian and in tran si gent Ro man Party, rep re sented by the
Holy See un der the dom i na tion of the So ci ety of Je suits.

It is in the light of these facts that Hitler’s “cam paign against the
churches” must be viewed. Nei ther Hitler nor the Je suits could for give
priests and bish ops in Ger many who sided with the cause of lib er al ism and
democ racy dur ing the Weimar Re pub lic. It was against them that the acts of
Catholic re pres sion were di rected. Hitler and Pope Pius XI acted in con cert
to de stroy ev ery ves tige of lib er al ism in Ger many: the one in so cial and po- 
lit i cal life, the other in the sphere of re li gion. By dis solv ing the Catholic
Cen ter Party, the Pope re moved the last ob sta cle to Hitler’s rise to power,
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and also de prived the Catholic peo ple and clergy in Ger many of any say-so
in po lit i cal mat ters. He had done the same for Mus solini in Italy by the dis- 
so lu tion of the Par tito Popo lare and the ex il ing of its priest-leader Don
Sturzo. By his Catholic Ac tion he con cen trated all Catholic po lit i cal power
in the Holy See. Thence forth, the Vat i can was free to make ar bi trary con- 
cor dats with the Fas cist dic ta tor ships.

The lower clergy in Ger many did not yield with out a strug gle. Many de- 
fied both Hitler and the Pope. Some priests were im pris oned. Even when
the pris tine ar dor of Car di nal In nitzer for Hitler and Nazi So cial ism showed
signs of cool ing, hos til ity was en gi neered against him. Catholic schools,
mostly un der the care of lib eral, non- Je suit re li gious or ders, were closed;
some heads of these anti-Je suit re li gious or ders were pun ished for at tempt- 
ing to save their funds by smug gling them out of the coun try. In the press of
Amer ica this was called “Hitler’s per se cu tion of the Catholic Church,” and
served to con ceal the com mon pur pose of Nazi So cial ism and ul tra mon tane
Catholi cism. There were some mild protests from Rome but no ad verse ac- 
tion. Even the clos ing of Catholic schools in Aus tria went al most un- 
protested. These were re garded by the Vat i can as but a small loss com pared
to what was gained by the elim i na tion of dis obe di ent priests and their lib- 
eral views. The Nazi-Vat i can con cor dat con tin ues to hold and func tion.

With the ex tinc tion of lib eral Catholi cism and the im pris on ment of lib- 
eral Protes tant lead ers, Vat i can ab so lutism was tri umphant. Of supreme sat- 
is fac tion to the Je suit Catholic fac tion was the knowl edge of the ap par ent
dis so lu tion of Protes tantism in Ger many, and the fact that the pro-Nazi
Protes tant “Ger man Chris tians” were forced to re al ize, as Gon zague de
Reynolds points out, that “to re ject a purely re li gious au thor ity like the pa- 
pacy would con sti tute a dan ger to the Church and Chris tian ity.”

1. Cf. for ex am ple, the ar ti cle of Rev. John F. Cronln, S. S., Rome — Ally
of Democ racy? in the mag a zine Com mon Sense for Oc to ber, 1940.↩ 

2. P. 329.↩ 

3. Cf. Great En cycli cal Let ters of Leo XIII — also The Con verted
Catholic for Oc to ber, 1940, p. 19.↩ 

4. Cf. Al fred E. Smith’s re ply to the Open Let ter of the late Charles C.
Mar shall in Fo rum Mag a zine, March, 1928; also Mr. Mar shall’s able
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work The Ro man Catholic Church in the Mod ern State.↩ 

5. Pro fes sor at the Uni ver sity of Mar burg, in his work, Im Rin gen um die
Kirche, p. 175 et seg.↩ 
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10. Na tional So cial ism And
Catholic Ac tion

CATHOLIC AC TION–the cru sade for Je suit-Catholic Re form — has the fol- 
low ing char ac ter is tics:

1. Its di rec tion, as laid down in Pope Pius XI’s En cycli cal Quadra ges imo
Anno, is ex plic itly en trusted to the So ci ety of Je sus.

2. Its aims are: the ex ter mi na tion of the hated lib eral spirit of the 19th
cen tury; the for ma tion of a world cru sade against so cial ism and com- 
mu nism; the suc cess of the counter-Ref or ma tion.

3. The means to ob tain these ends are: the an ni hi la tion of the old Catholic
po lit i cal par ties, which be came im preg nated with the demo cratic ide ol- 
ogy, and the purg ing of the sec u lar clergy, the re li gious or ders and the
laity in so far as they per sist in hold ing to non-Je suit opin ions in mat- 
ters of ec cle si as ti cal pol icy.

4. The most suit able po lit i cal regime to as sure the suc cess of this cru sade
for Catholic re con struc tion is the hi er ar chi cal, au thor i tar ian form of the
Fas cist state or of Nazi So cial ism.

The sec u lar clergy of the Catholic Church in Ger many and other Eu ro- 
pean coun tries have al ways se cretly fos tered a demo cratic tra di tion, and for
many years con sid ered it their prin ci pal task to live in peace with Protes- 
tantism and the lib eral in sti tu tions of the mod ern world. For this rea son they
con sti tuted the chief ob sta cle in the way of the Catholic Re con struc tion
Move ment ini ti ated by the late Pope Pius XI. They were not friendly to the
idea of the cor po rate state, to the plan of the new cru sade, nor to the Vat i- 
can’s aim to set up com plete pa pal ab so lutism. Un like the Irish-dom i nated
clergy in Amer ica, the Catholic clergy of France and of Ger many and other
Eu ro pean coun tries have never fully iden ti fied the pope him self with the
seat of power in Rome. They ac qui esced in tak ing their re li gion from Rome



63

but not their pol i tics, nor in ac cept ing the Vat i can’s di rec tion of ex tra-spir i- 
tual mat ters in their re spec tive coun tries.

In mod ern times, the Eu ro pean Catholic clergy veered in creas ingly to the
idea that it was ad vis able to en cour age Chris tian tol er ance and friendly re la- 
tions with all re li gious sects, even with those who be longed to no Church.
Many were per suaded that the day would come when all the Chris tian
Churches could be united on a ba sis of a uni ver sal Evan gel i cal re form
within the Catholic Church.

This lib eral re form would be aimed at the over throw of the “ju ris dic- 
tional” pa pacy, with its un scrip tural, po lit i cal Ro man Cu ria and its claims to
ec cle si as ti cal ab so lutism; it would be a re form against pa pal im pe ri al ism,
against Je suit-fas cist dis ci pline and over lord ship. It would aim to set up an
“Evan gel i cal” Pa pacy which, freed of po lit i cal am bi tions, would act as a
cen ter of Evan gel i cal unity for all Churches of Chris ten dom. This would in- 
deed be true Catholic re form — a sec ond Ref or ma tion, the set ting up of
Evan gel i cal Catholi cism. It would mean the purg ing of me dieval ac cre tions
of doc trine and liturgy and, of course, the com plete ban ish ment again of the
Je suits from the Church and the world, as was ac com plished by Pope
Clement XIV in 1773.

All such aims and plans for a lib eral, Evan gel i cal re form, how ever, fell
within the ex plicit con dem na tions of re li gious tol er ance and the lib eral,
demo cratic idea by Je suit-con trolled popes dur ing the past 150 years. The
late Gen eral of the Je suits, Wernz, in his trea tise on Canon Law,1 says:

“As con cerns the re la tions of the Catholic Church with other re li gious as so ci a tions, there is
no doubt that all re li gious as so ci a tions of un be liev ers and all the Chris tian sects are re- 
garded by the Catholic Church as en tirely il le git i mate and de void of all right of ex is tence.
These or ga ni za tions are for mally rebels against the Church. As a con se quence, he is in
grave er ror who be lieves that the dif fer ent re li gious sects, such as, for ex am ple, the An gli- 
cans, the Luther ans, the Or tho dox Catholics, con sti tute le git i mate parts of a uni ver sal
Church of Christ, and that they are in some way col lat eral branches of the Catholic Church,
or sis ter Churches.”

Against this hope for true Catholic re form that would have brought about a
tol er ant, Evan gel i cal Catholic Chris tian Church, the Je suits swept the field
for an ab so lutely to tal i tar ian set-up in Catholi cism to go hand-in-hand with
the Nazi-Fas cist regime in the sec u lar or der. On their side they had Hitler
him self who, as far as con dem na tion of re li gious tol er ance is con cerned, has
al ways shown him self to be a bet ter Catholic than the or di nary Eu ro pean
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priest and many bish ops. In Mein Kampf he up holds and ap proves of the
dog matic in tol er ance of the Vat i can party in the Catholic Church; like the
Je suits he re gards re li gious tol er ance as an ef fec tive in stru ment for the es- 
tab lish ment and sup port of the lib eral aims of the Jews and Freema sons;
[^ciJ] his chief cause of com plaint against the clergy of the Cen ter Party in
Ger many was that they had al lowed them selves to be come con vinced of the
idea of tol er ance, and that they had made al liances with these deadly en e- 
mies of the Chris tian re li gion; he holds that his prin ci pal task is the com
bat ting of this de plorable sit u a tion from which re li gion has suf fered so
much.2 He also con demns Protes tantism for per sist ing in its tol er ant at ti tude
to wards Ju daism; he adds, how ever, that3

“the be liev ing Protes tant who be longs to Na tional So cial ism could ex ist side by side with
the fer vent Catholic with out his re li gious con vic tions be ing in any way af fected thereby”.

This yield ing of Catholics to the lib eral ten den cies of re li gious tol er ance
was re garded by the Je suits as the “Protes tantiz ing” of Catholi cism; to cor- 
rect this they deemed that dras tic, puni tive mea sures were im per a tive. The
late Je suit Car di nal Bil lot ex presses true Je suit con tempt for this yield ing of
the sec u lar clergy to lib er al iz ing ten den cies, and also ad vo cates the sever ity
that should be meted out to them, when he speaks of4

“the poor lit tle parish priests who fill the greater part of our re li gious mag a zines and pe ri- 
od i cals with their speeches, seek ing thereby to cre ate a new apolo getic to take the place of
the mir a cles which the 20th cen tury no longer un der stands. There are but two replies to
make to this: the first is the whip…”

This is in per fect keep ing with Mus solini’s sym bol of the fasces or bun dle
of rods, such as he and his Nazi part ner have so ruth lessly em ployed to
scourge Eu rope of ev ery ves tige of lib erty and tol er ance. Thus, Hitler’s pro- 
gram of Catholic “re pres sion” is but the car ry ing out of the Je suit puni tive
mea sures, and a part of the plan for Catholic re form against those mem bers
of the Catholic clergy in all coun tries who have op posed Je suit hege mony
over Catholic af fairs.5

Catholic Ac tion, like Nazi-Fas cism, os ten si bly started out as a cru sade
against God less com mu nism which, the Je suits say, is but the rad i cal ap pli- 
ca tion of the Protes tant prin ci ple of the sep a ra tion of Church and State.
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They hold that com mu nism is the ex treme of Protes tantism pre dicted by the
Je suits since their found ing by Ig natius Loy ola to fight the Ref or ma tion of
Mar tin Luther, and is the re sult of the wrong prin ci ple that the in ter nal life
of the in di vid ual is the only place where he should be al lowed to seek sat is- 
fac tion for his re li gious needs. The Je suits there fore launched their new of- 
fen sive prin ci pally against So viet Rus sia, the first coun try since the Wars of
Re li gion that se ri ously threat ened to un der mine their work of counter-Ref- 
or ma tion. They have found it more men ac ing to their aims than Protes tant
Eng land was in the 16th and 17th cen turies. By com pletely sep a rat ing the
State from the in flu ence of all forms of re li gion, the com mu nists have tried
to make re li gion a purely pri vate mat ter and by this means to ef fect the
com plete lib er a tion of the in di vid ual and the con duct of civil af fairs from
all ec cle si as ti cal in flu ences. Be cause of this, the Je suits iden tify Protes- 
tantism and democ racy with so cial ism and com mu nism and seek to de stroy
them to gether with all move ments to the left of Fas cism and Nazism.

Catholic Ac tion, sim i lar to Nazi-Fas cism, will not be con tent with any
half-hearted re form in Catholi cism. Just as a bru tal war cam paign against
demo cratic na tions has been deemed nec es sary in Nazi-Fas cist pol icy, so a
bru tal cleans ing within the church, even at the risk of some loss to Catholi- 
cism as a whole, is a nec es sary part of the Je suit pro gram of Catholic Re- 
con struc tion. Gon zague de Reynold, one of the most ar dent zealots of the
move ment, whom we have al ready quoted in these pages, frankly ad mits
that the wip ing out of these Protes tant ten den cies (lib er al ism and so cial ism)
con sti tutes the first prob lem of re li gion, namely, of Ro man Catholi cism, and
that the new “Chris tian regime” which will come about as a re sult of this
de sired Catholic Re con struc tion of the so cial or der, will have to be Fas cist,
since, as he says, “Fas cism has been the only suc cess ful at tempt to cre ate a
new regime.”6 The Ital ian so cial ist, L. Segni,7 con firms this when he states
that

“Fas cism is an epiphe nomenon in keep ing with the evo lu tion of the Catholic Church as di- 
rected by the tac tics of the Je suits.”

1. Cf. his Jus Dec re tal ium, Vol. 1. p. 13.↩ 

2. Ger man edi tion, p. 345.↩ 

3. Ib., p. 294.↩ 
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4. “Die er ste ist die Peitsche…” in Hugo Koch’s Katholizis mus und Je- 
suit ismus, p. 53.↩ 

5. The Ger man bish ops, the Catholic Pop u lar As so ci a tion and the Cen ter
Party op posed the re-en try of the Je suits into Ger many in 1910. Be- 
cause of this the Je suits re garded the Ger man bish ops as “re cal ci- 
trants”; cf. Hoens broech, The Je suit Or der, p. 248.↩ 

6. Cf. L’Eu rope Trag ique, p. 93.↩ 

7. In his book, L’Es prit du Fas cisme, p. 15 et seg.↩ 
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11. Rex ism And Catholic Ac tion

NOWHERE HAS CATHOLIC AC TION shown it self more in line with Nazi-Fas- 
cism than in Bel gium where Leon De grelle’s Rex ist Party in 1940 came
into its own. Pope Pius XI gave the Je suit slo gan Chris tus Rex1 — “Christ
the King” — to Catholic Ac tion as the bat tle cry for its cru sade for Catholic
Re con struc tion of the so cial or der. The same cry, Viva Christo Rey, was
used by Franco’s Fas cists in their war against the le git i mate Re pub li can
gov ern ment of Spain. It was the war cry of the fa natic Mex i can In di ans who
were spurred on by the Je suits to com mit acts of sab o tage against the Re- 
pub li can gov ern ment of Mex ico. It was also the cry of the Span ish Rebel
of fi cers who, with the help of their Moor ish troops, tor tured, vi o lated and
slaugh tered nearly 15,000 men, women and chil dren at Bada jos.

The Rex ists in Bel gium claimed the honor of be ing the first fruits of
Catholic Ac tion, the “Chris tian Fron ters” of Bel gium. Their leader, Leon
De grelle — the Bel gian peas ants nick named him “Adolf” De grelle — was
won over to the move ment by Mon signor Pi card, when he was a stu dent at
the Uni ver sity of Lou vain. He and all his as sis tants are prod ucts of Je suit
train ing.2 He be came the great “lay apos tle” of Catholic Ac tion in the Je suit
drive to align the Catholic Church with Nazi-Fas cist plans for the “new or- 
der” in Eu rope af ter the de struc tion of lib er al ism and democ racy.

As the scope of De grelle’s ac tiv i ties in creased, his Christ-the- King
move ment was tem po rar ily sep a rated from Catholic Ac tion in Bel gium with
the con sent of the hi er ar chy. This ma neu ver was de signed to give the Rex- 
ists greater lib erty of ac tion to work out Nazi-Fas cist poli cies. There upon
the ap par ently in de pen dent “Rex ist Pop u lar Front” was set up, os ten si bly
to fight “Jew ish Com mu nism,” much on the same lines as Fa ther Cough- 
lin’s “Chris tian Front” in Amer ica. De grelle’s chief of fi cer was the White
Rus sian Deni zoff, who was Sec re tary to the last Pres i dent of the Coun cil in
the Czarist regime. To day De grelle is Hitler’s right-hand man in Nazi-oc cu- 
pied Bel gium where no signs of dis agree ment are ap par ent be tween the
Catholic hi er ar chy and the Nazi in vaders.3 He has or ga nized his own storm
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troop ers, for ma tions de com bat he calls them, and is fast bring ing Bel gium
into close col lab o ra tion with Hitler’s new or der. In a heav ily cen sored dis- 
patch from Liege to the New York Times on Jan u ary 6, 1941, De grelle said:

“We must make our choice now. We have faith in the Führer as the great est man of our
times. Trust his spirit, his ge nius, and have faith in the Eu rope which he will build up. The
youth of all Eu rope is to day fight ing shoul der to shoul der for a new or der un der Ger man
lead er ship. Ger man weapons will win be cause they are de fend ing a just cause Hitler saved
Eu rope, and Bel gium’s fu ture could [sev eral words miss ing] co op er a tion with the Re ich.”

There never was any se cret about De grelle’s col lab o ra tion with Hitler. In its
is sue of May 20, 1936, the Paris news pa per Le Temps called at ten tion to the
close re la tion ship be tween the Rex ist Party and Hitler’s Na tional So cial ism,
and shortly be fore the Bel gian elec tions in May, 1936, De grelle went to
Ger many to “study” Nazi pro pa ganda meth ods. Af ter the ex am ple of the
Ger man Führer (and Fa ther Cough lin) he sought to gather around him all
the dis con tented el e ments of the mid dle class. In im i ta tion of Goebbels, he
cur ried fa vor with the work ers by ap pear ing to side with strik ers. The chief
point of com par i son, how ever, be tween Rex ism and Nazi-Fas cism is that
both de clared war on Catholic lib eral ten den cies, among both the clergy and
the laity, with the aim of set ting up the Je suit, au thor i tar ian con trol of
Catholic ac tiv i ties. This was the real rea son why Catholic Ac tion was in sti- 
tuted by Pope Pius XI.

It is not out of place to re peat the un der ly ing rea sons for this de sire to
abol ish all pre-Hitler Catholic pol i tics through out Eu rope — a thing the Je- 
suits for many years had ar dently longed to see ac com plished. As al ready
pointed out, the old Catholic po lit i cal par ties had be come in ti mately bound
up with the lib eral con sti tu tions of States, wherein all par ties and re li gions
were able to co ex ist freely. Fur ther more, the ide ol ogy of the lib eral demo- 
cratic State, with its prin ci ples of re li gious and racial tol er ance, was broad- 
en ing the po lit i cal and so cial out look of these Catholic par ties. The frat er- 
niz ing of the sec u lar clergy with the laity in these po lit i cal par ties fur thered
the spirit of tol er ance as op posed to the tra di tional in tol er ance of Catholic
dogma.

On the other hand, it must also be re mem bered that in Ger many the two
Catholic po lit i cal par ties, the Cen ter Party and the Bavar ian Pop u lar Party,
be cause of their close re li gious con nec tions with the Catholic Church, had
met with strong op po si tion from the Protes tant part of the pop u la tion. As a
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con se quence, the con tin ued ex is tence of these par ties threat ened to com pro- 
mise the aim of Catholic Ac tion, which was to use Ger many as the in stru- 
ment to ef fect its counter-Ref or ma tion de signs. It was thus nec es sary for the
new Catholic pol icy to cam ou flage it self as a na tional move ment, and make
it self ap pear as the only party rep re sent ing the na tion as a whole.

It can thus be seen why the abo li tion of the pre-Hitler Catholic po lit i cal
par ties in Ger many had the ap proval of the move ment for Catholic Re con- 
struc tion. Here is what Gon zague de Reynold has to say on the point:4

“The Cen ter Party, which Hitler fought with all his might, was forced to com mit sui cide.
But it was a party which had al ready shown signs of de te ri o ra tion, which had made many
mis takes and upon which the young peo ple were turn ing their backs …The news that soon
they could take part in real Catholic Ac tion, with out any ad di tion of party pol i tics, aroused
great en thu si asm.”

For the very same rea son the Rex ist Party in Bel gium, di rect off spring of
Catholic Ac tion, like wise de clared:5

"All Catholic par ties are the re sult of a fixed his tor i cal sit u a tion, and have ad van tages and
dis ad van tages for the Church. When these . his tor i cal sit u a tions cease to ex ist, Catholic
par ties lose their rea son for ex is tence. This ap plies equally to the Catholic party in Bel- 
gium. Up till now dif fer ing opin ions could be had as to their use ful ness and their right to
ex is tence. To day, how ever, they are anachro nisms, as were the Cen ter Party in Ger many
and the Pop u lar Party in Italy.

“The Catholic Party did not un der stand the new ‘his toric mis sion’; the con fes sional move- 
ment did not trans form it self into a na tional move ment. Be cause of these de fi cien cies it had
to dis ap pear like all other par ties. The Rex ist Party will now take up the de fense of
Catholic and ec cle si as ti cal in ter ests. It does not only in tend to de fend the Church, but also
to take the whole re li gious ques tion out of pol i tics. It will ef fect this by means of the Con- 
sti tu tional guar an tee of the rights of the Catholic Church and by draw ing up a con cor dat to
reg u late the re la tions be tween the State and the Church.”

Thus, ac cord ing to this new Catholic pol icy, there is to be no ap par ent sep a- 
ra tion be tween Catholic Ac tion and the Nazi-Fas cist thrust for the es tab lish- 
ment of its “new or der” in Eu rope. To the Rex ist Party was as signed the
task of reg u lat ing the re la tions be tween the Catholic Church and the Fas cist
State in Bel gium by means of a con cor dat, as was done in Ger many through
Von Pa pen and the present Pope Pius XII, then pa pal nun cio to Ger many.
This “new his toric mis sion” of the Church of Rome, ini ti ated by the Lat eran
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Pact and Con cor dat of 1929 be tween the Vat i can and Fas cist Italy, calls for
col lab o ra tion with the Nazi-Fas cist dic ta tors, un ham pered by any ques tion- 
ing or in ter fer ence from the peo ple or the lower clergy. Lib eral prin ci ples
and pop u lar free dom have to be crushed out as com pletely in the Church as
in the State.

We in Amer ica are only now be gin ning to see clearly how the noose was
formed to stran gle all forms of lib er al ism and democ racy in pre-Hitler Eu- 
rope, in or der to make way for the Nazi-Fas cist hi er ar chi cal group ing of na- 
tions and in di vid u als in a sort of re vived Ro man Em pire of the Ger man Na- 
tion. And the real mo ti vat ing force be hind it all has been the thrust of the
Je suit counter-Ref or ma tion, ante-dat ing all the dic ta tors, which aimed to
crush out of ex is tence the hated lib eral prin ci ples of the Protes tant democ ra- 
cies. It has in deed been an un godly com bi na tion that worked to gether to ac- 
com plish this ob jec tive: Catholic Re con struc tion move ment of Pius XI; Ital- 
ian Fas cism; Hitler’s Na tional So cial ism; French anti-Semitic Leagues; La
Roque and the Cagoulards; Bel gian Rex ism; the Hun gar ian racist move- 
ment of Fa ther Bangha; white Rus sian as so ci a tion; Croa t ian as so ci a tions —
whose hand ap peared in the as sas si na tion of King Alexan der of Ser bia and
French For eign Min is ter Barthou; Slovene sep a ratists led by the Je suit Fa- 
ther An ton Ko roshetz, who worked his way to the Pres i dency of the sen ate
in Yu goslavia; the Catholic prelates and politi cians of old Aus tria — Mgr.
Seipel, Doll fuss, Schuss nigg, et al.; the priest-politi cians of Slo vakia,
Carpatho-Ukraine and Bo hemia — Fa thers Hlinka and Tiso; not for get ting
Franco and his Fas cist Gen er als in Spain and the Laval-Petain cliques in
France.

All of these worked closely to gether and were in ter linked with the
Catholic Church in work ing to wards the same end — the de struc tion of the
post-Ref or ma tion struc ture of Eu rope and the world.

But the end is not yet.

1. This slo gan is from the Spir i tual Ex er cises of Ig natius Loy ola, founder
of the Je suits.↩ 

2. “Leon De grelle is a pupil of these gen tle men [the Je suits]; so also are
all his col leagues.” — R. A. Dior, in Le Vat i can, Paris, 1937, p. 42.↩ 
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3. In their joint pas toral let ter of Oc to ber, 1940, the Catholic bish ops of
Bel gium in structed their peo ple as fol lows: “It is doubt less nec es sary
to rec og nize the oc cu py ing power as a de facto power and to obey it
within the lim its of in ter na tional con ven tions.” (Quoted from the Je suit
mag a zine Amer ica, Feb. 22, 1941.)↩ 

4. Cf. L’Eu rope Tragigue, p. 333.↩ 

5. Cf. Vater land, Lucerne, Aug. 14, 1936.↩ 
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12. Pro-Ger man ism Of Pope
Pius XII

[Note: This ar ti cle was pub lished in The Con verted Catholic Mag a zine for April 1943. The
au thor, Pierre L’Our son, was for many years con nected with the League of Na tions in a re- 
spon si ble diplo matic ca pac ity.]

IT IS NOT gen er ally known that the rea sons which led the Al lies to ex clude
the pope from the Peace Con fer ence af ter the First World War were con- 
nected with the ac tiv i ties of Mon signor Eu ge nio Pacelli, later Pope Pius
XII.

His Twelve Years In Ger many

Mon signor Pacelli’s life has been di vided be tween his na tive Italy and Ger- 
many where he spent twelve cru cial years. Nun cio in Mu nich in 1917, he
has dealt with the Kaiser and with the Re pub lic, with rev o lu tion ary com mit- 
tees and Nazi con spir a tors. He was a friend of Friedrich Ebert, first pres i- 
dent of the Ger man Re pub lic, and an in ti mate of Ger many’s mon u men tal
Hin den burg un der whose pres i dency he con cluded a con cor dat with Prus sia.
He wit nessed Hitler’s tem pes tu ous be gin nings in Mu nich and the machi na- 
tions of his agents in Berlin. Vis count d’Aber non, Britain’s first am bas sador
to the Weimar Re pub lic, in his Mem oirs calls Pacelli “the best in formed
man in the Re ich.”

His mis sion in Mu nich in 1917 was not the start ing point of his Ger man
ca reer. Even be fore the first world war, Mon signor Pacelli had been Pa pal
State Sec re tary Gas parri’s most trusted ex pert on Ger man af fairs. It was no
mere chance that in the very first months of the war he was sta tioned in
Switzer land where he started with great de vo tion, tact and zeal, a truly
Chris tian and hu man i tar ian move ment — the ex change of pris on ers of war.
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Yet, while there he had fre quent con tacts with the Kaiser’s pro pa ganda
chief, his old ac quain tance Matthias Erzberger, for years a lead ing mem ber
of the Re ich stag’s Catholic Cen ter Party. It was with Matthias Erzberger in
Switzer land that Pacelli en gaged in the ne go ti a tions which deeply shocked
Italy’s lib eral Gov ern ment, and which ac counted largely for its op po si tion
to the Vat i can’s par tic i pa tion in the peace set tle ment.

All his life Eu ge nio Pacelli has taken an ac tive part in one of the most
se cret and com plex in trigues of our time: the pa tient strug gle of the pa pacy
to re gain and ex tend its tem po ral power. In this strug gle, for the last sev enty
years, when ever a ma jor is sue of in ter na tional pol i tics was at stake, the Vat- 
i can has hitched its star to the Ger manic jug ger naut.

His Tie-up With Fas cism

The Lat eran Treaty in 1929 be tween the Vat i can and Mus solini re stored the
sovereignty of the pope and al lied the Vat i can to the Ital ian Fas cist Gov ern- 
ment. It also brought about a world-wide co or di na tion of au thor i tar ian pow- 
ers of the cor po ra tive and na tion al is tic type, and the even tual en trance of
Italy into the camp of Nazi Ger many. Thus in 1940, af ter the fall of France
and the procla ma tion of Mar shal Petain’s Fas cist French State, it looked as
if in the present World War Vat i can pol icy had gained sub stan tial progress
where it had failed in the pre vi ous one.

At the end of this war, when del e gates of all coun tries will gather in an
in ter na tional peace con fer ence, the pope, for the first time in more than a
hun dred years, will again be rep re sented as a rul ing monarch — pro vided
that his minia ture State is still in tact. He ex pects to ex er cise con sid er able
au thor ity, al though as a tem po ral ruler his in flu ence will be less than that of
Pope Pius VII at the Con gress of Vi enna in 1815. To day, as Chief of State
of Vat i can City he pos sesses only a for mal, ju ridi cal sta tus. But he will have
real power be cause of his self-as sumed sta tus as “Chief of Chris ten dom,” a
no tion clev erly in tro duced, for more than ten years, into pub lic in ter na tional
dis cus sions and, af ter cen turies of oblit er a tion, re-ad mit ted even in non-
Catholic coun tries. As “Chief of Chris ten dom,” the pope would take rank
above all other Chiefs of State — just as the pa pal nun cio on the con ti nent
of Eu rope as well as in Latin Amer ica au to mat i cally be comes “dean” of the
diplo matic corps.
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“Chief Of Chris ten dom”

The idea of a Chief of Chris ten dom, him self also a Chief of State, pre sid ing
over an as sem bly of Chiefs of State, is a me dieval con cep tion which has no
place in our twen ti eth-cen tury demo cratic world. It has been re vived for po- 
lit i cal rea sons, and un less de nounced, will prove a dan ger ous chal lenge to
free dom and progress. For just as the equal ity of in di vid u als, the equal ity of
na tions is a fun da men tal prin ci ple of democ racy.

To rec og nize one Chief of State as se nior and per ma nent hi er ar chi cal
chief of all other States would be to set up an au thor i tar ian world monar chy,
even though the term ‘monar chy’ may not be used. Cae sar Au gus tus in an- 
cient Rome re fused the un pop u lar ti tle of king and pre ferred to be called
“Im per a tor,” a dig nity which the Ro man Re pub lic used to be stow tem po rar- 
ily upon a Supreme Com man der ap pointed in a na tional emer gency. Hitler
played the same trick in Ger many. It would have been easy for him to have
had him self crowned Em peror. In stead, he found it more ex pe di ent to leave
the Con sti tu tion of the Weimar Re pub lic legally in force and to as sume the
less con spic u ous name of Führer or Leader — the “Mein Führer” stand ing
for the old-fash ioned “Your Majesty” or “Sire.”
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Protes tant na tions, it is to be hoped, will not ac cept this new in ter na- 
tional slo gan of a “Chief of Chris ten dom” which the Holy See is try ing to
smug gle into gen eral ac cep tance. What ever the il lu sions of cler i cal politi- 
cians who be lieve in the re-es tab lish ment of the supra-na tional rule of the
pa pacy, their schemes are bound to work to the ad van tage of im pe ri al ist
Ger many.

Re cent state ments by Mr. Elmer Davis as well as Vat i can diplo matic ac- 
tiv ity seem to in di cate that the Axis Pow ers are seek ing the me di a tion of the
Holy See. If the Gov ern ment of the Protes tant Kaiser tried to en list the sup- 
port of the Vat i can, there is no rea son why Hitler’s pre dom i nantly Catholic
Greater Ger many should re frain from ap peal ing to the pope, now that even
the most fa nat i cal Nazis can no longer hope to con clude the war by a crush- 
ing Axis vic tory. The last time the pope’s col lab o ra tion in post-war ar range- 
ments was made im pos si ble by Ar ti cle 15 of the Se cret Treaty of Lon don
be tween Italy and the Al lies. This ex plicit ex clu sion of the pope from the
Peace Con fer ence has ever since been branded by Catholic politi cians as a
vil lain ous ma neu ver of in ter na tional Freema sonry. They still point to the
ab sence of a del e gate of the Holy See at Ver sailles and Neuilly in 1919 as
the deeper cause for the fail ure of the Peace Treaties and of the League of
Na tions.

Treaty Of Lon don

The real his tory of Ar ti cle 15 of the Treaty of Lon don and the rea sons for
the ex clu sion of the pope from the Peace Con fer ence have never been fully
un der stood in this coun try. The Amer i can pub lic does not know that Italy
de manded and that the Al lies agreed upon the ex clu sion of the pope from
the fu ture peace set tle ment be cause they had ev i dence that some of the most
prom i nent cler i cals at the Holy See were fa vor ing the Cen tral Pow ers, and
had for months dis cussed and planned a se cret Ger man pro posal to re con sti- 
tute in Rome a Pa pal State with in ter na tion ally guar an teed ac cess to the sea.

Only in face of the ir refutable fact that, in the midst of a ter ri ble war,
Vat i can politi cians were abus ing the Chris tian peace apos to late of the
Supreme Pon tiff to fur ther their tem po ral in ter ests and to ex tend their
power, even at the ex pense of their na tive land — these pa pal politi cians
were all Ital ians — did the Al lies agree to Italy’s de mand. Al though from
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the be gin ning of the war it was ob vi ous that the sym pa thies of the Vat i can
could not be with Protes tant Eng land, anti-cler i cal France and Or tho dox
Rus sia, Al lied states men — some of them de vout Catholics — found it hard
to be lieve that pa pal diplo macy would place its po lit i cal in ter ests be fore
those of mil lions of French and Bel gian Catholics who had be come vic tims
of Ger man ag gres sion.

Matthias Erzberger

The story of Ger many’s col lab o ra tion with the Vat i can in the last war has
been told, as so of ten be fore, by a de vout Ro man Catholic who had him self
been on the in side of the in trigue and who, vain by na ture and bit ter from
dis ap point ment, spoke out when he felt that he had been aban doned by his
for mer as so ciates. Our wit ness is none other than Matthias Erzberger, lead- 
ing mem ber of the Catholic Cen ter Party, mil i tant Ger man im pe ri al ist in
1914, Ger many’s for eign pro pa ganda chief un til 1917 when he pro moted
the Re ich stag’s fa mous peace res o lu tion, Im pe rial Un der-Sec re tary of State,
leader of the Ger man armistice del e ga tion, Min is ter of Fi nance and one of
the Fa thers of the Weimar Re pub lic. He was as sas si nated in 1921 by young
Ger man na tion al ists, a few months af ter the pub li ca tion of his out spo ken
book, My Ex pe ri ences in the World War.1

Se cret Vat i can Treaty With Ger many

One of Erzberger’s chief ob jec tives was to se cure diplo matic im mu nity and
ex tra-ter ri to rial rights for the Holy See. As early as Oc to ber, 1914, a few
weeks af ter his ap point ment as chief of for eign pro pa ganda, he sug gested
the es tab lish ment of a small neu tral Pa pal State in that part of Rome which
lies on the left bank of the Tiber, with a cor ri dor to the sea and a port. His
ne go ti a tions fi nally led to a draft treaty “re gard ing the recog ni tion of the
tem po ral power of the Pope.” This treaty, he says, had the ap proval of
“com pe tent per son al i ties of the Ger man For eign Of fice.” The first ver sion
was sub mit ted by Erzberger and his friends in Vat i can cir cles in the be gin- 
ning of 1915. It was for mu lated with char ac ter is tic thor ough ness.
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The fol low ing ex tracts of this se cret treaty are from Erzberger’s book
(pages 127ff.):

Ar ti cle I

The tem po ral power of the Pope is rec og nized by the High Con tract ing Pow ers as ex tend- 
ing over a ter ri tory in clud ing Vat i can Hill and a strip of land con nect ing it with the Tiber
and with the rail road to Viterbo and to be des ig nated as Church State…

Ar ti cle II

The church State is per ma nently in de pen dent and neu tral. Its in de pen dence and neu tral ity
are guar an teed by the High Con tract ing Pow ers.

Ar ti cle III

Sov er eign of the Church State to the Pope.

Dur ing the va cancy of the Apos tolic Chair the sovereignty is ex er cised by the Col lege of
Car di nals.

Ar ti cle IV

Cit i zens of the Church State are: Pa pal legates, nun zios and in ter nun zios, mem bers of the
Pa pal Court, of fi cials of the ad min is tra tions and palaces of the Church State, mem bers of
the Palace guards as well as ec cle si as tics per ma nently re sid ing in the Church State…

Ar ti cle V

The King dom of Italy pledges to ren der the Tiber nav i ga ble for ocean go ing ships with
draught of five me ters, along the bor der of the Church State and thence to the sea, within
two years from the rat i fi ca tion of the present treaty.

Pa pal ships can at all times nav i gate on the Tiber to and from the sea with out be ing sub ject
to the au thor ity of the Ital ian State. Should Italy be at war or should it, for other rea sons,
deem nec es sary to close the Tiber wa ter way to gen eral traf fic, a chan nel is to be kept open
for Pa pal ships, and river pi lots are to be placed at their dis posal.

Pa pal ships shall be treated by the High Con tract ing Pow ers as ex tra ter ri to rial in peace and
in war and not sub ject to in ter fer ence by a for eign power…
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Ar ti cle VI

The King dom of Italy will pay to the Holy See within six months af ter the rat i fi ca tion of
the present Treaty the sum of 500,000,000 Lire, to cover the cost of the Pa pal Court and of
the ad min is tra tion of he Church State.

Ar ti cle VII

The sovereignty of the Church State in cludes fi nances and ju ris dic tion.

Ar ti cle VIII

Diplo matic rep re sen ta tives of for eign pow ers ac cred ited to the Holy See en joy within the
ter ri tory of the King dom of Italy the same priv i leges and ex emp tions as diplo matic rep re- 
sen ta tives of the same rank ac cred ited to the King dom of Italy … In case of a state of war
or a break in diplo matic re la tions be tween the Power they rep re sent and the King dom of
Italy, they have to take res i dence in the Church State…

Ar ti cle IX

The High Con tract ing Pow ers, af ter the rat i fi ca tion of the present Treaty, will in vite all
those pow ers which are not sig na to ries of this treaty to rec og nize the tem po ral power of the
Pope over the ter ri to ries des ig nated in Ar ti cle I as well as the ex tra-ter ri to rial sta tus af Pa- 
pal ships as pro vided in Ar ti cle V.

Ar ti cle X

This Treaty shall foe rat i fied as soon as pos si ble. Rat i fi ca tion doc u ments will be de posited
with the Holy See. The Treaty en ters into force on the day on which rat i fi ca tion doc u ments
have been de posited.

It is not as ton ish ing that the lib eral Gov ern ment of Italy should have re- 
sented this planned in fringe ment of their coun try’s sovereignty by Ger many
and the Vat i can. Nor was this all. Ger many has never given with out re ceiv- 
ing. Only in di rectly does Herr Erzberger in form his read ers of the as sis tance
which Ger many had re ceived and was to re ceive from the Holy See.

In ter na tional Catholic Com mit tee
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Af ter Italy en tered the war on the side of the Al lies, Erzberger, as the
Kaiser’s chief of pro pa ganda, or ga nized in col lab o ra tion with an emis sary
of the Pa pal Sec re tary of State, an In ter na tional Catholic Com mit tee in
which each coun try was rep re sented by five or seven del e gates. Its ob ject
was to urge upon all bel liger ents that the ter ri to rial in de pen dence and the
po lit i cal free dom of the Holy See should be guar an teed in the fu ture peace.
This In ter na tional Catholic Com mit tee and sev eral of its sub-com mit tees
met re peat edly in Switzer land and Hol land. Its chief pur pose was to ex plain
the Ger man view point to the world. Erzberger tells us that the high of fi cial
of the Ro man Cu ria with whom he ne go ti ated in Switzer land was in charge
of the ex change of pris on ers of war. He was Mon signor Eu ge nio Pacelli, the
present Pope Pius XII.

Pa pal Peace Of fen sive

Ne go ti a tions be tween Erzberger and Pacelli con tin ued through out 1916. In
June of that year Erzberger was “asked by the Ger man Sec re tary of State to
in form the Vat i can that the Ger man Gov ern ment was will ing to ac cept the
good ser vices of the Pope in the mat ter of peace and would ap pre ci ate
them.” He at once con sulted with his “friend, the rep re sen ta tive of the Pa pal
Sec re tary of State in Switzer land” [Pacelli], who be lieved that the time had
come for “win ning the peace.” But af ter the Vat i can peace move had pro- 
duced its first re sults, it was checked by a par al lel in ter ven tion of the Ger- 
man For eign Of fice through Spain. The re sults which Berlin wished to ob- 
tain in 1916 were only of a diplo matic and psy cho log i cal na ture. Ger many
was in fact merely try ing to dis in te grate the home front of the Al lies and to
ob tain a clear pic ture of the po lit i cal sit u a tion in the Al lied camp. The Pa pal
peace move thus suited the Kaiser’s pur pose.

In 1917, af ter Eu ge nio Pacelli had been ap pointed nun cio in Mu nich,
Wil helm II be came more out spo ken in his de mands. Ac cord ing to Pope
Pius XII’s of fi cial bi og ra phy by Kees van Hoek (pub lished in Lon don in
1939 by Burns, Oates & Wash burn, Ltd., pub lish ers to the Holy See), the
Kaiser told Mon signor Pacelli “that the Pope should mo bi lize the Epis co- 
pate all over the world in a moral peace of fen sive and be gin by us ing his
spe cial in flu ence on Catholic States by pro mot ing [a sep a rate] peace be- 
tween Italy and Aus tria.”
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Je suit Pro pa ganda Among Protes tants

Erzberger’s pro pa ganda mis sion ended shortly af ter Pacelli had taken up
res i dence in Ger many. With laud able frank ness Erzberger tells us (page 7)
that he had been as sisted by “a num ber of Je suit priests who ren dered us ex- 
tremely valu able ser vices in en light en ing for eign coun tries.” Nor were these
pro pa ganda ac tiv i ties lim ited to Catholic cir cles. It should be of in ter est to
Protes tants in Amer ica to dis cover that this prom i nent Ro man Catholic
politi cian, work ing hand in glove with the high est dig ni taries of the pope,
also or ga nized what was known as “Weekly Evan gel i cal Let ters.” These let- 
ters were edited by Dr. Deiss mann, Pro fes sor of Protes tant the ol ogy at the
Uni ver sity of Berlin and were ad dressed es pe cially to Amer i can Protes tants.
“Pro fes sor Deiss mann,” says Erzberger, "was very skill ful in draw ing up his
mail ing lists …We adapted the con tents of these let ters de lib er ately to
Amer i can in ter ests…

Pro fes sor Deiss mann had rea son to be sat is fied with the re sponse. The
Sec re tary Gen eral of the Fed eral Coun cil of Churches of Christ in Amer ica,
rep re sent ing thirty evan gel i cal church or ga ni za tions with 125,000 com mu- 
ni ties, main tained close re la tions with him." This gen tle man might not have
done so, had he known that these “Weekly Evan gel i cal Let ters” were fi- 
nanced and — in the last in stance — di rected by pro pa ganda chief
Erzberger and his Je suit as sis tants.

Erzberger’s as sas si na tion in 1921 had been planned for some time. The
young fa nat ics who killed him were only the in stru ments of oth ers who
wished to elim i nate this man who knew too much, who al ready had said too
much and who had been too closely con nected with events in which the
pro mot ers of the present World War saw Ger many’s hu mil i a tion.

Pacel lis Post-War Ac tiv i ties

Mon signor Pacelli’s stay in Ger many lasted in all more than twelve years.
He was in Mu nich un der the short-lived Bavar ian So viet Re pub lic which he
fought, and at the time of Hitler’s first putsch in 1923. When France oc cu- 
pied the in dus trial Ruhr Val ley be cause Ger many re fused to con tinue repa- 
ra tions pay ments, the Nun zio, though not ac cred ited to Prus sia, os ten ta- 
tiously flew from the Bavar ian cap i tal to Dues sel dorf in the Prus sian
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Rhineland, and in duced his friend Achille Ratti, then Pope Pius XI, to pub- 
lish an open con dem na tion of the “Ruhr ad ven ture.” In 1925 he ob tained a
con cor dat with Bavaria, a con cor dat with Prus sia in 1929, af ter his ap point- 
ment as nun cio in Berlin, and in 1933 the fa mous con cor dat with the whole
of Hitler’s Ger many.

“Car di nal Pacelli,” wrote Kees van Hoek, his of fi cial Catholic bi og ra- 
pher, in 1939, “has al ways been known for his strong Ger man lean ings.”

Thus it is that Ger mans and Ital ians now have good rea sons for look ing
for ward hope fully to Pius XII’s me di a tion on their be half. For his past his- 
tory shows that, in stead of con demn ing Hitler whom he knew well dur ing
the seven years of his stay in Mu nich, he ne go ti ated a con cor dat with the
Nazis just as he tried to ne go ti ate one with the Kaiser’s Ger many dur ing the
last war. He fears Ger man rad i cals as much as his. pre de ces sor feared the
bol she viks. Like Pius XI, he is con nected with the Fas cist bour geoisie
through his fam ily. His un cle, a fa mous banker, was the founder and guid- 
ing spirit of the Banco di Roma, one of Italy’s great est banks and in vest- 
ment houses. His brother, Francesco Pacelli, who drafted the Lat eran Treaty
with Fas cism, had more than a hun dred se cret con fer ences with Mus solini
be fore the treaty was signed.

The Pa pacy un doubt edly can and will sur vive the present Fas cist set-up
in Italy, but in the life time of Eu ge nio Pacelli it will con tinue to sup port
Italy’s vested in ter ests and will con tinue to re main pro- Ger man un der any
kind of a regime, pro vided it is not anti-Catholic.

To day, Pa pal diplo macy is again busy be hind the scenes. Judg ing by its
record in the last war and by the per sonal lean ings of the present Pope and
his Je suit ad vis ers, the Cu ria is not the dis in ter ested and el e vated tri bunal
which it is made to ap pear to Amer i cans. The Pope, too, has a po lit i cal axe
to grind.

By prop a gat ing the idea that the Pope as “Chief of Chris ten dom” is to be
dean and ar biter in the fu ture peace con fer ence, cler i cal politi cians, how- 
ever, may ren der dis ser vice to their cause. Protes tants as well as Or tho dox
Catholics, who do not be lieve in any “Chief of Chris ten dom,” might come
to learn that the Al lies in Lon don in 1915, af ter all, were not so ill-ad vised.
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1. Er leb nisse im Weltkrieg, von Re ichs fi nanzmin is ter A. D. Matthias
Erzberger, Deutsche Ver lagsanstalt, Stutt gart & Berlin, 1920.↩ 
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Ap pen dix 1: A Vi tal Con di tion
For Last ing Peace By Leopold

Mannaberg, Ph.D. 

THE AU THOR of this ar ti cle, who has worked all his life in Cen tral Eu rope as
a Civil En gi neer and in dus trial leader, ob tained his de gree of Doc tor of Phi los- 
o phy at the Uni ver sity of Hei del berg, Ger many. His po si tion and per sonal con- 
nec tions af forded him an ex cel lent op por tu nity to fol low closely the events of
the past twenty-five years.

This ar ti cle was ca bled to Mos cow and re pro duced in the news pa pers there
on Feb ru ary 8, 1944, to sub stan ti ate So viet Rus sia’s ac cu sa tion of the pro-Fas- 
cism of the Vat i can. It was also pub lished in pam phlet form un der the ti tle:
“Vat i can Power Pol i tics in Eu rope,” and re ceived wide pub lic ity in the press of
the United States and Eng land.

EVEN WHEN VIC TORY for the United Na tions was still a long way off, scores of
books and sundry pub li ca tions had piled up with plans for the post-war eco- 
nomic, po lit i cal and moral re con struc tion of Eu rope. This lively dis cus sion of
the prob lem by Amer i cans is proof of the spread ing con vic tion that the fu ture
of Eu rope is of no less im por tance to Amer ica than it is to Eu rope it self.

From many of the con tri bu tions to the sub ject in ques tion, how ever, one is
likely to get the im pres sion that con ti nen tal Eu rope is so deeply de praved, that
a state of last ing peace can not be achieved un less the re con struc tion is pre- 
ceded by a great deal of po lit i cal and so cial de mo li tion. I ven ture to as sert that
this pic ture is much too dark. I be lieve that most of Eu rope is healthy enough
to make its own fu ture. This be lief is based partly upon my per sonal ex pe ri- 
ence, but prin ci pally on the dis play of re sis tance to the op pres sors put up by
the ail ing body politic af ter years of hor ror and tor ture. The Civil War in Spain
gave us splen did ev i dence of the brave and healthy spirit of the Span ish peo- 
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ple. From the very be gin ning of World War II we have seen ev ery where on the
con ti nent of Eu rope the peo ple’s will to re sist flar ing up in the very face of
death. This is not the re ac tion of a de praved spirit, nor of a body suc cumb ing
to a fa tal dis ease. There fore I say that many of the plans for re con struc tion are
un nec es sar ily rad i cal and some of them even dan ger ous.

Take for in stance the sug ges tion con tained in The Prob lems of Last ing
Peace by Her bert Hoover and H. Gib son, that in some cases the prob lem of
mixed bor der peo ples “may have to be solved by the heroic rem edy of trans fer
of pop u la tions.” I think this rem edy not at all heroic but on the con trary al most
bar barous. Be sides it is use less, be cause bor ders with mixed peo ples are the
rule and not the ex cep tion, as the heroic rem edy seems to im ply. The best and
most ob vi ous thing to do is to abol ish the bor ders al to gether.

For the re or ga ni za tion of Eu rope a firm hand and com mon sense are more
es sen tial than far-reach ing schemes. Let us bear in mind that the peo ples of
Eu rope have borne the brunt of the at tack aimed at the whole world. They
stum bled and fell be cause the world failed to back them up. They have had
their full share of tur moil and agony; what they need now is rest. They went
through a night mare of in jus tice and law less ness; what they need now is jus- 
tice and law. They fell vic tims to ter ror and ex tor tion; pro vide them with ad e- 
quate pro tec tion from both and the peace will last.

At the present time more than a dozen Eu ro pean na tions are anx iously wait- 
ing for lib er a tion. As they dif fer, more or less, in their po lit i cal or ga ni za tion
and so cial struc ture, the builders of last ing peace will see, in each of them, a
dif fer ent facet of the prob lem. That is the rea son why only gen eral rules for the
mak ing of peace can be traced be fore hand. But there is one prin ci ple of gen- 
eral va lid ity: the short est and quick est way to peace is likely to be the best one.

Po lit i cal Pa pacy En dan gers Peace

It is now gen er ally agreed that post-war Eu rope will have to be pro tected by
some kind of su per state roof ing, cov er ing all coun tries, as a guar an tee of their
com mon pledge for a good neigh bor pol icy. It should not be a talk a tive su per-
par lia ment such as the League of Na tions which talked its head off be fore act- 
ing, but a sober and rigid court for the ar bi tra tion of in ter na tional quar rels — a
watch dog of peace, bark ing at any ag gres sive shadow and bit ing the en emy if
need be. It must be the mil i tary head quar ters of Eu rope’s lib erty, with an in- 
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ter na tional po lice force at its dis posal, strong enough to crush any at tempt at
ag gres sion within the dis armed Con ti nent.

The in stal la tion of this Eu ro pean fire en gine must be ac com pa nied or pre- 
ceded by a thor ough house-clean ing, in or der to en sure its ef fec tive ness. At tics
must be cleared of all in flammable ma te ri als in or der to make fire-fight ing
mea sures ef fec tive. The con ti nent of Eu rope badly needs such a house clean- 
ing, since on the premises there is a fac tory of ex plo sives, not rec og niz able as
such, and there fore all the more dan ger ous to a peace ful de vel op ment of the
Eu ro pean com mon wealth.

I re fer to the Vat i can, head quar ters of the Pa pacy.
This dis clo sure may come as a shock, and no won der. Amer i cans are ac- 

quainted with only one face of the pope, his spir i tual au thor ity over an an cient
and beau ti ful church. But we Eu ro peans have be come fa mil iar, by his tory and
ex pe ri ence, with an other as pect of the pope, namely, as the chief of an in ter na- 
tional po lit i cal or ga ni za tion ad mit tedly anti-demo cratic and anti-lib eral. The
tra di tional trend of the Vat i can’s pol icy was con firmed anew by the 1943 New
Year’s mes sage of Pope Pius XII. It con tained not a sin gle word of sym pa thy
for the cause of the United Na tions but, on the other hand, did not re frain from
the usual at tack on so cial ism and com mu nism. This oc curred at a mo ment
when our deadly strug gle against the Axis needed the sup port of all men of
good will, with out any po lit i cal or re li gious dis crim i na tion. Aimed at our ally,
the So viet Union, the at tack of the pope was with out doubt an un friendly act to
the cause of the United Na tions.

This un friendly at ti tude was made still more clear and def i nite by the of fi- 
cial an nounce ment of the pope’s “strict neu tral ity” in the war. Os ten ta tiously
made on the oc ca sion of a Ja pa nese am bas sador’s pre sen ta tion to the Vat i can
in the Fall of 1942, it was in tended ob vi ously for the con sump tion of the
Amer i can pub lic, as an ex cuse for the Vat i can’s friendly re la tions with the Ja- 
pa nese gov ern ment. Qui s’ex cuse, s’ac cuse. This ill-timed dis play of friend li- 
ness to wards Japan amounted to an other chal lenge to the United Na tions. Con- 
trast ing the moral stan dard of the Axis pow ers with the moral prin ci ples
preached by the Catholic Church, we can say that the pope, in mak ing his dec- 
la ra tion of neu tral ity, was driven by his po lit i cal zeal so far as to slap his own
re li gious face.

There have been many other oc ca sions when the sym pa thies of the Vat i can
with the Axis were plainly re vealed. As for in stance its at ti tude to ward the war
in Abyssinia and to ward the Civil War in Spain. There was no neu tral ity of the
pope in ei ther of them. On the con trary, he did his best to back up the ag gres- 
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sors. He con grat u lated Mus solini and dis trib uted sa cred amulets to the Ital ian
troops go ing to Ethiopia. He sent Gen er alis simo Franco his bless ing in the
Span ish Civil War and pre sented his sol diers with vic tory medals.

On Oc to ber 13, 1935, the late Car di nal Hins ley, Catholic arch bishop of
West min ster, the pope’s chief agent in Eng land, made a speech in de fense of
the friendly at ti tude as sumed by the Vat i can to wards Fas cism in its war against
Abyssinia, and closed with the fol low ing words:

“While I do not in prin ci ple ap prove of Fas cism, I do say that if Fas cism goes un der in Italy,
then noth ing can save the coun try from chaos. With it God’s busi ness too will go un der.”

This speech may ap pear to many as blas phemy; but it is not, for Car di nal
Hins ley was re ally a very de vout man. He merely con fused God’s busi ness
with the pope’s busi ness, a con fu sion quite nat u ral for a car di nal of the Ro man
Catholic Church.

On Au gust 25, 1936, Car di nal Arch bishop Roey of Ma lines — the pope’s
gen eral in Bel gium — warned Bel gian Catholics against par tic i pat ing in the
In ter na tional Peace Con gress sched uled to be gin in Brus sels on Sep tem ber 3,
1936, un der the chair man ship of Mr. Her riot, pres i dent of the French Sen ate.
“This does not mean,” he ex plained, “that Bel gian Catholics are not filled with
a real love of peace, but they must pro tect them selves against the po lit i cal
ideas of the or ga niz ers of the con gress.”

On Sep tem ber 6, 1936, a state ment of the bishop of Berlin, Count von
Preysing, was read from the pul pits of his dio cese. Ac cord ing to this state ment
the Holy Fa ther had in formed the bishop, “that any and ev ery con nec tion or
con tact with Left ist cur rents is for bid den to Ro man Catholics and must be
most stren u ously fought by the church.”

These records taken at ran dom from the rich choice of pa pal enun ci a tions
in re cent years give am ple ev i dence of the Vat i can’s sym pa thies with Nazism
and Fas cism in the crit i cal pe riod be fore the pact of Mu nich. We are there fore
jus ti fied in tak ing the pope’s “strict neu tral ity” in the sec ond World War not
too se ri ously. It is noth ing but a strate gic smoke-screen in tended to cover his
re la tion ship with our foes, which he did not even bother to con ceal un til the
en trance of the United States into the war. It seems nat u ral now to raise the
ques tion how far back that re la tion ship can be traced. In other words, what
part has po lit i cal pa pacy played in the Eu ro pean tragedy these last twenty
years?
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Vat i can Align ment With Fas cism

A su per fi cial view of Nazism and Fas cism shows, aside from their co in ci- 
dence, so many fea tures in com mon, that it is dif fi cult to be lieve the re sem- 
blance to be merely ac ci den tal. The closer you ex am ine the two move ments,
the more they are likely to ap pear as chil dren of the same spirit. Let us try to
get closer to that spirit by an a lyz ing its de vel op ment.

Both move ments started not as rev o lu tion ary erup tions from be low, but as
counter-rev o lu tions, aim ing ex plic itly to be the sal va tion of state, so ci ety and
re li gion from the dan ger of the lib eral wave which flooded the Eu ro pean con ti- 
nent in the years af ter the first World War. In ac cor dance with this pro gram the
two op pos ing camps were clearly out lined: on one side the al lied con ser va tives
and re ac tionar ies, and on the other side lib er als and so cial ists. This anti-demo- 
cratic char ac ter of both Nazism and Fas cism, not with stand ing their na tion al is- 
tic cam ou flage, is proved not only by the rank and file of their sym pa thiz ers on
both sides of the At lantic, but in a more strik ing way still by their ac tiv ity. We
know that the first fury of both move ments was turned against the ad her ents of
democ racy and lib er al ism, or ga nized la bor and com mu nists, and of course
against the Jews, the tra di tional ap pe tizer on a mob’s menu card.

The anti-demo cratic char ac ter of both Fas cism and Nazism re veals fur ther
that their sources could not have been of low ori gin. Their in spi ra tion could
not have been born in the slums from which Hitler and Mus solini came. Be- 
sides, since in the first years af ter the first World War even the Ger man gov- 
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ern ment, like all oth ers, was un der the in flu ence of lib er al ism, a spon sor ship of
these two move ments by the gov ern ment of any Eu ro pean coun try it self was
out of the ques tion.

Un der these cir cum stances it would have been im pos si ble for ob scure no- 
bod ies, as were Hitler and Mus solini at that time, to mo bi lize the masses for a
bloody cru sade against the masses of the peo ple and their lib eral gov ern ments
un less they were backed by some po lit i cal force of ex tra or di nary qual i ties — a
force reach ing up to the sum mits of so ci ety as well as down to its depths, one
ex er cis ing a strong in flu ence in the in ter na tional arena and keep ing it self clev- 
erly out of sight. There is but one force qual i fied in this ex tra or di nary way,
namely po lit i cal Pa pacy, cen tered in the Vat i can.

Af ter this ex cur sion of gen eral char ac ter, let us now go back to our ev i- 
dence. The var i ous facts pre vi ously men tioned are sig nif i cant in deed, but they
do not con sti tute suf fi cient ev i dence of the col lab o ra tion of the Vat i can with
the Axis. They con firm only what ev ery stu dent of his tory knows, that the Pa- 
pacy is and al ways has been anti-demo cratic and anti-lib eral. But by them- 
selves they do not prove that the Vat i can had a part in the world-wide con spir- 
acy, launched by Nazism and Fas cism, against democ racy and lib erty. A past
mas ter of po lit i cal in trigues, such as the Vat i can is, makes doc u men tary ev i- 
dence hard to find. We can only hope to catch an oc ca sional glimpse through
the cracks in its po lit i cal walls. Bish ops in pol i tics, as in chess, move
obliquely.

One in sight was fur nished by The Catholic In ter na tional, a new pe ri od i cal,
re cently pub lished in New York. It iden ti fied it self as. “a mag a zine of Chris- 
tian de cency for the Chris tian home and edited un der cler i cal di rec tion.” This
mag a zine con tained the fol low ing amaz ing com ment on the fall of France:
“The earthly dis as ter has been a heav enly bless ing. The days of So cial ism and
Freema sonry are gone for ever in France …Isn’t it all glo ri ous?” And, turn ing
to Italy, it con tin ued: “And in Italy too …The base lit tle athe ist school mas ters
have been booted out for ever and monks and nuns now again teach the chil- 
dren of the Penin sula.”

As all ill-timed re marks do, these words car ried the dis ad van tage of in dis- 
cre tion. They not only of fered an of fi cial avowal of in tol er ance and ha tred of
pub lic ed u ca tion, but also ex pressed ex ul ta tion at the New Or der es tab lished
by Fas cism both in Italy and France. They also proved that the in ter ests of the
Vat i can were on the side of the dic ta tors all dur ing these last twenty years.

Was this com mu nity of in ter ests a sim ple co in ci dence or was it founded on
a pre med i tated coali tion? The an swer to this ques tion must nec es sar ily be hid- 
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den in the roots of World War II. In or der to lay them bare, the prin ci pal events
of these last twenty-five years must be re viewed in the light of the role that the
Vat i can has played be hind the Eu ro pean stage. We must be gin with the Rus- 
sian Rev o lu tion of 1917-18, be cause it was in re la tion to this rev o lu tion that
the con tem po rary counter-rev o lu tion started and de vel oped. While the first
World War is likely to go down in his tory as a mere nui sance, it will rank high
in the his tory of mankind for hav ing fa thered the Rus sian Rev o lu tion, a so cial
up heaval of greater im por tance and greater con se quence than even the French
Rev o lu tion of 1789.

The young plant of Rus sian Lib erty was raised un der the most un fa vor able
con di tions, but re ceived so lov ing a care as to en able the young ster, only
twenty-five years later, to join the United Na tions in their fight against slav ery
and to do a highly ef fi cient and suc cess ful job. It is no ex ag ger a tion to say that
the So viet Union, born out of the first World War, be came the life-saver of lib- 
erty in World War II.

I like to be lieve that hu man ity has a body guard anal o gous to the emer gency
squadron of cells in our body, which comes to its res cue in case of in jury or
fever. I like to be lieve that the birth of the Rus sian Re pub lic in 1917 was due
to prov i den tial plan ning to have a body guard for lib erty at hand in 1941. This
ro man tic be lief is strongly sup ported by the un usual cir cum stances which
paved the way for the birth of the So viet Union. For it was the Ger man High
Com mand in the first World War who in 1917 dis patched Lenin and his aides
from their ex ile in Switzer land to the Rus sian bor der, in a sealed rail way car,
in or der to start the rev o lu tion that brought about the col lapse of Im pe rial Rus- 
sia from within.

The so cial erup tion had been sim mer ing in Im pe rial Rus sia for many
decades as a con se quence of the bru tal op pres sion and ex ploita tion of the
masses by aris to crats, land lords, bu reau crats and a de praved clergy. As long as
the peace lasted it could get nowhere. But in the first World War Rus sian sol- 
diers set the spark to the fuse when, af ter three years of ter ri ble losses and
hard ships, they were driven by whips against the Ger man lines with out food
and am mu ni tion. It is pos si ble that the rev o lu tion might have started with out
Lenin and his friends, but it cer tainly would have suc cumbed be fore long with- 
out their in tel lec tual lead er ship.

Af ter hav ing over thrown the Czar and es tab lished a gov ern ment of their
own, the Rus sian peo ple turned to the much harder task of re build ing their ut- 
terly ex hausted coun try.
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There is no one who does not ad mit that the Rus sian Rev o lu tion was
morally jus ti fied, and en ti tled ac cord ing to in ter na tional prin ci ples to be con- 
sid ered a purely in ter nal af fair of Rus sia alone, with out any in ter fer ence from
with out. But in this case of a peo ple fight ing against its un just op pres sors, the
con ser va tive chan cel leries of Eu rope thought fit to in ter vene — as they had
done in the French Rev o lu tion in 1792. Al though fight ing among them selves,
it took them no time to agree upon this de ci sion. Bloody foes of yes ter day
made com mon cause to crush the young So viet Union. These ‘White Guards- 
men’ in vaded Rus sia from the North and the South si mul ta ne ously, rav aging
the coun try and com mit ting atroc i ties against the pop u la tion. But this time,
with lib erty at stake, the Rus sian sol diers fought like he roes and suc ceeded af- 
ter one year of fierce fight ing in beat ing back the in vaders and driv ing them
out of the coun try. Then again the Rus sian peo ple dropped their arms and took
up sickle and ham mer to con tinue their work of re con struc tion.

World-Wide Con spir acy Against The So viet
Union

The first at tack on the So viet Union failed partly for the rea son that the foes of
the So viet Union at that time were very busy with their own af fairs at home.
Four years of a war of at tri tion had not only sapped the eco nomic strength of
the war ring coun tries but also stirred the minds of their peo ples. As a sort of
com pen sa tion for the blood he shed and the hard ships he en dured, the man in
the street now gained po lit i cal weight over night. The bal ance of po lit i cal
power started shift ing from the Right to the Left. Far from op pos ing this trend,
the par ties of the Right were only too glad to take a leave of ab sence from the
pub lic stage. Al though re spon si ble for the out break of the war they did not like
the idea of sign ing the peace. They knew it was a sui ci dal job and pre ferred to
have it done by men of the Left. Fur ther more, the post-war eco nomic re con- 
struc tion was a hard task, both dif fi cult and un grate ful. These re quire ments did
not suit the re ac tionar ies. They, in gen eral, like to take a rich coun try and run it
down; then they let oth ers have their turn.

Ac cord ing to this pol icy the re ac tionar ies mod estly stood back and al lowed
the so cial ists to come to the front. This was their for mula for the es tab lish ment
of so-called Na tional Gov ern ment, that would em brace men both of Left and
Right for co op er a tion in the re con struc tion. As a rule the chiefs of state were
taken from the Left. As a mat ter of fact, at that time, the whole con ti nent of
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Eu rope looked like a pro gres sive and peace ful so ci ety of na tions. But the po lit- 
i cal mod esty and self-de nial of the re ac tionar ies were noth ing but a clever ma- 
neu ver. By with draw ing from the scene, they were at the same time pre par ing
for fu ture at tack. Hav ing men of their own party in the gov ern ment, they had
only to watch for their op por tu nity to come af ter their pas sive re sis tance had
worn down the wave of lib er al ism.

They were not a bit afraid of the so cial ists, though these had suc ceeded in
ral ly ing un der their ban ner the bulk of the work ers in the big cities and in dus- 
trial cen ters. While the so cial ists and lib er als held the ma jor ity in the ur ban
places, the de ci sive fac tor for a ma jor ity in par lia ment were the ru ral dis tricts,
and here the lib er als were im po tent against the in flu ence of the tra di tional po- 
lit i cal bosses, the pope and his re ac tionary par ties. As the great est pri vate
landowner through out Catholic Eu rope, the pope ex erts by this very fact, since
time im memo rial, an eco nomic and po lit i cal con trol over the ru ral pop u la tion,
in whose minds the tra di tion of the feu dal sys tem is still stronger than the writ- 
ten law. His news pa pers kept on pre scrib ing to the coun try peo ple their men- 
tal diet, his priests bossed both school mas ter and bur go mas ter, and woe to the
pro vin cial busi ness man or mer chant who dared to sub scribe to one of the lib- 
eral news pa pers from the cap i tal. Stig ma tized as heretics they lost not only the
lu cra tive pa tron age of the rich monastery or abbey nearby, but were fur ther- 
more os tra cized by the whole com mu nity. The peas ants were warned to ward
off so cial ism, as the foe of God and re li gion which leads in evitably to eter nal
damna tion.

No or di nary po lit i cal party could af ford to main tain the vast or ga ni za tion
nec es sary for such a po lit i cal grip. Only the pope had it in his church all ready
and or ga nized through out the dif fer ent coun tries, down to the small est ham let,
like a well-or ga nized and dis ci plined army — ev ery priest a sol dier trained in
blind obe di ence to the bish ops, the of fi cers of the pope.

It is by these means that the work ers and peas ants are kept in op po site po- 
lit i cal camps: by the co or di na tion of eco nomic and re li gious pres sure.

This pa pal pol icy has been sup ported by the re ac tionar ies of Eu rope, ever
since the French Rev o lu tion, with last ing suc cess. It was the gov ern ment of
the young So viet Union which op posed that pol icy for the first time in Eu ro- 
pean his tory. Al though it de creed free dom of wor ship through out the Union,
at the same time it for bade the clergy to mis use re li gion for pol i tics or to in ter- 
fere with pub lic ed u ca tion, their ac tiv i ties to be lim ited strictly to their spir i tual
ser vices in the church. It made re li gion a pri vate af fair. This mea sure was a
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nec es sary pro vi sion for the men tal ar ma ment of the youth of the young re pub- 
lic.

A sys tem of pub lic ed u ca tion had to be pro vided whereby the youth would
be raised to gen eral ap pre ci a tion and preser va tion of lib erty, free from re ac- 
tionary in flu ence. The lead ers of the So viet Union re al ized that lib erty is un- 
cer tain and very likely to get lost un less youth is pro vided with such a men tal
ar mor through pub lic school ed u ca tion.

The re ac tionar ies were pierced to the quick by that de cree of the Rus sian
gov ern ment. It meant that one hun dred and sixty mil lion peo ple were on the
way to real lib erty, of body and mind. There was no say ing what dan ger ous
reper cus sions it might have on the minds in East ern and Cen tral Eu rope, if the
das tardly in flu ence from the East was not stopped at once. It was there fore a
mat ter of life or death for the re ac tionar ies and the Catholic Church that the
Rus sian rev o lu tion be stran gled. The whole of Eu rope was to be mo bi lized for
a cru sade to that end. The first thing to do was to dis con tinue their po lit i cal va- 
ca tion ing and to get the power at home well in hand again. In the mean time
Eu rope had to be safe guarded against men tal con tam i na tion, and to this end
Rus sia was to be placed un der per ma nent in ter na tional quar an tine. The
shadow of World War II be gan to emerge.

In ac cor dance with these de ci sions the re ac tionar ies started a cam paign of
defama tion through out the world against the So viet Union and its gov ern ment
unique in its ex ten sion and fe roc ity. There is no crime or blas phemy of which
the men in the Krem lin were not guilty. They mur dered mil lions of Rus sians
and forced the peo ple into “god less” com mu nism. It is not nec es sary for me to
go deeper into the sub ject of this defam a tory cam paign. All of us have wit- 
nessed it and many of us have fallen un der its spell. It took a sec ond World
War to lift the ban af ter twenty years.

The re ac tionary par ties were now again very busy with their do mes tic pol i- 
tics. Their strat a gem of tem po rary ab sten tion from ac tive pol i tics had worked
ac cord ing to plan. The af ter math of the first World War had made life for the
great mass of the peo ple ex tremely dif fi cult. Short age of food and in fla tion
weighed heav ily on their shoul ders be cause the enor mous cost of the war had
not been equally dis trib uted. Land lords and in dus tri al ists had man aged in time
to rid them selves of their war loans, pay ing off their mort gages or en larg ing
their fac to ries and equip ment for a tri fle, while work ers and em ploy ees fought
a hope less bat tle against the on rush ing tide of in fla tion. The eco nomic coat of
the Eu ro pean na tions was but toned awry and needed, ac cord ing to the fa mous
for mula of Prince Bis marck, to be opened up and but toned anew. The so cial- 
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ists in the gov ern ments were not blind to the dan ger. They saw the ne ces sity
for strong mea sures, but all their at tempts to do some thing about it were now
frus trated by the other par ties of the Coali tion. In stead of co op er at ing with the
lib er als for the ben e fit of the na tion, these par ties, Na tion al ists and Cler i cals,
now saw their op por tu nity at hand to stab the lib er als in the back and they did
not hes i tate to do so re gard less of pub lic in ter ests.

The gen eral at tack on Democ racy and Lib erty was about to be gin.

Lib erty Goes Down In Italy

It started in Italy with the Black shirts of Ben ito Mus solini. Orig i nally an ob- 
scure jour nal ist in the so cial ist camp, he changed his coat in time, and so quit
the so cial ist party and de voted his abil ity to tire less bray ing for the ben e fit of
rad i cal Na tion al ism. Then came his sud den rise, like that of a rocket, to the
chief dom of a party. No body knew who it was that set him off, but it was un- 
doubt edly a force of high stand ing. It was gen er ally known that his per sonal
means did not al low him the pur chase of more than half a dozen black shirts
for him self and much less for the equip ment and pay of his fol low ers. The
gen eral guess at that time pointed to a rich in dus tri al ist as his spon sor. But then
came the fa mous March on Rome which de stroyed this con jec ture. The boss
was ev i dently to be looked for higher up.

The Ital ian peo ple are fond of the atri cal per for mances, but the March on
Rome was a poor one and they did not like it. Mus solini did not march at all.
He came by train. No body was de ceived. Those guns were hired and paid for
in cash. The gar ri son of Rome could have an ni hi lated this mum mery in a short
while. But, in stead of hav ing the Black shirts thrown out of his cap i tal, the king
sat down with Mus solini to a friendly dis cus sion of his king dom’s af fairs and
with out fur ther ado sur ren dered the man age ment and the fu ture of his king dom
to the up start, re serv ing for him self only the ti tle of king. Mus solini be came
Dic ta tor of Italy over night; no fairy tale could do it eas ier. But who was the
ma gi cian? Cer tainly not the king, who was ob vi ously a sec ondary ac tor, one of
the cast in this melo drama, charged more over with an em bar rass ing and hu- 
mil i at ing role. Who was the man in a po si tion to make the king play that part?

The new ruler of Italy had ur gent busi ness on his mind. The next thing for
him to do was to wipe out all traces of lib er al ism and democ racy in or der to
con sol i date his own regime. Com mu nists, so cial ists, lib er als and in tel lec tu als
were the vic tims of the purge. Their or ga ni za tions were dis solved, their lead ers
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ex iled or killed. Years later, it could be said all over the coun try, “the base lit tle
athe ist school mas ters were booted out and monks and nuns started again to
teach the chil dren of the Penin sula.”

The Ital ian peo ple are es sen tially demo cratic and lib eral-minded. There fore
it took Mus solini many years to over come so cial ism and lib er al ism. It was not
un til then that the stage of this po lit i cal com edy was fi nally set for the ap pear- 
ance of the play wright be fore the cur tain, when, in 1929, the Lat eran Ac cord
be tween the pope and the Fas cist gov ern ment was pub lished. For Mus solini it
was the time for the pay ment of the roy al ties agreed upon with his au thor. Be- 
sides re ceiv ing from Mus solini 750 mil lion lire in cash and one bil lion lire in
Fas cist gov ern ment stock, the Vat i can got a tiny but sub stan tial sovereignty,
carved out from Italy’s heart, a Treaty and a Con cor dat, mak ing Catholi cism
the sole Church of the king dom and giv ing the clergy full con trol over the peo- 
ple’s ed u ca tion. The union be tween the Vat i can and Fas cism was pub licly
sealed. The Vat i can could now, af ter many years, en joy again the at tributes and
priv i leges of diplo matic sovereignty, which are of in es timable value in the
game of in ter na tional pol i tics — though mean ing less to re li gion and even in- 
com pat i ble with it.

That re mark able pact of 1929 did not only re veal to the pub lic the real boss
of Fas cism; it made it clear that po lit i cal pa pacy was once more on the ram- 
page. Con nois seurs of his tory pre dicted at that time still big ger po lit i cal
events, to come in the near fu ture. They were right.

Democ racy In Ger many Goes The Same Way

To fight Rus sia with out the help of the Ger man Re ich was a hope less en ter- 
prise. As a mat ter of fact, Ger many was the trump card, and there fore had to
be come the cen ter of the cru sade against the in fi dels in Mos cow. Things in
Ger many looked very pro pi tious. A po lit i cal up heaval was pre cip i tated by the
ru inous con se quences of Ger many’s cur rency in fla tion. It was es pe cially the
mid dle class which found it self eco nom i cally ru ined or de graded. As these
peo ple saw them selves cheated out of their prop erty, their tra di tional hon esty
be came se ri ously shaken. Out of this so cial tur moil emerged the Rad i cals from
both sides, but it was the Na tional- So cial ist Party which ab sorbed the greater
part of the des per ate mid dle-class, com bin ing in its very name the at trac tions
of both Left and Right. This party got the up per hand by ly ing pro pa ganda and
ter ror is tic ac tiv ity. With cud gels and re volvers they lit er ally con quered the
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streets house by house, and by ter ror made them selves mas ters of the sit u a- 
tion. As a mat ter of fact it was a new type of civil war, and the so cial ists got
the worst of it for two rea sons: their or ga ni za tion was out of money, and they
lacked be sides the stom ach to kill.

On the other hand Hitler and his party got plenty of money to de velop their
pro pa ganda and carry on the ter ror is tic cam paign on an ever-grow ing scale. It
came not only from Ger man to ries but from all re ac tionary camps abroad.
They saw in Hitler their cham pion as he kept on promis ing to wipe out both
so cial ists and com mu nists. Bloody ter ror backed by heaps of money and the
un veiled sym pa thy of in flu en tial po lit i cal cir cles proved to be ir re sistible in the
end. Fi nally even the po lice and judges yielded to the pres sure and law less- 
ness be gan to spread, like mush rooms in a damp cel lar. The hon est cit i zen
found him self treated as an out law if he tried to re sist.

This sad story has been told many times be fore. What was not told or may
be for got ten is the story of how Hitler’s ad vent to supreme power was
achieved at the end of Jan u ary 1933. It is sig nif i cant that ten years of ruth less
pur suit of his bloody strat egy had not brought vic tory to the Nazi party by the
way of elec tions. I be lieve we have to give the Ger man peo ple credit for this
proof of their will to re sist evil, against heavy odds. The fact is that in 1932 the
Nazi tide ob vi ously be gan to turn. Hitler grad u ally lost ground in sev eral elec- 
tions; his sup ply of money be gan to run low. It be came ev i dent that the Ger- 
man peo ple were re cov er ing from their ap a thy and fright. Hitler had to re al ize
that his war against the Ger man peo ple was lost. In this crit i cal mo ment, when
the chiefs of the Nazi party started to de spair of the fu ture, a pow er ful hand
came to their res cue. Messrs. Hugen berg and Franz von Pa pen, two po lit i cal
and so cial aces, both of them no to ri ous hench men of the Vat i can, did the job.
As the Ger man peo ple could not be per suaded or forced to ac cept Hitler as
their leader, it had to be done the other way around, by per suad ing old Mar shal
Hin den burg to make Hitler his chan cel lor.

The two men ar ranged a vi cious and con cen trated at tack on the old gen tle- 
man’s mind. One of the next re gional elec tions, held in the tiny prin ci pal ity of
Lippe-Det mold, gave them the op por tu nity to pro vide the Nazi party with a
vic tory, scor ing 40% of the votes in its fa vor. Big money and po lit i cal high-
pres sure did the trick. This was only an in signif i cant lo cal suc cess, but it was
suf fi cient for the two agents to launch their drive on Hin den burg. They tried to
make the old man be lieve that it was the peo ple’s voice speak ing in that elec- 
tion and call ing for the lead er ship of Hitler. Their in sin u a tions, warn ings and
threats were sup ported by two most in flu en tial po lit i cal par ties: the ul tra-cler i- 
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cal Bavar ian Peo ple’s Party and the Catholic Cen ter Party of the big in dus tri al- 
ists in the Rhineland. The con spir a tors had even suc ceeded, by do na tion of an
es tate, in win ning the co op er a tion of the Mar shal’s own nephew, Colonel von
Hin den burg, who en joyed his un cle’s trust. These forces com bined for a joint
as sault on the old Pres i dent and suc ceeded in con quer ing his dis like for Hitler,
af ter hav ing ex hausted both his body and mind. He dis missed the cab i net of
Gen eral Schle icher and named Hitler chan cel lor.

The Ger man peo ple were over pow ered at last. But let us bear in mind that
it never would have hap pened with out the de lib er ate sup port of the Vat i can’s
po lit i cal or ga ni za tion in Ger many.

Ar ti cle 16 of the above con cor dat be tween Hitler and the Vat i can gives the
word ing of the oath that all Ger man bish ops are obliged to take be fore the Re- 
ich statthal ter, as fol lows:

“I swear be fore God and upon the Holy Gospels and prom ise, as be comes a bishop, to be loyal
to the Ger man Re ich and the State. I swear and prom ise to re spect the con sti tu tional Gov ern- 
ment and to have it re spected by my clergy.”
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Shortly af ter the con cor dat was signed by Car di nal Pacelli and Catholic Franz
von Pa pen, Car di nal Bertram of Berlin wrote to Hitler as fol lows:

“The Epis co pate of all the Ger man dio ce ses, as is shown by its state ments to the pub lic, was
glad to ex press, as soon as it was pos si ble af ter the re cent change in the po lit i cal sit u a tion
through the dec la ra tions of Your Ex cel lency, its sin cere readi ness to co op er ate to the best of its
abil ity with the new gov ern ment which has pro claimed as its goal to pro mote Chris tian ed u ca- 
tion, to wage war against God less ness and im moral ity, to strengthen the spirit of sac ri fice for
the com mon good, and to pro tect the rights of the Church.” (From the Catholic [Lon don] Uni- 
verse, Au gust 18, 1933.)

What ever the Catholic church may now think about Hitler and the whole
scheme of the Nazi-Fas cist Axis, there is no doubt that the Vat i can was
Hitler’s ally from the be gin ning. Fritz Thyssen, rich Catholic steel mag nate
who fi nanced Hitler,[^ciX] tes ti fies to this.

Af ter he went to Switzer land in 1940, Thyssen1 wrote an ar ti cle in the
Swiss Ar beit erzeitung en ti tled: “PIUS XII, AS NUN CIO, BROUGHT
HITLER TO POWER.” In this ar ti cle he states plainly what the aim of the
Hitler-Vat i can plan was. He says:

“The idea 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.”
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Poland And Hun gary

Both coun tries are pre dom i nantly agri cul tural, of the typ i cal Eu ro pean kind,
with mil lions of small poor farm ers drudg ing along with their fam i lies, work- 
ing ex tremely hard to eke out a liv ing, their bod ies pre ma turely ex hausted and
their minds over shad owed by men tal op pres sion of cen turies. As a whole
these coun tries are happy-hunt ing-grounds for re ac tionar ies. Their poor
schools are lit tle help against il lit er acy, and those lit tle farm ers as well as the
ru ral work ers are liv ing to day much as their fore fa thers lived for cen turies,
un der the strict rule of aris to crats, the Catholic church, and great landown ers.
The pope is, of course, in both coun tries the great est pri vate landowner, and
there fore en joys supreme po lit i cal power. Democ racy, lib erty and po lit i cal in- 
de pen dence may be writ ten on the parch ment of some con sti tu tion; prac ti cally
they are phan toms, never touch ing the peo ple of the ru ral dis tricts.

Then there are some cities and in dus trial cen ters with or ga nized work ers.
But their num ber is of no avail and their voice can not reach those work ing in
the fields. For these peo ple of the soil serf dom has been re placed by hope less
de pen dency on the few big land hold ers. Noth ing but a fun da men tal land re- 
form can bring them the eco nomic in de pen dence, which must be the fore run- 
ner of demo cratic lib erty.

These con di tions are best il lus trated by ex act fig ures from an of fi cial re port
on the dis tri bu tion of the land in Hun gary at the end of 1936:

Of a to tal of 16,162,589 Katas traljoch (1 Joch equal to 1.4 acres) were in
pos ses sion of

State and Com mu ni ties: Joch 750,000
The pope: Joch 1,100,000
1200 land lords 3,900,000
The re main der of the land was di vided among 1,200,000 peas ant farms
each with a small area from one half to one-hun dred Joch, while 500,000
land less peas ants had no soil of their own at all.

While these fig ures, typ i cal of all Catholic coun tries in Eu rope, re flect the
eco nomic struc ture of the coun tries men tioned, they also give a clear pic ture of
their po lit i cal sta tus. The land less peas ants, plus many of the small farm ers,
are no bet ter off to day than their fore fa thers had been as serfs a cen tury ago.
They have to wan der like no mads over the coun try to get work and shel ter as
share crop pers on the big es tates. The me dieval dis tri bu tion of land has its in- 
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escapable po lit i cal ef fects which can not be over come by any pa per dec la ra- 
tion of democ racy. Those peo ple are ab so lutely de pen dent, both in mind and
body, on their em ploy ers.

Both in Poland and in Hun gary, the wave of pro gres sive lib eral ism sweep- 
ing the con ti nent of Eu rope in the wake of the first World War tried to rem edy
the de picted evils, but it was crushed be fore long by the deep-rooted po lit i cal
or ga ni za tion and eco nomic pres sure of the re ac tionary par ties.

France

The un for tu nate fate of France in 1940 was no sur prise to any one fa mil iar with
the sta tus of things in that coun try. The Third Re pub lic was doomed be cause it
rep re sented not a united French na tion, but a thou sand stream lets of po lit i cal,
so cial, and re li gious dis crim i na tions, and these stream lets had long be fore
eroded the roots of the Re pub lic and the foun da tions of the na tional struc ture.
In this con di tion France could not with stand the shock of Ger man ag gres sion.
Now we face the task of ex plain ing the source of those dis rup tive stream lets.

The French Rev o lu tion in 1789 left France with out the in dis pens able ar ma- 
ment for the de fense of her newly-won lib erty and democ racy. Such an ar mor
can be given a na tion only by means of an ef fi cient pub lic ed u ca tional sys tem.
But this was never ac com plished, and this fail ure ex plains why France never
suc ceeded in be com ing a united na tion in both her po lit i cal and so cial life.

There were two Houses of Leg is la ture and in both of them the cler i cal par- 
ties, di rected by the Vat i can, held a de ci sive po si tion be tween Left and Right,
turn ing the po lit i cal bal ance, at their will, on any im por tant is sue. These par- 
ties of the Vat i can, look ing serenely on the con flict be tween Left and Right,
fanned the flames and widened the gap be tween the two po lit i cal camps in or- 
der to in crease the na tional po lit i cal tur moil.

One of the ques tions most im por tant to them was the mat ter of pub lic
schools. Sup ported by the par ties of the Right, they saw to it that the pub lic
schools were poorly equipped, and that the pay ment of the teach ers did not
rise above the min i mum. But, at the same time, the Vat i can kept on en ter tain- 
ing and en larg ing a vast sys tem of pri vate schools af fil i ated with the con vents
and other re li gious bod ies. These pri vate schools of the church were bet ter
equipped than the na tional pub lic schools, and, in gen eral, more ex clu sive so- 
cially be cause of their higher cost of tu ition. Their ex clu sive ness flat tered and
kept alive the so cial van ity of the French pro fes sional classes. As a re sult,
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these church schools were pre ferred by the mid dle class, who were very proud
to have their chil dren sit ting on the same bench with the youth of the aris to- 
cratic and rich fam i lies. It goes with out say ing that the French aris to crats, for
many good rea sons, sent their chil dren to cler i cal schools — and so a closed
cir cle was formed.

To these psy cho log i cal in duce ments were added the solemn ad mo ni tion
from the pul pits not to send Chris tian chil dren to pub lic schools “where athe ist
teach ers are em ployed.” The spirit trans mit ted to the chil dren in the cler i cal
schools was nat u rally not in har mony with the Re pub lic’s motto: “Lib erty,
Equal ity and Fra ter nity.”
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The po lit i cal har vest of the church by this pri vate ed u ca tional sys tem be- 
comes clear, if you bear in mind that the grad u ates of those cler i cal pri vate
schools were des tined to be come the back bone of the coun try’s ad min is tra- 
tion. With a diploma from one of the cler i cal schools they were sure to be
given pref er ence; and this sys tem, from gen er a tion to gen er a tion, had suc- 
ceeded in cov er ing the whole field of ad min is tra tion by a net work of re ac- 
tionary ad min is tra tive of fi cials, to whom the di rec tives, from the near est bish- 
opric, meant much more than the prin ci ples of the Re pub lic.

Add to this the wide spread in flu ence of the girls and fu ture wives and
moth ers com ing out of con vent schools and you will un der stand how it came
about that the more in flu en tial part of the French na tion was sys tem at i cally
im bued with a spirit in dif fer ent, more of ten hos tile, to the prin ci ples of the Re- 
pub lic.

In this way the Vat i can held a tight grip on the ad min is tra tion and spirit of
France, and will con tinue to do so, as long as the ed u ca tion of French youth is
not made the ex clu sive priv i lege of the State. This is the main rea son why the
na tional unity of the French na tion can not be achieved. This is the rea son why
the French Re pub lic has never been a re pub lic of the peo ple.

It has been said that France was ruled by some two hun dred aris to cratic and
rich fam i lies, but be hind these fam i lies has al ways stood the pow er ful or ga ni- 
za tion of the Vat i can, di rect ing them ac cord ing to its po lit i cal strat egy. Those
rul ing fam i lies of France were only too will ing to be guided in that way be- 
cause they knew they had a com mon cause and that their rule over France
could not be chal lenged ef fec tively by the peo ple as long as they fol lowed the
guid ance of the Vat i can. Thus the re ac tionary par ties of France were at the
helm of the State, steer ing the ves sel as they chose.

Hitler’s New Or der found, in their souls, a very sym pa thetic echo, and, it is
not sur pris ing that the bish ops of France en thu si as ti cally greeted Hitler’s New
Or der and promised the Vichy gov ern ment full co op er a tion. To them the fall
of the Third Re pub lic was cer tainly a “heav enly bless ing.”

Czecho slo va kia

Ever since Mag is ter Jan Hus, the first Czech anti-pa pist, was burned in 1415,
the re la tions be tween the Czech na tion and the pope have been strained, and
ever since it, has felt the Vat i can’s hand weigh ing heav ily upon its shoul ders.
Ev ery new cen tury brought about new bloody in stall ments of that last ing spir i- 
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tual feud, at the bot tom of which lies the in domitable spirit of the Czechs for
in de pen dence and lib erty, a claim no pope liked to hear, much less to grant.
There fore we see down through the cen turies the bloody trail of pa pacy sweep
the Czech coun try over and over again. Ev ery cen tury brought a new in stall- 
ment of the pope’s anger and the twen ti eth cen tury was no ex cep tion. Its con- 
tri bu tion was by no means the least one. Let us hope it will be the last.

Af ter the first World War the gov ern ment of the promis ing young democ- 
racy re al ized the dan ger threat en ing it from the Vat i can and it tried to evade it.
But the ef fort was not suf fi ciently bold and coura geous. A sort of com pro mise
was made with the Vat i can, in or der to at tain a modus vivendi. That was the
mis take. The Czech lead ers should have known that a modus vivendi with the
Vat i can meant death. Well-in structed in Eu rope’s his tory, they should have re- 
mem bered the old French proverb: Qui mange du pape, en meurt — that is, lit- 
er ally, “He who eats from the pope dies.”

And so it hap pened in 1938, when Hitler’s cam paign against Czecho slo va- 
kia ap proached its cli max, that the Czech peo ple were stabbed in the back by
the dec la ra tion of an in de pen dent state of Slo vakia, in which the Slo vak peo ple
them selves had no part what so ever. This foul deed had been pre pared by Fa- 
ther Hlinka, leader of the Vat i can party in Slo vakia, and ex e cuted by his suc- 
ces sor in this lead er ship, Msgr. Josef Tiso. Armed Hlinka guards flooded the
coun try, crush ing out with Nazi cru elty all at tempts at re sis tance, ut terly de- 
stroy ing na tional unity, con fus ing and de mor al iz ing the peo ple at the very mo- 
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ment when Ger man troops on the Aus trian bor der at Bratislava stood ready for
the oc cu pa tion of the Slo vak cap i tal.

This stab bing was so per fectly timed with the at tacks on Czecho slo va kia
from Berlin, that Hitler and Mus solini could not fail to grate fully re mem ber
their part ner in the Vat i can, when they signed the pact of Mu nich.

Aus tria

Aus tria is the only coun try in Cen tral Eu rope where the so cial ists af ter the first
World War suc ceeded in achiev ing a re mark able suc cess. This was due partly
to their elec toral ma jor ity in Vi enna, which com prised nearly one third of Aus- 
tria’s pop u la tion, but was prin ci pally due to the en ergy and in tegrity of their
lead ers. They even man aged to ap proach and at tract the peas antry in the prov- 
inces. Sup ported by lib eral in tel lec tu als and sci en tists they be gan to found
pub lic li braries in many small com mu ni ties, thereby stim u lat ing the ap petite
for read ing and learn ing, a feast hith erto un known to the coun try folk.

This de vel op ment of a peace ful progress came to an abrupt end in Feb ru ary
1934, when the two other par ties of the ‘Na tional Gov ern ment,’ the Chris tian
So cial ists (the pope’s parry) and the Ger man Na tion als, to gether started their
bloody coup d’etat which buried the Re pub lic. This at tack was care fully pre- 
pared for some years pre vi ous by the Chan cel lor Msgr. Ig naz Seipel, a Ro man
Catholic priest. He broke up the Na tional Gov ern ment and by com bin ing the
Chris tian So cial ist party with the Ger man Na tion als against the so cial ists,
started Aus tria on its way to civil war.

The Ger man Na tion als had tra di tion ally been foes of the Catholic church.
They hated Chris tian ity in gen eral and the Ro man church in par tic u lar. For
more than 50 years the slo gan of their stormy, but not nu mer ous party had
been: ‘Los Von Rom,’ which means: ‘Away from the Ro man Church.’ Nev er- 
the less, Msgr. Seipel con stantly re jected the re peated propo si tions of the so- 
cial ists for a last ing un der stand ing as the base for a solid gov ern ment, the only
se cu rity for a peace ful fu ture. Seipel ac cepted the Ger man Na tion als as his al- 
lies in 1930 and the in ter nal strife was on.

When Msgr. Seipel died, he was suc ceeded by a man he him self had picked
out — En gel bert Doll fuss, trained and ed u cated by the Je suits. It was Doll fuss
who in May, 1932, sup pressed the Re pub li can con sti tu tion and es tab lished an
au thor i tar ian gov ern ment. In par lia ment he mus tered a ma jor ity of one, but did
not hes i tate to abol ish it al to gether when it got dead locked, which was nat u- 
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rally bound to hap pen. Re ly ing on the armed or ga ni za tions of the Ger man Na- 
tion als he al lowed and even en cour aged them to de lib er ately at tack work ers
and their or ga ni za tions. The sig nal for the mas sacre was given on Feb ru ary 12,
1934. The work ers tried to re sist, but had to give up when the na tional army
bom barded their homes.

Aus tria now 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 (made a Car di nal af ter the
butch ery) as its vir tual head. It did not take the new gov ern ment long to show
its true col ors. From the first mo ment of vic tory, dis sen sion split the two gov- 
ern ment par ties and pub lic ad min is tra tion be gan to show signs of de te ri o ra- 
tion. Cor rup tion and nepo tism spread so rapidly that be fore long they be came
the only keys to all higher posts in pub lic ser vice. At the same time heed less
squan der ing of pub lic funds de vel oped for the ben e fit of party lead ers on one
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side and of monas ter ies and abbeys on the other. Work ing hours were length- 
ened and wages low ered. The in debt ed ness of the State and of mu nic i pal i ties
went soar ing de spite con stantly heav ier tax a tion. In short, this ad min is tra tion
did so well, that it suc ceeded in less than two years in fos ter ing and con cen- 
trat ing on it self the ha tred of the pop u la tion. I re mem ber the ex cla ma tion of a
ho tel-keeper in Carinthia prov ince in the sum mer of 1936: ‘Any thing would be
bet ter than this cler i cal pest!’ Not ev ery body was as out spo ken as that, but the
sen ti ment was a fairly gen eral one. Un der such cir cum stances it seemed only
nat u ral that Nazi pro pa ganda be gan to make rapid head way in Aus tria.

Then came the as sas si na tion of Doll fuss. Schuschnigg, an other of Msgr.
Seipel’s Je suit-trained pupils, took his place. From the very be gin ning he was
at the mercy of the Ger man Na tion als in the gov ern ment. Boast ing openly of
their re la tions with Berlin, they kept ex tort ing more and more con ces sions
from him for the Nazi party in Aus tria. In his des per ate sit u a tion Schuschnigg
turned to Mus solini for help. Mus solini had re peat edly de clared he would fight
for the in de pen dence of Aus tria, be cause he hated to see Ger man sol diers on
the Bren ner. But this time it was an other story. Mus solini dis closed to
Schuschnigg in July 1937 that Italy was by now dis in ter ested in Aus tria’s in- 
de pen dence. And so the tragic end came.

On March 13, 1938, Hitler, at the head of a strong force, made his cau tious
en try into Aus tria and Vi enna. Heavy bombers roared day and night over the
city. The fright ened peo ple dared not even leave their homes. A ma jor part of
the fren zied youth, cheer ing Hitler in the streets of Vi enna, had pre ceded the
Ger mans as “tourists.”

Five days later came the po lit i cal de noue ment, when the Aus tri ans were
con fronted in the morn ing with big posters ev ery where. It was an ad dress “To
the Catholic peo ple of Aus tria!” signed by all arch bish ops and bish ops of the
coun try headed by the name of Car di nal In nitzer, Arch bishop of Vi enna. The
un der signed prelates de clared therein that they 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. They 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 in the fu- 
ture and they there fore en treated the faith ful peo ple to trust fully fol low the
Führer.

Spain
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The ca daver of Aus tria was the in dis pens able bridge for the mil i tary coali tion
be tween Nazism and Fas cism. But this broth er hood in arms ma te ri al ized for
the first time on the bat tle fields of Spain, when the re bel lion of Franco against
the le gal gov ern ment of Spain started in 1936. This was the first joint open
move by the re ac tionary coali tion against democ racy and lib erty. It was the
first prac ti cal test of the coali tion and of fered to Ger man and Ital ian bom- 
bardiers the op por tu nity for prac tic ing on liv ing “Red” tar gets. Both tests had
sat is fac tory re sults. Ger man and Ital ian bombers did a truly dev as tat ing job for
Franco, while the big democ ra cies con tin ued, like a well con ducted or ches tra,
to play ap pease ment and non-in ter ven tion tunes, not heed ing the fact that the
war in Spain was in re al ity a war against them selves.

The role played by the Vat i can in the Span ish Civil War is gen er ally
known; and there is no need, there fore, to ex plain it in de tail here. It was re ally
the Vat i can’s war. Aside from the de sire to kill the young Span ish Re pub lic,
the Vat i can had a real ma te rial griev ance against its gov ern ment.

That demo cratic gov ern ment had dared to abol ish the tax ex emp tion for the
vast do mains of the pope, and, as we well know, the Pa pacy has al ways been
most sen si tive to the mat ter of money and rev enues. The vic to ri ous Franco
promptly re stored that tax ex emp tion, brought back the Je suits, and the
Catholic church again en joys its full rev enues from Spain, while the Span ish
peo ple starve.



107



108

Hitler’s Mis take

With the sign ing of the Mu nich Pact and the in va sion of Czech ter ri tory in
March, 1939, the stage for the killing of the So viet Union was def i nitely set.
Had Hitler struck at Rus sia then, his tory would prob a bly have writ ten a dif fer- 
ent story. But the “sor cerer’s ap pren tice,” ev i dently in tox i cated by suc cess,
went crazy with mega lo ma nia and bolted. He de cided to make Rus sia the last
bite of the Eu ro pean pie and at tacked Poland, whose gov ern ment was of his
own Fas cist flesh, and thereby forced France and Eng land to take up arms
against him. World War II started.

Re me dial Sug ges tions.

Here ends our ret ro spec tive jour ney through Eu rope, and we can now con sider
the in fer ences of our sur vey. I ven ture to as sert that the his toric events and the
un de ni able facts pointed out on our way fur nish am ple ev i dence of the Vat i- 
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can’s po lit i cal ac tiv ity, and show, fur ther more, to what dis as ter this ac tiv ity has
led. We have seen the Vat i can, as an out spo ken sup porter of Fas cism, fos ter ing
and spread ing dis sen sion among Na tions, in sti gat ing blood shed and war, in
short, vi o lat ing by po lit i cal ac tiv ity the re li gious prin ci ples of the Catholic
church it self. Now we can eval u ate the real mean ing of the friendly re la tions
be tween the Vat i can and Japan and of the pope’s dec la ra tion of “strict neu tral- 
ity” in World War II for hu man rights and lib erty. Both moves were of a highly
po lit i cal na ture and greatly in ju ri ous to the cause of the United Na tions. They
cast a shadow of dis trust into the souls of mil lions of sim ple minded peo ple as
to the right eous ness of our cause. But since that, at tack came from a po lit i cal
quar ter, we are en ti tled to strike back. It is even our duty to do so and ex plain
to those peo ple that po lit i cal opin ion is sued by the Vat i can, or any high
Catholic prelate, can not be ex pected to be nec es sar ily in ac cor dance with the
re li gious spirit of the church and should, there fore, not be ac cepted blindly but
scru ti nized and weighed care fully by rea son and con science. The ac tiv ity of
po lit i cal Pa pacy is writ ten in blood on ev ery page of Eu rope’s his tory.

When the time comes for the United Na tions to clear up the Eu ro pean
scene for a last ing peace, their ma jor prob lem will there fore be to bar the po lit- 
i cal ac tiv ity of the Vat i can by ap pro pri ate le gal mea sures. No kind of post-war
or ga ni za tion of Eu rope can se cure a durable peace, as long as the in cen di ary
pro duc tion of the Vat i can has not been stopped. The prob lem is to cut the
strings which are pulled by the Vat i can for po lit i cal pur poses. To this end I rec- 
om mend the fol low ing:

1. Ab so lute sep a ra tion be tween State and Church;
2. Ab so lute sep a ra tion be tween School and Church;
3. Ev ery re li gious com mu nity must con sti tute an au ton o mous and in de pen- 

dent cor po ra tion un der the law;
4. In di vid ual gov ern ments should take over, within their ter ri tory, all agri- 

cul tural land, owned or con trolled by the Vat i can, di rectly or through an
ec cle si as ti cal body, for the ben e fit of small peas ants and land less farm ers.

5. De moc ra ti za tion of the Catholic church by pro por tion ate rep re sen ta tion
of Car di nals from demo cratic coun tries, and by giv ing the Catholic peo- 
ple a voice in the elec tion of bish ops and the man age ment of church prop- 
er ties.

These propo si tions are a vi tal con di tion for last ing peace in Eu rope. They
need no com men tary. The need for each of them can be seen di rectly and in ter- 
preted by one or an other of the his toric events and facts re vealed above. Put to
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work they will go a long way to ward clear ing the at mos phere and the ground
for a last ing peace in Eu rope. Oth er wise se ri ous trou ble is in evitable in the fu- 
ture.

1. See Thyssen’s book, I Paid Hitler, pub lished in this coun try in 1941.↩ 



111

Ap pen dix 2: Vat i can Sup port Of
Ger man Mil i tarism

SIXTY YEARS AGO, “The New York Times” made a prophecy that “the pro- 
found im moral ity of the tem po ral pol icy of the Church of Rome” would be
the cause of wars in the years to come. As a, re minder of this we sent the
fol low ing to the “Times” af ter its at tack on “Iwes tia,” Rus sian Gov ern ment
news pa per, on Feb. 5, 1944, be cause of its fac tual crit i cism of the pro-Fas- 
cist pol icy of the Vat i can in our time:

FEB RU ARY 14, 1944

THE ED I TOR,
“THE NEW YORK TIMES,”

Dear Sir:
Your se vere ed i to rial of Feb ru ary 5, op pos ing Isves tia’s crit i cism of the

Vat i can, en tirely over looked the known facts in the mat ter of the Vat i can’s
con sis tent sup port of Ger man mil i tarism for the past 100 years.

Are you aware that your own New York Times once ed i to ri ally cas ti gated
the Vat i can in much more scathing terms than Iwes tia for the same rea son,
ac cu rately proph esy ing that the is sue “will be po tent in mold ing the his tory
of Eu rope for years to come”? This ed i to rial in The New York Times called
the Vat i can’s sup port of Ger man mil i tarism “the pro found im moral ity of the
tem po ral pol icy of the Church of Rome.”

The ed i to rial ap peared in The New York Times of Feb ru ary 8, 1887, and
is as fol lows:

"All is grist that comes to the mills of Rome. The col li sion be tween the spirit of mil i tary
ab so lutism and the spirit of Par lia men tary lib erty in Ger many, a con test watched with the
deep est in ter est all over the world, and whose is sue will be po tent in mold ing the his tory of
Eu rope for years to come, is viewed by the Pope merely as a wel come op por tu nity to im- 
prove the con di tion of the Ro man Catholic Church in Ger many.
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"The party of the On tre in the Re ich stag is the Catholic party. Dr. Windthorst, who has been
its leader through out the long strug gle against the May laws, is its leader now. He led the
suc cess ful op po si tion to Bis marck’s bill in creas ing the army and pro vid ing for its sup port
for a pe riod of seven years, com monly called the Septen nate bill. When the Re ich stag had
re jected the bill and Bis marck had dis solved that body and a new gen eral elec tion had been
or dered, Baron Franken stein sent to Rome, through the Pa pal Nun cio at Mu nich, an in quiry
as to the views and wishes of the Pope con cern ing the con duct of Catholics in the strug gle.
The Pope’s re ply is made in a let ter writ ten by Car di nal Ja cobin!: ‘That the Septen nate
ques tion em braces re li gious and moral con sid er a tions which jus tify him in ex press ing the
opin ion that he may ex pect from the Cen ter party’s con cil i a tion to wards the mea sure a
ben e fi cial ef fect in the fi nal re vi sion of the May laws.’ The Pope de sires, more over, ‘to
meet the views of Em peror William and Bis marck, and thereby in duce the pow er ful Ger- 
man Em pire to im prove the po si tion of the Pa pacy.’…

“One sen tence of Dr. Windthorst’s ad dress re veals with piti less and per haps un in ten tional
frank ness the pro found im moral ity of the tem po ral pol icy of the Church of Rome. ‘The
Pope’s ad vo cacy of the Septen nate bill," said Dr. Windthorst, ’was in de pen dent of the mer- 
its of the mea sure, and arose from rea sons of ex pe di ency and from po lit i cal con sid er a- 
tions.’ It would be dif fi cult to frame a more ac cu rate anal y sis of the Pa pal mo tives while at
the same time in di cat ing a more sweep ing de nun ci a tion of the Pa pal pol icy. Lib eral prin ci- 
ples, the right of pop u lar gov ern ment, the Ger man con sti tu tion and its guar an tee of Par lia- 
men tary in sti tu tions, says the Pope, may go to the dogs if we can se cure some fur ther mod i- 
fi ca tion of the laws which re late to the Church, and so im prove the con di tion of the Pa pacy
in Ger many.”

The New York Times’ dire prophecy came true, as the First and Sec ond
World Wars sadly tes tify. Pope Leo’s XIII’s com mand to the Catholic Cen- 
ter party in 1887 to aid mil i tarism in Ger many was a con tribut ing fac tor to
the First World War. Again in 1933, when the Vat i can re moved the Catholic
Cen ter party as the only re main ing ob sta cle to Hitler’s rise to power, the
Sec ond World War be gan.

How true it is that a strong mil i tarist Ger many is es sen tial to the Vat i can
pol icy can be seen in the late Kaiser Wil helm’s Mem oirs, where he tells that
on his visit to Pope Leo XIII, the lat ter in sisted that “Ger many must be come
the sword of the Catholic Church.”1

::: {.au thor} (Signed) Leo H. Lehmann,
Ed i tor The Con verted Catholic Mag a zine,
Secy. Christ’s Mis sion.

1. The Kaiser’s Mem oirs, by Wil helm II, trans lated by Thomas R. Ybarra,
page 211, Harper & Bros., N. Y.↩ 
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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.
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