
Bogus  Attack  on  Pope  Moves
from  Amoris  Laetitia  to
Subsequent  Pastoral
Guidelines
(New Era World News)

AFTER PRESENTING AN ARTICLE on the moral soundness of the the
document Amoris Laetitia, the author was applauded for doing a
good job using the document itself to demonstrate its moral
rectitude  and  loyalty  to  both  scripture  and  tradition.
However, it was argued that the article, “Cardinal Burke Still
At  It,  Causing  Confusion  on  an  Already  Settled  and  Clear
Issue“, failed to take into account the subsequent “acts” of
various Bishop’s Conferences, Conferences that drafted various
Pastoral Guidelines, some of them very liberal, and the pope’s
responses  to  them.   These  diverse  guidelines,  and  papal
responses to them, supposedly reveal the pope’s true intent as
a liberal reformer committed to a modernist liberal agenda,
which is the cause behind his subtly introducing heresy into
Amoris Laetitia by way of purposeful confusion.  The pope has
been  assailed  for  these  Episcopal  Guidelines  and  supposed
responses to them and the author lambasted for failure to
cover them, as if they were approps for an article limited to
the moral rectitude of the document Amoris Laetitia itself  –
the document and subsequent acts intended to implement its
propositions are different topics. Thus, in this article, the
author  will  take  up  the  issue  of  subsequent  “acts”  that
followed in the wake of the document to demonstrate the claim
that Amoris Laetitia introduces heresy by way of confusion, is
as bogus as the claim that the pope’s subsequent responses are
proof of his intent to introduce heresy by way of confusion.

Moreover,  it  will  be  demonstrated  that  the  most  confused
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people are the ones making the claims about the pope causing
confusion; their confusion not only pertains to the post-
synodal exhortation, it carries right on up to and includes
the  various  Episcopal  Guidelines  being  drafted  to
implement Amoris Laetitia in the various dioceses throughout
the world. Some of the confusion is due to a seeming inability
to integrate and adequately recall the set of systematic data
presented in Amoris Laetitia as explained in the previous
article. This intellectual, perhaps moral limit is related to
a further inability to comprehend meaning or due to a willful
desire to remain ignorant so that the detractors can continue
their tirade against the Vicar of Christ. Under the guise of
reverence and loyalty to the truth, some of these vehement
detractors appear to be among the most disloyal and erroneous
“Sons of the Church’. Cardinal Ratzinger, while serving as
Prefect of the Congregation for the Doctrine of Faith (CDF),
captured the latter idea:

“It is necessary to be strong in faith and to resist error
even when it masquerades as piety.”

The  culprit  is  brought  into  stark  relief  when  Sacred
Scriptures shed their light on the theme of error masquerading
in piety: false apostles masquerading as “apostles of Christ.”

“And what I do I will continue to do, in order to end this
pretext of those who seek a pretext for being regarded as we
(the apostles) are in the mission of which they boast. For
such  people  are  false  apostles,  deceitful  workers,  who
masquerade as apostles of Christ. And no wonder, for even
Satan masquerades as an angel of light. So it is not strange
that  his  ministers  also  masquerade  as  ministers  of
righteousness”  (2  Corinthians  11:  12-15).

Before continuing, it must be pointed out, that the author is
NOT referring to traditionalists who have sought union and are
in union with the See of Peter, like the good priests of The
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Priestly Order of St. Peter (FSSP); he is referring to those
who have separated themselves, those who consider the Vicar of
Christ to be some type of false prophet, who consider him to
be an ersatz pope, those who teach that the Chair of Peter is
vacant and who reject ecumencal council Vatican II.  Those who
like  Bishop  Williamson  (head  of  the  SSPX  Resistance
excommunicated for ordaining a bishop in 2015), argue that the
Vatican headed by Pope Francis is a “cuckoo’s nest”:

“Wherever  the  remainder  of  the  true  nightingales
(traditionalists) are visibly gathered, in whatever makeshift
nest, they are in the Church, they are the true visible
Church, and their beautiful song testifies to anyone who has
ears to hear that the cuckoos are nothing but cuckoos who
have stolen the Catholic nest which they presently occupy,”

The SSPX Resistance believe that the SSPX (from which they
broke) has compromised too much with Rome (esp. about Vatican
Council II) in order to be brought back into union, (something
that has NOT been achieved),  SSPX Resistance holds that Rome
is the “enemy” of the Catholic “Faith”:

“Unless the Society’s (SSPX) leadership is shaken out of its
dream of peace with Conciliar Rome as revealed by them, then
the last worldwide bastion of Catholic Tradition risks being
on its way to surrendering to the enemies of the Faith. Maybe
bastions are out of date.

Sedevacantists (supposed Catholics who [generally] believe and
teach that here has not been a valid pope since Pius XII)
object to supposed errors that have infected the Church since
Vatican Council II, but rather than work for internal reform
through a process of cooperation, they exacerbate the problem
by rejecting every pope since John XXIII and the Ecumenica
Council that he called into being. The movement, in its most
illustrious form began with Archbishop Lefebvre who started
the  Society  of  Saint  Pius  X  (SSPX)  in  1983.  Originally
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schismatic and favoring sedevacantism, SSPX has since modified
its views.  Like a Protestant sect, SSPX has spawned other
dissident groups that have either held it to be too lenient or
too lax.

For example, The Society of Saint Pius V (SSPV) was formed
when  Archbishop  Lefebvre  expelled  Frs.  Clarence  Kelly,
 Anthony Cekada, Daniel Dolan and Eugene Berry from the SSPX
due in large part because Lefebvre instructed them to accept
new members previously ordained to the priesthood according to
the revised rites of Pope Paul VI. These priests were also
opposed  to  Lefebvre’s  insistence  that  they  use  the  1962
edition of the Roman Missal, which was issued by Pope John
XXIII. Fr. Dolan later admitted that while still a member of
the SSPX, he believed that the See of Peter was vacant:

” As a seminarian at Ecône (SSPX Seminary in Switzerland)
back in the autumn of 1973, he had already come to the
conclusion that the only logical explanation for evil of the
New Mass and the errors of Vatican II was that Paul VI, due
to personal heresy, had lost the pontificate. Ever since, he
has steadfastly held that position regarding Paul VI and his
successors, and never once acknowledged them as popes in the
Canon of his Mass. This explanation for the situation after
Vatican  II  later  came  to  be  known  popularly  as
“sedevacantism” (from the Latin term for the interregnum
between popes) – “the seat is vacant”

Other  groups  that  broke  off  from  the  SSPX  include  SSPX
Resistance, quoted above, various sedevacantist groups such as
the highly suspect Holy Family Monastery in Fillmore, New York
run by an ersatz monk who, like many who accuse others of
heresy, teaches heresy himself; at least that is what some
other sedevacantists say about him.  Still others have come
back into union with Rome such as the FSSP, also mentioned
above. Groups like the FSSP and others such as the Fraternity
of Saint Vincent Ferrer in principle accept the Second Vatican
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Council, as well the Novus Ordo Mass, which they regard as a
legitimate  but  somewhat  imprudent  compromise  with  the  the
modern world.  Thus, with the approval of the Holy See, they
 continue to celebrate the Tridentine Mass while being in
union with Rome.

In  summary,  traditionalists  are  a  broad  group  of  diverse
Catholics,  some  of  whom  have  separated  themselves  from
communion  with  Rome  and  others  who  have  sought  after  and
obtained communion after splitting from the SSPX or affiliated
societies.  It  is  the  former  group  that  this  article  is
critical of, critical because they have dared to be critical
first, critical of the papacy, of the liturgy, and of the
church’s  evangelization  efforts  in  the  modern  world;  most
egregious is the issue they have with the pope, thinking it
little  offense  to  call  him  a  heretic,  schismatic,  moron,
false-prophet, you name it; they like to call Pope Francis,
“Bergoglio”. If they think they have a right to demean, twist
and distort the truth, to be critical of the pope, than they
should  accept  criticism  themselves  and  learn  to  grow
accustomed to it and to a whole lot more which is coming their
way for obstinate refusal to accept the Vicar of Christ; for
sins against the papacy; sins against unity; since against
truth, which they claim to uphold; for the sin of scandal and,
like the Pharisees, for the sin of leading others into schism
and error.

“Woe to you scribes and Pharisees, hypocrites; because you go
round about the sea and the land to make one proselyte; and
when he is made, you make him the child of hell twofold more
than yourselves” (Matt 23:15).

What are the acts subsequent to Amoris Laetitia that these so-
called traditionalists are referring to as proofs that Pope
Francis intends heresy?  They are Bishop’s Guidelines written
by various bishops and Bishop’s Conferences throughout the
world  for  the  purpose  of  localizing  and  implementing  the
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teaching contained in Amoris Laetitia at the diocesan level.
First they reject Amoris Laetitia by falsely claiming that it
contains error or at least confusion that leads to error.
 When they lose this argument, they resort to subsequent acts
uncharitably and falsely claiming that the pope has supported
mortal sin by admitting public adulterers to Holy Communion
because of his approval of the Maltese Bishop’s Guidelines,
the acceptance of the Guidelines for his own diocese, the
Diocese of Rome, which they claim admit divorced-remarried
adulterers  to  Holy  Communion  and  other  such  subsequent
Guidelines, Guidelines that they claim are proof of the pope’s
intent to teach heresy by means of so-called” confusion, which
they  claim  is  stealthily  woven  into  the  fabric  of  Amoris
Laetitia.

We have reviewed, studied, examined, and analyzed the document
many  times  and  not  once  have  we  spotted  error  or  been
confused, nor has Cardinal Mueller, the current Prefect for
the CDF. After demonstrating its adherence to truth in the
above linked article that shows in detail that Amoris Laetitia
is  firmly  rooted  in  both  Scripture  and  long-standing
Tradition,  after  pointing  this  out,  instead  of  gracefully
admitting their error, radical proponents of traditionalism
rather than admitting their error, deflect it. They continue
their merciless onslaught by claiming that it is clear that
“Bergoglio” stealthily planned to teach heresy as verified by
his subsequent approval of mortal sin in various Bishop’s
Guidelines.  What was implicit in the document they claim, is
explicit in the subsequent Guidelines.

It is true, some of these Guidelines do contain moral error,
error  that  is  due  to  liberal  interpretations  that  permit
adulterous  divorced-remarried  couples  to  receive  Holy
Communion under certain conditions as in the Diocese of Malta.
The errors contained in these Guidelines have been blamed on
the pope rather than on the bishops themselves.  If some admit
that  the  bishops  are  to  blame,  they  then  castigate  the



pope  for  purposefully  causing  “confusion”  that  has
enabled such errors to be promulgated by some bishops. They
fail, however, to realize that not only are several of their
claims  erroneous,  (for  example,  that  the  Diocese  of  Rome
Guidelines permit adulterers to receive Holy Communion) but
that it is they, the accusers, who are the primary purveyors
of the “confusion”, confusion that has enabled liberal-minded
bishops to pursue their erroneous theology contrary to both
scripture and tradition and the true intent of Amoris Laetitia
wherein it is stated several times that its interpretation can
neither “prescind from the Gospel” nor the constant tradition
of the Catholic faith, including John Paul II’s Familiaris
Consortio.

The more liberal  minded bishops have been aided in their
drafting and implementation of erroneous Guidelines by the
barrage  of  mistrust  and  confusion  engendered  by  the
traditionalists.  That is, if they had fallen in-line behind
the pope, like Cardinal Mueller and other loyal bishops and
Cardinals,  if  they  had  clarified  the  difference  between
dogmatic and pastoral theology and properly interpreted the
document, they would have significantly reduced the ability to
operate under the penumbra of confusion.  That is, if there
was unity by promoting clarity, there would be little disunity
facilitated  by  claims  of  confusion  spearheaded  by  a  few
radical traditionalists. If instead of confusion, they would
have promoted unity, the liberal bishops would have little
room to operate. As it is, the traditionalist approach has
provided their supposed liberal enemies, on the opposite end
of  the  theological  spectrum,  a  wide  swathe  for  operation
contrary to the wishes of the magisterium as expressed by
Cardinal Mueller, Prefect of the CDF:

“Adultery is always a mortal sin and the bishops who create
confusion  about  this  must  study  the  doctrine  of  the
Church…Amoris Laetitia must “clearly be interpreted in the
light of the whole doctrine of the Church. […] It is not

https://www.lifesitenews.com/news/popes-doctrine-chief-rebukes-bishops-using-amoris-to-justify-situations-aga
https://www.lifesitenews.com/news/popes-doctrine-chief-rebukes-bishops-using-amoris-to-justify-situations-aga
https://www.lifesitenews.com/news/popes-doctrine-chief-rebukes-bishops-using-amoris-to-justify-situations-aga
https://www.lifesitenews.com/news/popes-doctrine-chief-rebukes-bishops-using-amoris-to-justify-situations-aga
https://www.lifesitenews.com/news/popes-doctrine-chief-rebukes-bishops-using-amoris-to-justify-situations-aga
https://www.lifesitenews.com/news/popes-doctrine-chief-rebukes-bishops-using-amoris-to-justify-situations-aga
https://www.lifesitenews.com/news/popes-doctrine-chief-rebukes-bishops-using-amoris-to-justify-situations-aga


right that so many bishops are interpreting ‘Amoris Laetitia’
according to their way of understanding the Pope’s teaching.
This does not keep to the line of Catholic doctrine.”

l

“The magisterium of the Pope is interpreted only by him or
through the Congregation for the Doctrine of Faith. The Pope
interprets the bishops, it is not the bishops who interpret
the Pope, this would constitute an inversion of the structure
of the Catholic Church.”

l

“To all those who are talking too much, I urge them to study
first the doctrine on the papacy and the episcopate of the
two Vatican Councils. … The bishop, as teacher of the Word,
must himself be the first to be well-formed so as not to fall
into the risk of the blind leading the blind….The Church can
never justify a situation which is not in accordance with the
will of God.”

Again,  what  are  these  acts  of  the  pope  that  some
traditionalists have adopted as a more advanced strategy to
forward their contention that the pope is  a heretic?  These
acts include the guidelines produced by the Bishops of Malta,
the German Bishop’s Conference, and especially the Bishops of
Argentina and those of the Diocese of Rome, headed by the pope
himself. It is claimed that in all these dioceses, church
teaching  about  divorced  and  remarried  couples  living  in
adulterous relationships are being violated because in these
dioceses divorced-remarried adulterers living in objective sin
are being admitted to the sacraments.

While there is some truth to this statement; it is not true
that the pope is supporting these initiatives nor is it true
that any of the accusations are even correct.  Neither the
Argentine Bishops nor the Bishop of Rome permit access to the



Eucharist by divorced-remarried people living in adultery as
the traditionalists and their erstwhile allies have loudly and
boldly proclaimed.  In other words, the traditionalists are
wrong  in  every  case,  wrong  when  they  say  the  pope  is
supporting liberal guidelines, and wrong when they say some
guidelines teach heresy when in fact, they do not! Although
some do teach herey, these are not supported by the pope; the
ones that the pope does support such as the Argentine bishops
and those of his own diocese hold to the truth about marriage
contrary to what many traditionalists and other ideological
outlets have reported. They are either ignorant themselves or
hide behind a veil of obfuscation (exactly what they accuse
the pope of doing) dependent on other’s ignorance, subversion
of facts, and regular mis-reading of documents as will be
shown document by document in the following article.

1st  Anniversary  Flashback;
Cardinal Burke Still Causing
Confusion
(New Era World News – Follow Up Tomorrow)

This article was written earlier in the year but serves as a
flashback on this First Anniversary of the attempt to force
Pope Francis to answer to his detractors.  Newera is looking
forward to releasing a provocative, demonstrative and current
update on the issue tomorrow.

CARDINAL  BURKE  SEEMS  TO  HAVE  TROUBLE  letting  go  of  an
issue  that  has  already  been  settled.  Earlier  this
year Cardinal Mueller, Prefect of the Sacred Congregation for
the Doctrine of Faith (CDF) stated that “There’s no problem
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with doctrine in ‘Amoris Laetitia” (AL).  The Cardinal also
stated that:

“The document is “very clear” on doctrine, and that making
the discussion public is harmful to the Church.”

Nonetheless, on the eve of March 24, 2017 Cardinal Raymond
Burke, after several  previous public cannonades, was still at
it. If the pope is not good enough for him why should the
highest doctrinal authority in the Church, beside the pope
himself, mean anything to him either? Thus, on that Friday
evening, Cardinal Burke presented a talk at Saint Raymond of
Peñafort  parish  in  Springfield,  Virginia,  during  which  he
stated  that   “correction”  by  the  Four  Cardinals  would  be
forthcoming  if  Pope  Francis  fails  respond  to  the  dubia
presented to him by what might in jest be a dubious group of
cardinals.

The pastor of the parish, Fr. John De Celles, asked about the
dubia:

Fr. De Celles: There are a lot of rumors circulating about
the dubia, which you and four other esteemed cardinals sent
to the Holy Father about divorce, marriage, and communion and
the like. Do you know if there will be a response to the
dubia from our Holy Father or from the CDF?

l

Cardinal Burke: I sincerely hope that there will be because
these are fundamental questions that are honestly raised by
the  text  of  the  apostolic…the  post-synodal  apostolic
exhortation Amoris Laetitia. And until these questions are
answered, there continues to spread a very harmful confusion
in the Church and one of the fundamental questions is in
regards to the truth that there are some kinds that are
always and everywhere wrong – what we call intrinsically evil
acts – and so, we cardinals are, will continue to insist that
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we hear a response to these honest questions.”

l

Fr. De Celles: If there is no response, will, what will your
response be, the Four Cardinals?

l

Cardinal Burke: Then we simply will have to correct the
situation, again, in a respectful way, that simply can say
that, to draw the response to the questions from the constant
teachings of the Church and to make that known for the good
of souls.

l

l

“In summary, the five dubia suggest that “Amoris Laetitia” may
have altered traditional Catholic teaching on the following
matters:”

the indissolubility of the sacramental marriage bond;
the  existence  of  absolute  moral  norms  prohibiting
intrinsically evil acts;
that one can find oneself in an objective situation of
grave  habitual  sin  by  living  in  contradiction  to  a
commandment of God’s law;
that circumstances or intentions can never transform an
intrinsically evil act into a subjectively good one or
into a defensible choice;
that there can be no “creative” role for conscience to
authorize legitimate exceptions to absolute moral norms.

According to the Jesuit Review,

“The dubia are not really expressions of doubt or questions
but rather assertions that “Amoris Laetitia” appears to have
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abandoned or altered key teachings of Catholic tradition,
especially as they have been expressed most recently by St.
John Paul II in his encyclical letter “Veritatis Splendor”
(1993).

This does appear to be the case.  The key word is “appears“.
After reading the document, we begin to wonder if the Cardinal
has  ever  read  the  document;  certain  that  he  has,  Newera
analysts are left awestruck, did we read the same document?
 We are left awestruck because after reading the document,
nothing  “appeared‘  contrary  to  the  teachings  of  Catholic
tradition. In fact, Pope Francis strains to make it clear in
numerous places throughout the document and esp. in the so-
called “troublesome” Chapter Eight that nothing stated in AL
about the discernment process that is integral to pastoral
theology should be interpreted in such a way that contradicts
the long held teaching of the Church on marriage nor may it be
interpreted in such a way that prescinds from the Gospel (para
297,  300,  307,  308,  311).  Did  the  Cardinals  miss  these
statements?

To elucidate the point about Francis’ clarity, a chronological
list  of  clarifying  statements  contained  in  the  original
document (Chapter Eight) is provided.  To begin, according to
the AL,

“The Synod Fathers stated that, although the Church realizes
that any breach of the marriage bond “is against the will of
God”  she is also “conscious of the frailty of many of her
children” (para 291).

Pope  Francis  begins  the  so-called  difficult  chapter  by
reaffirming the perennial truths of the faith pertaining to
the marriage bond and hints at the pastoral dimension that
must  be  taken  into  account  while  upholding  the  perennial
truths, because, according to the pope “any breach of the
marriage bond “is against the will of God.” Moreover, the



Church

“… constantly holds up the call to perfection and asks for a
fuller  response  to  God,  “the  Church  must  accompany  with
attention and care the weakest of her children  to enlighten
those who have lost their way or who are in the midst of a
storm” (para 291).

Again,  he  clearly  states  that  the  Church  in  addition  to
protecting the marriage bond from any breach, is also leading
all of her children to “perfection“. Since all men and women
are at a different place along the path that leads to God, the
Church must meet them where they are at.  As witnessed by St.
Paul, she must “become all things to all men with the view of
winning them to Christ” (1 Cor 9:22). If the Church and her
ministers fail to do this, they will not bring anyone to
Christ,  which  is  their  evangelical  mission.  She  must  be
especially vigilant about those who have “lost their way”;
Like her beloved spouse, Jesus Christ, His bride must leave
the secure to seek out the lost but not in anyway that negates
the truth about marriage as already clearly stated at the
outset of the chapter.

“What man of you that hath an hundred sheep: and if he shall
lose one of them, doth he not leave the ninety-nine in the
desert, and go after that which was lost, until he find it?
And  when  he  hath  found  it,  lay  it  upon  his  shoulders,
rejoicing: And coming home, call together his friends and
neighbours, saying to them: Rejoice with me, because I have
found my sheep that was lost? I say to you, that even so
there shall be joy in heaven upon one sinner that doth
penance,  more  than  upon  ninety-nine  just  who  need  not
penance” (Luke 15:4-7).

Perhaps this pastoral approach taught by the Lord Himself, is
too difficult for some who would rather wear medals and debate
theological issues while drinking wine and smoking cigars or
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for  another  group,  the  so-called,  “self  righteous”.  While
debating theology and enjoying a good cigar are wholesome
activities, the are deficient if not followed by the difficult
task  of  pastoral  work,  of  seeking  out,  reassuring,  and
accompanying the lost while gently guiding them after touching
their  hearts  with  mercy  and  compassion  rather  than  cold
correction and instant rebuke, which, more often than not,
turns them away. NO! This is not the way of Jesus Christ, nor
is it the way of Pope Francis; anyone who thinks otherwise
will have difficulty understanding Amoris Laetitia.

Francis continues:

“The Fathers also considered the specific situation of a
merely civil marriage or, with due distinction, even simple
cohabitation,  noting  that  “when  such  unions  attain  a
particular stability, legally recognized, are characterized
by deep affection and responsibility for their offspring, and
demonstrate an ability to overcome trials,  they can provide
occasions for pastoral care with a view to the eventual
celebration of the sacrament of marriage” (para 293).

Notice that Francis indicates that when civilly married people
or even those in “simple cohabitation” have a relationship
that is “stable” and are characterized by “deep affection” and
“responsibility  for  their  offspring”  they  can  provide  an
“occasion for pastoral care”, not for the sacraments but for
pastoral care (that might lead to the sacraments). In other
words, divorced-remarried couples who are acting maturely and
give signs that they might want to mature in the faith should
be  approached;  they  should  be  approached  however,  not  to
introduce them to the Sacraments, but with a view of giving
them  pastoral care that might lead to “eventual celebration”
of marriage”.  In other words, these people are to be met and
encountered, not to condone their sin, but to bring them to a
deeper relationship with Christ and eventually to Christian
marriage. This seems very clear, and it sets the tone for the



remainder of the so-called difficult chapter.

To provide further clarity Francis remarks:

“In this pastoral discernment, there is a need “to identify
elements  that  can  foster  evangelization  and  human  and
spiritual growth”.

In other words, the pastor is not to make excuses and look
past sins or worse, to condone them; rather, he is to identify
elements that can foster evangelization; that is look for
positive  behaviors  that  he  can  build  upon  while  gently
correcting them and leading them to deeper communion with
Christ and with each other.  Clearly, if they need “spiritual
growth,” they must be doing something wrong!

It is the pope’s desire to lead such people from a sinful to a
sanctified relationship:

“We know that there is “a continual increase in the number of
those who, after having lived together for a long period,
request the celebration of marriage in Church.”

A  pastor  will  meet  a  broad  variety  of  cases;  however,
according  to  Pope  Francis,

“Whatever  the  case,  “all  these  situations  require  a
constructive  response  seeking  to  transform  them  into
opportunities that can lead to the full reality of marriage
and family in conformity with the Gospel.

Did  Cardinal  Burke  miss  this?  Whatever  the  case,  these
relationships  “require”  “transformation.”   They  are
“opportunities” that can lead to marriage in “CONFORMITY WITH
THE GOSPEL”. This is the second time the pope has mentioned
the need to conform to the Gospel. He is concerned that the
Church reinstate sinners in some way possible, in some way



that  will  lead  to  fuller  participation  and  eventual
reception of the sacraments.  He does not want to cast sinners
away like the New England Puritans did, but to embrace them
and win them over as Christ did.  He wants to do this not be
excusing their sins but by acknowledging their sins and also
acknowledging anything good in their relationship and building
upon it.

He makes this point about excusing sin clear (para 297):

“Naturally, if someone flaunts an objective sin as if it were
part of the Christian ideal (radical homosexual who argues
God made him this way), or wants to impose something other
than what the Church teaches (for example civil-remarriage),
he or she can in no way presume to teach or preach to others;
this  is  a  case  of  something  which  separates  from  the
community”  (cf.  Mt  18:17).

Again, clearly, anyone who teaches that objective sins are
licit cannot be a teacher or a preacher; this is a case of
“something which separates from the community”.  Can it get
any clearer than this? Although good pastors will look for
ways to accompany their parishioners, esp. sinful ones always
with an eye to something to build upon as mentioned above, no
one can excuse objective sin and the flaunting of it.  This is
NOT  acceptable  and  Francis  is  straightforward  about  the
matter.

He then points out  at the end of para 297 that people who
have contracted civil marriage, who are divorced and remarried
or simply living together are living wrongly, are NOT living
up to God’s expectations.  Therefore he says  that they need
help to “understand the divine pedagogy of grace‘ and the need
“assistance so that they can reach the fullness of God’s plan
for them” because obviously their living arrangement is not up
to God’s plan!

In para 298 he reiterates:



“It must remain clear that this is not the ideal which the
Gospel proposes for marriage and the family.”

Nonetheless,

“Such persons need to feel not as excommunicated members of
the Church, but instead as living members, able to live and
grow  in  the  Church  and  experience  her  as  a  mother  who
welcomes them always, who takes care of them with affection
and encourages them along the path of life and the Gospel.”

Obviously, if they need to be encouraged along the path of the
Gospel,  they  are  failing;  nonetheless,  they  should  be
incorporated into the community, somehow, and encouraged to
grow like the rest of the sinners who occupy the pews.

Pope Francis does NOT indicate that priests should accept
divorced and remarried people into the community and then
forget their sinful state.

“Priests  have  the  duty  to  “accompany  [the  divorced  and
remarried] in helping them to understand their situation
according to the teaching of the Church and the guidelines of
the bishop” (para 300).

These  couple  must  be  “accompanied”  so  that  they  can  be
“helped”,  helped  to  understand  why  their  relationship
precludes them for receiving Holy Communion “according to the
teaching of the Church.”  The pope does not say they may be
excused by some aberrant pastoral excuse, but he does say they
must be developed according to the TEACHING of the CHURCH. For
those  who  want  to  argue  that  the  additional  clause  and
“guidelines  of  the  bishops”  permits  admission  to  Holy
Communion; it is simply responded that those guidelines must
also be consistent with the teaching of the Church as Cardinal
Muller, Prefect of the CDF is now making clear.  Aberrant
liberal bishops will have to be corrected if their guidelines
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run contrary to the teaching of the Church, that is the job of
the CDF.

For Cardinal Burke to act as if confusion is something new,
because some bishops are permitting civilly remarried people
etc.  to  receive  Holy  Communion,  is  surprising.   Aberrant
bishops have caused confusion for 2,000 years. THIS IS NOTHING
NEW. Catholics have seen this type of abuse even with an
Ecumenical Council, why should supposed confusion of a Post-
Synodal Exhortation cause any surprise?  In fact, confusion is
being exacerbated by prelates like Cardinal Burke who keep
insisting there is massive confusion where there would be
little to none if they would “zip it.”  Liberal aberrant
bishops will open the door to sin no matter what they are
told;  a  key  ingredient  to  their  success  is  supposed
“confusion”.

You are reading a review of Chapter Eight.  Do you honestly
see  any  confusion  so  far?  Cardinal  Burke  is  helping
manufacture confusion, perhaps due to a failure to synthesize
dogmatic and pastoral theology. This happens to many people,
esp. learned ones who spend too much time in their heads and
have failed to integrate their minds with their hearts, wisdom
with mercy and compassion.  If the eminent cardinal had closed
ranks  behind  the  pope  and  interpreted  the  document  as  a
pastoral  exhortation  that  holds  the  objective  truth  about
marriage in tact, as it does, aberrant bishops would have less
room to operate; Cardina Burke is opening the doors wide to
deviance by continually advancing the theme of confusion.

After saying that divorced and remarried couples should be
helped to understand their situation according to the teaching
of the Church, the pope further drives home the divorced-
remarried couple’s error by calling  them to  an “examination
of conscience” followed by “repentance” (para 300).  Why a
call to penance if not a presumption that they are sinning?
Again, crystal clear!



Clearly, such people cannot be admitted to Holy Communion
because according to (para 300), they need to form a “correct
judgement” of their situation.   Until they do so and repent,
they  are,  according  to  the  pope,  “hindered”  from  “the
possibility  of  fuller  participation  in  the  life  of  the
Church“. While guiding an aberrant couple to discern the state
of  their  relationship  before  God,  no  priest  is  licitly
permitted to admit them to the sacraments.  To make the point
abundantly clear, Pope Francis states (para 300):

“This discernment can NEVER PRESCIND FROM THE GOSPEL DEMANDS
OF TRUTH and CHARITY AS PROPOSED BY THE CHURCH.”

Did Cardinal Burke just happen to miss this too, perhaps one
of the more powerful statements in AL?

Francis’  loyalty  to  the  Magisterium,  to  the  Gospels  and
Tradition become even clearer as he limits the parameters
involved to even qualify a couple as candidates for the whole
the process of discernment:

“For this discernment to happen, the following conditions
must necessarily be present: humility, discretion and love
for the Church and her teaching, in a sincere search for
God’s will and a desire to make a more perfect response to
it” (para 300).

In other words, the very possibility of beginning dialogue
between pastor and parishioner, dialogue that is intended to
place persons on the path of sanctification that might lead to
the  sacraments  if  they  do  things  correctly;  the  very
possibility  of  this  dialogue  is  contingent  upon  persons
 being,  “humble”,  having  “love  for  the  Church”  and  “her
teaching”; it is further contingent upon the couple’s having a
“sincere search for God’s will” and a willingness to respond
“more  perfectly”  to  it.   If  these  qualifying  marks  are
missing, discernment leading to the sacraments cannot even



begin; at least this is what the pope states; do you read
something else?  What did Cardinal Burke read?

Pope Francis drives this requirement home by stating that
these  attitudes  are  “essential”  (para  300).   They  are
essential to “avoid misunderstanding” and the “grave danger”
that  might  lead  a  priest  to  think  that  he  can  grant
“exceptions”  (para  300).  Thus,  any  priest  thinking  that
pastoral theology dispenses him from the constant teaching of
the Church in these matters is not only “misunderstanding”
what the pope is teaching and what the Church teaches, he is
also involving himself and his parishioners in “grave danger”.

Some how Cardinal Burke seems to think that Pope Francis is
excusing sin due to ignorance or any number of particular  and
contingent circumstances.  This is patently false.  Nowhere
does Pope Francis say ignorance outright excuses; what he does
say is that ignorance “mitigates“.  In fact, this is the title
of the next section of the Exhortation:

l

 “Mitigating Factors in Pastoral Discernment”

Pope Francis begins this section by making the simple moral
point, simple for anyone educated in moral theology, that even
sinners can experience grace, at least prevenient grace that
leads them to the sacraments. He even states that “More is
involved than mere ignorance” (para 301).

When reading this section, the reader must not do as some
Protestant Divines do, that is cherry-pick or fail to read the
document as a systematic whole, fail to remember everything
that  was  clearly  stated  previously.   At  this  point,  the
document moves from dogmatic or speculative theology into the
the more difficult realm of moral casuistry or practical-
pastoral theology, the point where the rubber meets the road
so  to  speak,  the  point  where  theory  must  be  applied  to
practice. Thus, at this point it necessarily becomes more



obtuse.  The obtuseness of the exercise should be expected by
anyone with a background in either moral theology or moral
philosophy,  even  a  pagan  like  Aristotle  understood  the
difference; he also taught that the second part, that is the
practical part, is the more difficult of the two – this is the
simple reason why the document grows more difficult at this
point; however, it must not be forgotten that Francis has
already stared at least twice, that a valid interpretation of
AL cannot prescind from the Gospel or teaching of the Church.

Again,  throughout  this  section,  the  pope  speaks  about
mitigating circumstances; he does not excuse objective sin,
but stresses subjective mitigating circumstances due to the
nature  of  a  faulty  or  malformed  conscience,  a  malformed
conscience that is supposed to be corrected in the process of
“accompaniment”  by  the  pastor  explained  in  the  previous
section. As regards mitigating circumstances due to subjective
states, we find Jesus, Himself,  clearly teaching this in the
Gospels:

“And that servant who knew the will of his lord, and prepared
not himself, and did not according to his will, shall be
beaten with many stripes. But he that knew not, and did
things worthy of stripes, shall be beaten with few stripes”
(Luke 12:47-48).

Jesus position is clearly that of His Vicar. Persons who are
invincibly  ignorant  of  the  truth,  or  for  any  other  valid
reason fail to comprehend it, reasons such as socialization,
psychological  immaturity,  psychological  manipulation  by
association etc, such persons who commit sins despite their
ignorance etc are still guilty of an objective wrong; however,
the subjective moral culpability is lessened; how much it is
lessened depends on the circumstances which only God alone is
master of, a fact that led Francis to once say, “who am I to
judge?”  Only God and perhaps the person himself can judge
such things; it is the job of the pastor to enter into a
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relationship  to  better  grasp  the  subjective  state  of  his
parishioners.

Without this approach, without such a relationship, the whole
process of discernment breaks down and all that is left is a
black  and  white  judgement  based  upon  objective  facts  of
dogmatic theology; this is what it means to be dogmatic, or
closed  minded,  closed  to  deeper  truths  about  the  acting
person, deeper truths that affect their relationship to their
sin  and  his  or  her  moral  culpability.   These  are  facts,
necessary facts for the successful process of pastoring souls
entrusted to a priest’s care. Cardinal Burke seems oblivious
to such facts; he prefers to make everything black and white.
In this, he is acting more like a judgemental pharisee than a
“good shepherd serving his people in the image of Jesus Christ
who gave his life for his sheep, a good shepeherd who knows
them well enough to call them each by name (John 10:3).

Again, to make his point clear, Francis states that

“In order to avoid all misunderstanding, I would point out
that in no way must the Church desist from proposing the full
ideal of marriage.”

l

“A lukewarm attitude, any kind of relativism, or an undue
reticence  in  proposing  that  ideal,  would  be  a  lack  of
fidelity to the Gospel and also of love on the part of the
Church for young people themselves. To show understanding in
the face of exceptional situations never implies dimming the
light of the fuller ideal, or proposing less than what Jesus
offers to the human being” (para 307).

It is hard to see how Cardinal Burke missed this along with
the score of other similar clear pronouncements throughout the
Chapter made by Pope Francis. The pope emphatically stresses
the point that he wants to “avoid all misunderstanding”.  To
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do so he again states that what he is teaching in no way
desists  from  the  “full  idea  of  marriage.”   Moreover,  he
anathematizes “relativism” and “undue reticence” to the “full
ideal  of  marriage.”  Again  he  states,  that  contingent
circumstance,  that  pastoral  understanding,  compassion  etc,
“never imply dimming the light to the fuller ideal (to the
fullness of truth) or proposing less” than Jesus taught.

The Church, he says is

“…a  Mother  who,  while  clearly  expressing  her  objective
teaching, “always does what good she can, even if in the
process, her  shoes get soiled by the mud of the street”
(that is in the pasture where her ministers must encounter
the dirt of sinners lives) (para308).

Again, he states, again and again, that the Church must hold
to her “objective teaching”

Pope  Francis  closes  the  so-called  difficult  chapter  by
restating one more time the commitment to objective truth;
however, he teaches that there is one thing greater than the
truth, that is love, the summit of Christ’s teaching and of
His life; it was love that sent Him to the cross and love that
redeemed the world (“Greater love has no man than to lay down
his life for his friends“). No one sent Jesus to the cross; He
freely chose the path of salvific suffering, and He chose out
of  love  for  sinful  humanity.   This  is  the  central  point
Francis wants to make and indeed does make. It is difficult to
comprehend how Prelates like Cardinal Burke miss it?

“Although it is quite true that concern must be shown for the
integrity of the Church’s moral teaching, special care should
always be shown to emphasize and encourage the highest and
most central values of the Gospel, particularly the primacy
of charity as a response to the completely gratuitous offer
of God’s love.

http://biblehub.com/drb/john/15.htm
http://biblehub.com/drb/john/15.htm


l

” It is true, for example, that mercy does not exclude
justice and truth, but first and foremost we have to say that
mercy  is  the  fullness  of  justice  and  the  most  radiant
manifestation of God’s truth.”

In this Francis is seconded by the Sacred Scriptures:

‘If I speak with the tongues of men, and of angels, and have
not charity, I am become as sounding brass, or a tinkling
cymbal. And if I should have prophecy and should know all
mysteries, and all knowledge, and if I should have all faith,
so that I could remove mountains, and have not charity, I am
nothing. And if I should distribute all my goods to feed the
poor, and if I should deliver my body to be burned, and have
not charity, it profiteth me nothing.

l

And now there remain faith (from which wisdom grows), hope,
and  charity,  these  three:  but  the  greatest  of  these  is
charity” (1 Cor. 13:1-13).

Equally impressive  is the story of Jesus’ dialogue with the
rich young man (Matt 19:16-22). Jesus does not simply announce
the truth and leave the young man to accept it or reject it.
Rather, Jesus engages in a process to bring the young man
forward. “Jesus, as a a good shepherd, personally leads the
young man step by step to the truth

Francis, like Jesus, insists upon two unique but integral
aspects of evangelization: First is the proclamation of truth
and then the gradual formation of people to internalize and
live it. Thus, when the Pharisees (dogmatic theologians – men
without mercy- Matt 9:13) questioned Jesus about divorce (Matt
19:3-9), He communicated the objective facts; He proclaimed
the truth: Marriage is indissoluble and exclusive.  However,
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when he interacted with the Samaritan woman, He placed less
emphasis on the truth and more on her personal life journey, a
journey that involved her with six men.  After engaging her,
He told her,

“Go, call thy husband, and come hither. The woman answered,
and said: I have no husband. Jesus said to her: Thou hast
said  well,  I  have  no  husband:  For  thou  hast  had  five
husbands: and he whom thou now hast, is not thy husband. This
thou hast said truly” (John 4: 16-18).

Jesus does not break the conversation, but engages her until
she (and then many others) finally accepts Him as the Messiah
(John 4:38-42):

 “Now of that city many of the Samaritans believed in him,
for the word of the woman giving testimony: He told me all
things whatsoever I have done? So when the Samaritans were
come to him, they desired that he would tarry there. And he
abode there two days. And many more believed in him because
of his own word. And they said to the woman: We now believe,
not for thy saying: for we ourselves have heard him, and know
that this is indeed the Saviour of the world.”

See  what  truth  in  the  context  of  a  little  encounter  and
dialogue  can  do?  Pope  Francis  is  exemplifying  these  two
aspects of evangelization, the need to hold to the truth that
never  “prescinds  from  the  Gospel”  and  the  more  difficult
process of discernment and engagement whereby alienated people
are gradually led , step by step, to communion so that they
can eventually be one with Him who is the Way and the Truth
and the Life.

FOLLOWUP ARTICLE TO FOLLOW TOMORROW
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US  Forces  Facing  Russian
Troops  in  Syria,  Will  they
Cooperate to Defeat ISIS?
(New Era World News)

DURING HIS PRESIDENTIAL CAMPAIGN Donald Trump gave many signs
indicating a possible rapprochement with Russia in order to
forward  the  war  against  terrorism.  Since  his  election,
political observers have been watching carefully to assess
movements relative to this implicit commitment.  As the data
roles  in,  it  is  now  possible  to  make  some  preliminary
remarks based on actions taken by the new president during his
first sixty days in office. Before doing so, it is helpful to
review a New Era Forecast issued a month ago (February, 21).

FORECAST:

“The United States and Russia will continue down a path of
rapprochement  but  not  without  significant  interference,
which can be expected from all ends of the political and
social-cultural spectrum. Constant, well orchestrated, and
confusing series of events can be expected as agents from
both the left and right proceed to push confrontation with
Russia to a boiling point. Nonetheless, in the long run, the
shadow government will fail as it has consistently failed and
been out maneuvered in its foreign policy initiatives for the
past decade – we have no discernible reason to believe that
this  chain  of  events  will  cease  unfolding.  The  shadow-
government is being opposed by more than Mr. Trump.

l
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The real question is what will Mr. Trump do? Will he continue
down the road of his immediate predecessors, or be bold
enough to set America on a new course?

Following  that  forecast,  it  was  stated  that  if  the  new
president continued with the foreign policy of the Bush and
Obama  administrations  (as  he  appears  to  be  doing),  if  he
pursued the same path as his predecessors (a path favored by
Neocon War Hawks and Liberal Globalists), American Foreign
Policy would continue its downward slide and America would
continue  suffering  one  foreign  policy  embarrassment  after
another while earning the ire of other nations around the
globe. President Obama was never able to disengage from war or
to  defeat  ISIS;  Trump  however,  has  vowed  to  obliterate
them,  implicitly  with  Russian  cooperation.  It  is  this
cooperation, above all else, that makes him an enemy of the
Neocons (even though they are for the most part Republicans)
and  their  Liberal  allies  deeply  imbedded  in  ruling
establishment.

The Trump Team is facing stiff opposition not only from an
entrenched bureaucracy but from die hard members of the armed
service  committee  and  intelligence  community  who  still
view Russia through the lens of Soviet Communism or who are so
committed to global liberalism that Russia (whom they realize
is increasingly becoming a Christian nation-state, a purveyor
of traditional family values, and an avowedly anti-liberal
global power) must be stopped. Thus, if Trump plans to improve
relations with Russia, he will be vehemently opposed by those
who continue to insist upon the ideological export of liberal
(economic  and  moral)  American  values,  those  who  view
themselves as patriots whose sacred duty is to confront the
nefarious  Russian  Bear  whose  commitment  to  national
sovereignty  and  Christianity  is  a  threat  to  their  global
hegemony and the advancement of their Liberal Global Agenda.

l
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l

Therefore, it was also stated,

“If Mr. Trump moves too quickly, he will not be able to
withstand the tumultuous tsunami that is being gathered for
a  melancholy  day  of  release;  he  must  first  cultivate
relationships among international leaders (something he has
done too little of) who have a very different view of America
and American Foreign Policy than that being fed to him by
Neocon war-hawks such as Sen. John McCain”, a man who keeps
discrediting himself by accusing anyone opposed to his myopic
interventionist  military  policy  as  “working  for  Vladimir
Putin”,  even  if  the  others  he  assails  are  US  Senators
themselves.

l

l

Finally, it was also stated in February that

“It is not time for fisticuffs, so yes, Newera tends to
believe that Mr. Trump has came out with a (foreign policy)
rope a dope in Round One, at least partially so. If he is
able to eventually pound ISIS into oblivion with Russian
cooperation, he will build up a tidal wall of good-will and
support composed of many international components that spell
peace, a peace woven into a wall that will be able to
withstand  any  Tsunami  the  Deep  State  can  bellow  in  his
direction.”

However, it was warned:

“If President Trump collapses before the bellowing winds and
succumbs to the mounting global pressures of liberalism, if
he fails to deliver on his campaign promises and follows the



lead of Neocon war-hawks  like Sen. John McCain, New Era
foresees an abject failure on the horizon and the ultimate
collapse  of  American  Foreign  Policy  and  the  waning  of
American influence.”

Unfortunately, Mr. Trump appears to be following the foreign
policy of the Neocon and Liberal establishment. Consequently,
the honeymoon given him by foreign nations is coming to an
end. They have waited to see if he would deliver on his
promises to treat all nations fairly, to cooperate with Russia
to  defeat  terrorism  and  to  start  a  new  page  in  American
history  battling  liberalism  and  seeking  an  Era  of  Peace.
Apparently, he will do none of these things and continue the
foreign  policy  of  his  predecessor  built  on  the  back  of
American military might.

World  leaders  have  been  looking  on  and  refraining  from
imminent action while holding things in suspension waiting to
see what Trump would do. They are no longer waiting; instead,
global trends are reverting back to where they were before
Trump  took  office,  the  international  movement  against
liberalism has recommenced.  As forecast, the United States
will either cooperate with this movement and be a purveyor of
peace or it will suffer continued embarrassment. New Era holds
to this forecast with the caveat that the United States might
be pulled into the peace initiative in spite of its current
bravado bolstered by an enormous military buildup. President
Trump has not decreased but has already increased the military
budget by $54 billion and is beefing up the American military
presence around the globe to the ire of China, Russia, Turkey
and many third world nations. The remainder of this article is
concerned with US  foreign policy in the Middle East and how
it is alienating Turkey and leading to a surprise tete a
tete  between  US  and  Russian  forces  NOW  within  a  grenades
distance of each other on the battlefield of North-Central
Syria where THEY ARE BOTH BATTLING ISIS-ISIL-ISLAMIC STATE AT
THE SAME TIME AND IN THE SAME PLACE. This unexpected rubbing
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of shoulders in Syria offers a glimmer of hope that might
signify the beginning of an ongoing cooperation. Don’t hold
your breath however, Sen. John Mccain happens to be in the
mix:

McCain  “made  a  secret  trip  to  a  Kurdish-held  region  in
northern  Syria  last  weekend  to  speak  with  US  military
officials, rebel fighters, and leaders in the region.”

On Wednesday, (March 23) Julie Tarallo, a McCain spokesperson
confirmed the mission, with the following TWEET

What  is  Happening  in  Syria  and  How  it  Might  Affect
Relationships  with  Russia  and  Turkey

President Obama alienated Turkey with his ongoing support of
the Kurdish People’s Protection Units (YPG), whom the Turks
view as an ally of the Kurdistan Workers’ Party (PKK), which
operates in Turkey and is designated by Ankara as a terrorist
organization.  President  Trump  is  headed  down  the  same
road. Foreign Policy Magazine notices the trend.  On March 21
they pointed out that warhawks and top US commanders regard
the YPG as “the only viable option for ousting the Islamic
State  [Daesh].”   If  the  YPG  represents  the  only  viable
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solution, clearly Washington has ruled out cooperation with
Russia, the most obvious solution.

Following  its  own  initiative,  an  initiative  ostensibly
calculated to Make America Look Great Again, the Pentagon is
deploying 1,000 troops to assist the Syrian Defense Forces
(SDF) to battle the Deash in Raqqa. The SDF, is a Kurdish
dominated militia established in 2015 and sponsored by the
United States to help establish a Kurdish enclave in Northern
Syria. The SDF is composed primarily of Kurds fighting under
their own banner of People’s Protection Units (YPG). More
specifically, it might be said that the YPG is a Kurdish
dominated militia, which is fighting alongside the American
backed SDF who are opposed to radical Islamic terrorists and
also to the Russian-backed Syrian government of Bashar al
Assad. Currently the SDF is planning to engage in an all-out
assault on Raqqa, the capital and stronghold of ISIS-ISIL or
the Islamic State. According to The Foreign Policy Group (FP)

“Even as the Trump administration weighs its options, the
U.S. military is ramping up for the assault, drawing up plans
to deploy up to 1,000 more American soldiers to Syria in
support of the YPG and allied forces, known collectively as
the Syrian Democratic Forces (SDF), which have advanced mere
miles from the city (of Raqqa). Pentagon officials assess
that the roughly 27,000 Kurds in the 50,000-strong SDF are
the more effective, experienced fighters.

The New York Times (March 15) corroborated this report by FP:

“The U.S. military has drawn up early plans that would deploy
up to 1,000 more troops into northern Syria in the coming
weeks, expanding the American presence in the country ahead
of the offensive on the Islamic State’s de facto capital of
Raqqa.”

l
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“The deployment…would potentially double the number of U.S.
forces in Syria and increase the potential for direct U.S.
combat involvement in a conflict that has been characterized
by  confusion  and  competing  priorities  among  disparate
forces.”

The plan to deploy 1,000 more troops is meant to bolster a
previous deployment of United States Marines already ordered
by President Trump. On March 9, the Guardian reported on the
deployment of several hundred US Marines to Syria:

“A  few  hundred  marines  with  heavy  artillery  have  been
deployed  to  Syria  in  preparation  for  the  fight  to  oust
Islamic State from its self-declared headquarters of Raqqa, a
senior US official said on Wednesday.”

l

“The marines moving into Syria are positioning howitzers to
be ready to help local Syrian forces, said the official, who
was not authorised to discuss the deployment publicly.

There are already approximately 500 U.S. Special Operations
forces  in  Syria  operating  alongside  the  SDF.   The  are
complemented by an additional 250 Army Rangers and 200 US
Marines. The additional 1,000 U.S. troops will most likely be
part of the 24th Marine Expeditionary Unit that are part of a

“… flotilla of ships loaded with 2,200 Marines that is now
steaming  toward  the  region  –  and  the  U.S.  Army’s  82nd
Airborne  Division,  of  which  2,500  recently  arrived  in
Kuwait.”

Regarding  this  deployment,  Turkish  Prime  Minister,  Binali
Yildirim cautioned US leaders:

“If   (Washington)  insists  on  carrying  on  this  operation
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with terror organizations (Kurds whom the Turks consider as
terrorists and public enemy number one), our relations will
be harmed — that is clear.”

Turkish Prime Minister Binali Yilidrim
 l
Prime Minister Yilidrim’s statement is especially meaningful
in the context of the Astana Meetings previously hosted by
Russia, Iran and Turkey (in Astana, Kazakhstan), which have
resulted  in  a   military  coalition  consisting  of  Turkey,
Russia, and Iran, already operating in Syria where they are
acting as a peacekeeping force.  Rather than joining the peace
initiative, the US continues following its own foreign policy
thereby driving Turkey further away from Washington.  In fact,
this  latest  US  maneuver,  might  also  compromise  US
relationships with the United Nations, which is beneficiary of
Russian efforts at Astana: The Russian, Turks and Iranians
provided the military backbone which brought the contending
parties to the UN sponsored meeting of diplomats in Geneva
(Feb 2017).

The cooperating powers all agreed to the territorial integrity
and national sovereignty of the Syrian nation, implying that
they will uphold the right of Syria as a sovereign nation, a
nation entitled to determine for itself who its leaders will
be and who will be invited to fight alongside it against
common enemies.

“The delegations of the Islamic Republic of Iran, the Russian
Federation and the Republic of Turkey, in line with the Joint
Statement  of  their  Foreign  Ministers  made  in  Moscow,  on
December 20, 2016 and the UN Security Council resolution
2336…”reaffirm  their  commitment  to  the  sovereignty,
independence, unity and territorial integrity of the Syrian
Arab  Republic  as  a  multi-ethnic,  multi-religious,  non-
sectarian and democratic state.”
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Sergey  Lavrov,  Foreign  Minister  of  Russia  emphasized  this
point:

The talks in Astana are “an important contribution to… a
comprehensive  political  settlement  in  Syria  which  will
continue in wider activities in Geneva.”

The prospect of ongoing US support of Kurds, esp. in Northern
Syria, is seen in Ankara as a threat to Turkish security, a
threat seemingly ignore by Donald Trump, a threat that drives
Turkey deeper into a meaningful coalition with Russia.

To make the scenario extremely interesting, Russia is also
backing  the  Kurds  also  to  the  ire  of  Turkey  who  is
simultaneously fighting side by side with Russia as agreed to
by the Astana Accords. The whole complicated situation is
growing ever more complex. Turkey has been assisting Syrian
Government forces (Assad’ forces backed by Russia) as they
move toward Manbij a city held by US backed Kurds; therefore
the  US  has  deployed  troops  there  to  oppose  a  Turkish
offensive.  As  reported  by  the  New  York  Times  :

“In recent weeks, U.S. Army Rangers have been sent to the
city of Manbij west of Raqqa (in NW Syria) to deter Russian,
Turkish and Syrian opposition forces all operating in the
area, while a Marine artillery battery recently deployed near
Raqqa (70 miles SW) has already come under fire, according to
a  defense  official  with  direct  knowledge  of  their
operations.”

It is interesting that Syrian forces supported by the Syrian
government engaged in warfare with Islamic terrorists in their
own country are referred to as “opposition forces“. Opposition
to whom, to the United States? If the Russian-Turkish backed
Syrian army is fighting ISIS (Islamic State) and is called the
“opposition‘, who is the United States fighting?

http://www.chicagotribune.com/news/nationworld/ct-syria-ground-troops-20170315-story.html


Turkey finds itself in a quandary, it is assisting Russia who
is supporting Syrian President Bashar al-Assad. At the same
time, it is a NATO member and thus a US ally.  The United
States  has  been  backing  rebel  forces  against  Assad  and
supposedly, at the same time, also fighting Islamic terrorists
such as ISIS and Daesh whom the Russians and Turks are also
fighting. Turkey has indicated that it would commit ground
troops  to  help  US  backed  forces  topple  Raqqa  but  that
eventuality is contingent upon US relinquishing its support of
the Kurds (YPG) whom the Russians are also supporting.

Moreover, as a result of the Russian brokered Astana Accords,
Syrian rebels, that is those that are Syrian and not Islamic
terrorists imported from throughout the Middle East,  Syrian
rebels who were opposed to Assad are now working with the
Assad government to oust radical Islamic terrorists, which
means if the terrorists are defeated there are virtually no
indigenous forces of any considerable size left opposing the
Syrian government; who will the United States support then?
That is who will the United States support in Syria once ISIS
or the Islamic State is defeated? Ostensibly, the Kurds will
have the backing of both the United States and Russia, the
preferred diplomatic position for both countries vis a vis
Turkey. That is, it is better for the United States to have
strained relations with Turkey over the Kurds if Russia also
has  strained  relations  with  the  Turks  and  for  the  same
reason! Turkey will just have to get use to it – the US and
Russia are apparently headed down a course leading to some
type of cooperative agreement even if it is happening willy
nilly.

The unexpected might be occurring, viz., Russia and the US are
being pulled together by supporting the Kurds in Syria albeit
at risk of exacerbating relations with Turkey.  Sarah El Deeb
is one of the few to recognize the unexpected.  As reported in
the Chicago Tribune:

“Ankara (that is, Turkey) has effectively unified Russia and
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the U.S. in the goal of limiting Turkish expansion in the
north (North Syria where the Kurds live). Syrian experts say
Ankara has lost influence to realize its aim of pushing the
Kurdish  forces  back  to  the  east  of  Manbij  across  the
Euphrates.  Moreover,  Washington  is  pushing  ahead  with
partnering with the Kurdish-led forces in the planned attack
on Raqqa, despite Turkish opposition.”

According to Ragip Soylu a reporter for New Turkey, Turkey’s
efforts to disrupt the US-Kurd alliance

“…has been tossed away as the Russian military and U.S.
Special Forces moved last week in Syria’s Manbij to prevent
Turkish-backed Syrian opposition forces from attacking the
city,”

Russia has taken an unexpected stance on Manbij, instead of
advancing on the city, THEY ARE WORKING TO PREVENT any further
Syrian-Turkish advance deeply desired by the Turks. They are
now involved in the mutual defeat of ISIS. At the moment they,
the United States and Russia, are involved in planning an
assault on ISIS in Raqqa and mutual support of the Kurds; the
latter to the chagrin of the Turks

Complex as it is to discern, the future is perhaps beginning
in Manbij and Raqqa, as U.S. Lt. Gen. Stephen Townsend, of the
anti-ISIS coalition has said:

“All the forces acting in Syria have converged within hand-
grenade range of one another. We encourage all forces to
remain focused on the counter-ISIS fight and concentrate
their  efforts  on  defeating  ISIS  and  not  toward  other
objectives that may cause the coalition to divert energy and
resources away from Raqqa.”

In other words, the US is not focused on toppling the Assad
government (at least not now and possibly not again in the
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future). The mission is for once clear: defeat ISIS. This is
something both the Americans and Russians can agree upon. The
Russian are not looking for war between its allies, Turkey and
Syria, versus the US forces in Manbij or Raqqa. Turkish and
Syrian troops moving toward Manbij were halted due to a deal
brokered by Russia that established a “buffer zone” between
the  Kurds  and  advancing  Turk-Syrian  forces.  This  zone  is
intended to protect the Kurds in Manbij and to keep Russian
backed Syrian and Turkish troops out of conflict with the
United States, esp. since they are all, as US General Townsend
has stated: “within hand-grenade range of one another.”

Unfortunately, Turkey has not honored the zone:

“On Thursday, Syrian government media said Turkish shelling
killed a number of its troops. Kurdish officials said Turkish
advances continued even despite the buffer zone.”

Turkey, long a backer of terrorism throughout the Middle East,
is now suffering a bout of what appears to be irremediable
consternation. Since the United States and Russia are now face
to face in Syria, since the United States and Russia are both
supporting the Kurds in Syria, since the United States and
Russia are both fighting ISIS in Syria simultaneously and at
the same exact location, it will be difficult for Turkey to
play  anymore  deceptive  games  designed  to  advance  its  own
agenda and keep the two superpowers apart. The Turks however
have at least three allies in this game, viz., the US Neocons,
global liberals, and Israeli Zionists who will do anything to
hinder real peace by keeping the two apart!

Nonetheless,  will  the  United  States  begin  to  coordinate
efforts with Russia to

(1) Protect Manbij, a city held by US backed Kurdish-led
forces thereby increasing tensions with Turkey but lessening
them with Russia (for the US that is)?
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l
(2) Somehow pacify or restrain Turkey – something much
easier if they cooperate – thereby bringing Turk dreams for
a renewed Ottoman Empire or at least an Arab World under
Turk domination to naught and as a result bring Turkey’s
leaders to their senses?

l
(3) Defeat ISIS in a mutual effort to “bomb the shit out of
them”  as  Trump  promised  during  his  campaign  –  Raqqa
represents the possibility of fulfilling a campaign promise
and of moving towards normalizing relations with Russia,
although in a very unexpected way as explained above.

Or  will  the  US  act  to  salvage  its  relations  with  Turkey
thereby  lessening  support  for  the  Kurds  and  increasing
tensions with Russia? Quite possibly Turkey will have to make
a choice, that is, to seek a deeper alliance with the United
States or Russia; either way, it will have to come to grips
with the Kurds whom neither is likely to abandon. The only
player in the region with more to lose than Turkey, is Israel
(Saudi Arabia also stands to lose, but not as much as Israel)
who has benefited from the enormous pounding its enemies have
given to each other over these years – Israel benefits by
continued conflict – it does not want peace between the US and
Russia  nor  mutual-agreement  over  Syria  and  the  Kurds.  It
remains to be seen what Israel will do in this situation; it
has already violated Syrian airspace this past week.

“The Syrian military said the Israeli strikes had targeted a
military installation near Palymyra (in Syria).”

l

“The incident was highly unusual in that it also saw the
Israeli military break its customary silence over raids in
Syria to release a statement to admit that its aircraft had
been targeted while operating there.”

https://www.theguardian.com/world/2017/mar/17/israeli-fighter-jets-fired-upon-missiles-syria-mission-assad


l

“Overnight, March 17, IAF aircrafts [sic] targeted several
targets in Syria,” said the statement.”

The United States might not be fighting Syria at the moment
but Israel is apparently trying to keep Syrian ally Iran from
sending weapons to Hezbollah stationed on the Syrian side of
the  Golan  Heights.   Israel  is  not  averse  to  violating
international law to carry out its objectives, nor was Turkey
who is now paying a price for its transgressions. Is Israel
about to learn a similar lesson or will they influence the
Trump administration to keep up war on Syria once ISIS is
obliterated?

“Brig  Gen  Nitzan  Nuriel,  a  former  director  of  counter-
terrorism  in  the  Israeli  prime  minister’s  bureau,  said
conflict with Hezbollah was inevitable as the group sought
ever more advanced anti-aircraft missiles, heavy rockets and
tactical weapons, but he believed Assad had seriously misread
the situation.”

l

“Assad has not read the map correctly,” he said. “He believes
it is only a question of weeks or months before he can
declare a full victory and is looking to the next stage. I
believe he is mistaken and that clashes in Syria will stay
with us for the next three to six years.”

l

“Discussing  Russia’s  role  in  Syria,  he  added  more
controversially: “Russia got the messages it needs to receive
from Israel.” That was, he said: “Israel will not allow
anyone, including Russia to get in the way of implementing
our military mission.”
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Although Israel favors continued conflict, as long as its
enemies  are  killing  each  other  and  as  long  as  Syria  is
potentially neutralized along with its ally Iran, although
Israel favors such things, New Era is forecasting eventual
peace – if the US and Russia actually cooperate to defeat ISIS
– which means something will have to give in Israel, perhaps
something significant.

Israeli-Russian  Relations
Tested Over Syria as US and
Russian  Backed  Forces  Near
Each Other
(New Era World News)

AT THE END OF FRIDAY’S ARTICLE, “Are United States and Russia
Headed for Cooperation Despite Neocon-Liberal Objections?“, it
was concluded that, “The only player in the region with more
to lose than Turkey, is Israel…who has benefited from the
enormous pounding its enemies have given to each other over
recent years – Israel benefits by continued conflict – it does
not want peace between the US and Russia nor mutual-agreement
over Syria and the Kurds. It remains to be seen what Israel
will do in response to possible US-Russian cooperation in the
battle over ISIS about to unfold in Raqqa (Syria); will they
fight each other or cooperate? Chances are high that they will
cooperate, but signs are being genratd that indicate that they
might  not.   Nonetheless,  the  question  remains,  “How  will
Israel respond to unexpected cooperation?”  If events that
occurred earlier last week are any indication, the Israelis do
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not like what is unfolding, they have already violated Syrian
airspace and fired missiles in Syria just a few days ago. In
response, the Syrian military said that

“The Israeli strikes had targeted a military installation
near Palymyra (in Syria).”

l

“The incident was highly unusual in that it also saw the
Israeli military break its customary silence over raids in
Syria to release a statement to admit that its aircraft had
been targeted while operating there.”

l

“Overnight, March 17, IAF aircrafts [sic] targeted several
targets in Syria”, ‘said the statement.'”

The United States might not be fighting against Syria at the
moment  but  Israeli  operations  in  Syria  indicate  that  the
Zionists are apparently engaged in operations against them as
well as their ally, Iran who is legally transiting weapons
across Syria to Hezbollah soldiers stationed on the Syrian
side of the Golan Heights, at least, that is the Israeli
version of the story. Professor Eyal Zisser, a Syrian expert
who teaches at Tel Aviv University in Israel, discussed an
agreement made between Vladimir Putin and PM Netanyahu (June
7, 2015) in which the Russians supposedly gave their word that
military equipment being transferred from Iran to Hezbollah is
solely for purposes of waging war against ISIS; it would not
therefore, be employed in any type of attack on Israel.

Thus, according to the Syrian accounts, Israel targeted Syrian
military positions combating ISIS (not weapons being shipped
to Hezbollah). Either way, Israel violated international law
and the right of Syria to national sovereignty. Do weapons
used against Syria transited through Turkey permit Syria to
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violate  Turkish  airspace  and  bomb  Turkish  infra-structure?
 The airspace of sovereign nation is supposedly protected by
international law.

“According to the set principles governing international law,
a state has complete and exclusive sovereignty over the sky
above its territory. Without permission, it is absolutely
forbidden  for  foreign  military  planes  to  enter  the
territorial  airspace  of  other  states.”

Therefore, the Syrian Foreign Ministry drafted a complaint to
the UN in which they stated

l“Syria calls on the UN Secretary General and the President
of the UNSC to condemn this blatant Israeli aggression, to
force  Israel  to  stop  supporting  terrorism  in  Syria,  to
implement  all  UNSC  resolutions  on  counter-terrorism,
including resolution No. 2253, to withdraw from the whole
occupied Syrian Golan to the line of June 4th, 1967, and to
implement resolution No. 497 for 1981”

Israel has its own interpretation of events to justify its
action: Iran is transferring weapons to Hezbollah to be used
against israel. Here is a taste of Israeli justification from
its Prime Minister Benjamin Netanyahu who stated that Israel
would  continue  to  act  militantly  to  prevent  transfer  of
advanced weapons to Hezbollah:

“Our policy is very consistent: when we identify attempts to
transfer  advanced  weapons  to  Hezbollah,  and  we  have  the
intelligence and operational feasibility – we work to prevent
this.”

This is an open admission, what appears to be a braggadocio
admission, followed by a dose of strained logic:

“That’s how it’s been and that’s how it will be, we have
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determination, and the proof is that we are acting, and
everyone has to take this into account,” he added.

In other words, the morality of the act is to judged by the
fact that Israel can get away with it, “the proof is we are
acting” and “everyone has to take this into account.” This is
not a reasonable or moral justification; it is nothing more
than a “might makes right” argument, the rule of the jungle
that governs animal interaction; it can only be hoped that
this is not how Zionists view gentiles?

“Then they brought Jesus from Caiaphas to the praetorium. It
was morning. And they (the Jews) themselves did not enter the
praetorium, in order not to be defiled.”

This type if justification might have worked in the past, but
more and more people are waking up to the dignity of the human
person (all persons); this is a rational that people seeking
peace and a two-state solution are growing tired of – being a
citizen of Israel does not give anyone any type of hyper-
human-status that empowers them to trample on the rights of
others.

If this is really representative of Netanyahu’s logic, the
Israeli PM is acting hypocritical. Israel would not permit
foreign  jets  to  invade  their  airspace  and  then
annihilate targets without a media blitz fired around the
globe amid a veritable storm of moral objections. The PM has
just opened the doors to Syrian and Iranian jets flying into
to Israel to obliterate what they perceive to be security
threats to be used on targets in their own countries or that
of their allies.

Apparently, Israel is not averse to violating international
law to carry out its objectives, nor was Turkey who is now
paying a price for its transgressions. Is Israel about to
learn  a  similar  lesson  or  will  they  influence  the  Trump
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administration  to  keep  up  war  on  Syria  once  ISIS  is
obliterated?

“Brig  Gen  Nitzan  Nuriel,  a  former  Director  of  Counter-
Terrorism  in  the  Israeli  Prime  Minister’s  Bureau,  said
conflict with Hezbollah was inevitable as the group sought
ever more advanced anti-aircraft missiles, heavy rockets and
tactical weapons, but he believed Assad had seriously misread
the situation.”

l

“Assad has not read the map correctly,” he said. “He believes
it is only a question of weeks or months before he can
declare a full victory and is looking to the next stage. I
believe he is mistaken and that clashes in Syria will stay
with us for the next three to six years.”

l

“Discussing  Russia’s  role  in  Syria,  he  added  more
controversially: “Russia got the messages it needs to receive
from Israel.” That was, he said: “Israel will not allow
anyone, including Russia to get in the way of implementing
our military mission.”

This is a former Israeli Brigadier General’s perspective, but
others are interpreting and reporting it differently. In fact,
after  the  Israeli  attack,  the  Russian  government  almost
immediately summoned Gary Koren, the Israeli Ambassador, and
requested  an  explanation  –  something  they  have  not  done
following previous Israeli violations in Syria). Rather than
smooth things over for the Israeli side, Avigdor Lieberman,
Israeli  Defense  Minister,  following  the  Netanyahu
line,  exacerbated  them:

 “The next time the Syrians use their air defence systems
against our planes we will destroy them without the slightest
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hesitation.”

As if to say that Israel has a right to annihilate targets in
other countries, but these countries somehow act wrongly if
they defend themselves as if the Zionists were some type of
privleged people and the and the rest of the world is made up
of outcasts. Israel has run into a Western nation that will
not follow its script. Russia, apparently, will not allow
itself  be  pushed  around  by  the  playground  bully  or  be
intimidated by empty chutzpah. Contrary to PM Netanyahu and
Brig.  Gen.  Nitzan  Nuriel,  Dr.  Bashar  al-Jaafari,  Syrian
Ambassador to the United Nations, stated that

“Putin sent a clear message,” he said. “The fact is that the
Israeli  ambassador  (to  Russia)  was  summoned  for  a
conversation… and was told categorically that this game is
over.”

Jaafari also stated that “Syria will no longer sit by while
Israel  blatantly  attacks  its  forces“;  implying  that  the
response will be greatly amplified if an Israeli attack occurs
again.

Russian Foreign Minister Sergei Lavrov, however, took a more
pragmatic and realistic approach that moves beyond rhetoric to
make decisions based upon actions.  After stating that Russia
expects Israel to honor agreements made between Putin and
Netanyahu during the latter’s state visit to Moscow earlier
this month, he stated that Russia

“…will judge (Israel) not by their statements, but by their
actions, to what extent our Israeli partners are sticking to
these agreements.”

If these type of actions continue, a Russian response can be
expected. In this regard, Syrian President Bashar Assad told
visiting Russian legislators that Syria is depending on Russia
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to avert further Israeli attacks and to help Damascus avoid a
“full-blown conflict with Tel Aviv”.  This does not appear to
be something Syria desires and which it is trying to avoid,
nor is it something desired by Russia.

At the June 7 meeting (discussed above) between Netanyahu and
Putin, host Vladimir Putin concluded:

 “Russia and Israel can take pride in our high level of
partnership, fruitful cooperation and far-reaching business
contacts”

According to the Jerusalem Post,

“Since then, that partnership has continued to grow, but the
looming crisis in Syria threatens to upset this dance.”

If the Israelis keep their word and discontinue bombing runs
in  Syria,  the  risk  of  confrontation  with  Russia  will  be
minimized and most likely become non-existent (at least at
this time). What the Jerusalem Post is referring to is the
current situation in Syria where both US and Russian troops
and their allies are all within a grenade’s distance of each
other, each wanting to defeat ISIS, which is now isolated in
its Syrian capital, Raqqa.  The offensive against this city is
slated to begin in a few days; at this moment it is unclear
how Russian and American forces will interact in this crucial
campaign. Israel is a staunch US ally but has also entered
into serious negotiations and agreements with Russia, will
they risk their recent gains?

The entire scenario discussed above is contingent upon US and
Russian  cooperation  or  conflict  in  Syria.  Will  they
cooperate to defeat ISIS at Raqqa and to craft a mutual-plan
to support the Kurds in Northern Syria and Iraq?  If they fail
to do so, if the United States or Russia have other plans in
Syria,  plans  that  would  exacerbate  rather  than  ameliorate
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American-Russian relations, the entire situation changes from
a possible peace scenario to one of increased conflict, as
will be discussed tomorrow.

US  Special  Forces  Facing
Russian Troops in Syria, Will
they  Cooperate  to  Defeat
ISIS?
(New Era World News)

DURING HIS PRESIDENTIAL CAMPAIGN Donald Trump gave many signs
indicating a possible rapprochement with Russia in order to
forward  the  war  against  terrorism.  Since  his  election,
political observers have been watching carefully to assess
movements relative to this implicit commitment.  As the data
roles  in,  it  is  now  possible  to  make  some  preliminary
remarks based on actions taken by the new president during his
first sixty days in office. Before doing so, it is helpful to
review a New Era Forecast issued a month ago (February, 21).

FORECAST:

“The United States and Russia will continue down a path of
rapprochement  but  not  without  significant  interference,
which can be expected from all ends of the political and
social-cultural spectrum. Constant, well orchestrated, and
confusing series of events can be expected as agents from
both the left and right proceed to push confrontation with
Russia to a boiling point. Nonetheless, in the long run, the
shadow government will fail as it has consistently failed and
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been out maneuvered in its foreign policy initiatives for the
past decade – we have no discernible reason to believe that
this  chain  of  events  will  cease  unfolding.  The  shadow-
government is being opposed by more than Mr. Trump.

l

The real question is what will Mr. Trump do? Will he continue
down the road of his immediate predecessors, or be bold
enough to set America on a new course?

Following  that  forecast,  it  was  stated  that  if  the  new
president continued with the foreign policy of the Bush and
Obama  administrations  (as  he  appears  to  be  doing),  if  he
pursued the same path as his predecessors (a path favored by
Neocon War Hawks and Liberal Globalists), American Foreign
Policy would continue its downward slide and America would
continue  suffering  one  foreign  policy  embarrassment  after
another while earning the ire of other nations around the
globe. President Obama was never able to disengage from war or
to  defeat  ISIS;  Trump  however,  has  vowed  to  obliterate
them,  implicitly  with  Russian  cooperation.  It  is  this
cooperation, above all else, that makes him an enemy of the
Neocons (even though they are for the most part Republicans)
and  their  Liberal  allies  deeply  imbedded  in  ruling
establishment.

The Trump Team is facing stiff opposition not only from an
entrenched bureaucracy but from die hard members of the armed
service  committee  and  intelligence  community  who  still
view Russia through the lens of Soviet Communism or who are so
committed to global liberalism that Russia (whom they realize
is increasingly becoming a Christian nation-state, a purveyor
of traditional family values, and an avowedly anti-liberal
global power) must be stopped. Thus, if Trump plans to improve
relations with Russia, he will be vehemently opposed by those
who continue to insist upon the ideological export of liberal
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(economic  and  moral)  American  values,  those  who  view
themselves as patriots whose sacred duty is to confront the
nefarious  Russian  Bear  whose  commitment  to  national
sovereignty  and  Christianity  is  a  threat  to  their  global
hegemony and the advancement of their Liberal Global Agenda.

l

l

Therefore, it was also stated,

“If Mr. Trump moves too quickly, he will not be able to
withstand the tumultuous tsunami that is being gathered for
a  melancholy  day  of  release;  he  must  first  cultivate
relationships among international leaders (something he has
done too little of) who have a very different view of America
and American Foreign Policy than that being fed to him by
Neocon war-hawks such as Sen. John McCain”, a man who keeps
discrediting himself by accusing anyone opposed to his myopic
interventionist  military  policy  as  “working  for  Vladimir
Putin”,  even  if  the  others  he  assails  are  US  Senators
themselves.

l

l

Finally, it was also stated in February that

“It is not time for fisticuffs, so yes, Newera tends to
believe that Mr. Trump has came out with a (foreign policy)
rope a dope in Round One, at least partially so. If he is
able to eventually pound ISIS into oblivion with Russian
cooperation, he will build up a tidal wall of good-will and
support composed of many international components that spell
peace, a peace woven into a wall that will be able to



withstand  any  Tsunami  the  Deep  State  can  bellow  in  his
direction.”

However, it was warned:

“If President Trump collapses before the bellowing winds and
succumbs to the mounting global pressures of liberalism, if
he fails to deliver on his campaign promises and follows the
lead of Neocon war-hawks  like Sen. John McCain, New Era
foresees an abject failure on the horizon and the ultimate
collapse  of  American  Foreign  Policy  and  the  waning  of
American influence.”

Unfortunately, Mr. Trump appears to be following the foreign
policy of the Neocon and Liberal establishment. Consequently,
the honeymoon given him by foreign nations is coming to an
end. They have waited to see if he would deliver on his
promises to treat all nations fairly, to cooperate with Russia
to  defeat  terrorism  and  to  start  a  new  page  in  American
history  battling  liberalism  and  seeking  an  Era  of  Peace.
Apparently, he will do none of these things and continue the
foreign  policy  of  his  predecessor  built  on  the  back  of
American military might.

World  leaders  have  been  looking  on  and  refraining  from
imminent action while holding things in suspension waiting to
see what Trump would do. They are no longer waiting; instead,
global trends are reverting back to where they were before
Trump  took  office,  the  international  movement  against
liberalism has recommenced.  As forecast, the United States
will either cooperate with this movement and be a purveyor of
peace or it will suffer continued embarrassment. New Era holds
to this forecast with the caveat that the United States might
be pulled into the peace initiative in spite of its current
bravado bolstered by an enormous military buildup. President
Trump has not decreased but has already increased the military
budget by $54 billion and is beefing up the American military
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presence around the globe to the ire of China, Russia, Turkey
and many third world nations. The remainder of this article is
concerned with US  foreign policy in the Middle East and how
it is alienating Turkey and leading to a surprise tete a
tete  between  US  and  Russian  forces  NOW  within  a  grenades
distance of each other on the battlefield of North-Central
Syria where THEY ARE BOTH BATTLING ISIS-ISIL-ISLAMIC STATE AT
THE SAME TIME AND IN THE SAME PLACE. This unexpected rubbing
of shoulders in Syria offers a glimmer of hope that might
signify the beginning of an ongoing cooperation. Don’t hold
your breath however, Sen. John Mccain happens to be in the
mix:

McCain  “made  a  secret  trip  to  a  Kurdish-held  region  in
northern  Syria  last  weekend  to  speak  with  US  military
officials, rebel fighters, and leaders in the region.”

On Wednesday, (March 23) Julie Tarallo, a McCain spokesperson
confirmed the mission, with the following TWEET

What  is  Happening  in  Syria  and  How  it  Might  Affect
Relationships  with  Russia  and  Turkey

President Obama alienated Turkey with his ongoing support of



the Kurdish People’s Protection Units (YPG), whom the Turks
view as an ally of the Kurdistan Workers’ Party (PKK), which
operates in Turkey and is designated by Ankara as a terrorist
organization.  President  Trump  is  headed  down  the  same
road. Foreign Policy Magazine notices the trend.  On March 21
they pointed out that warhawks and top US commanders regard
the YPG as “the only viable option for ousting the Islamic
State  [Daesh].”   If  the  YPG  represents  the  only  viable
solution, clearly Washington has ruled out cooperation with
Russia, the most obvious solution.

Following  its  own  initiative,  an  initiative  ostensibly
calculated to Make America Look Great Again, the Pentagon is
deploying 1,000 troops to assist the Syrian Defense Forces
(SDF) to battle the Deash in Raqqa. The SDF, is a Kurdish
dominated militia established in 2015 and sponsored by the
United States to help establish a Kurdish enclave in Northern
Syria. The SDF is composed primarily of Kurds fighting under
their own banner of People’s Protection Units (YPG). More
specifically, it might be said that the YPG is a Kurdish
dominated militia, which is fighting alongside the American
backed SDF who are opposed to radical Islamic terrorists and
also to the Russian-backed Syrian government of Bashar al
Assad. Currently the SDF is planning to engage in an all-out
assault on Raqqa, the capital and stronghold of ISIS-ISIL or
the Islamic State. According to The Foreign Policy Group (FP)

“Even as the Trump administration weighs its options, the
U.S. military is ramping up for the assault, drawing up plans
to deploy up to 1,000 more American soldiers to Syria in
support of the YPG and allied forces, known collectively as
the Syrian Democratic Forces (SDF), which have advanced mere
miles from the city (of Raqqa). Pentagon officials assess
that the roughly 27,000 Kurds in the 50,000-strong SDF are
the more effective, experienced fighters.

The New York Times (March 15) corroborated this report by FP:
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“The U.S. military has drawn up early plans that would deploy
up to 1,000 more troops into northern Syria in the coming
weeks, expanding the American presence in the country ahead
of the offensive on the Islamic State’s de facto capital of
Raqqa.”

l

“The deployment…would potentially double the number of U.S.
forces in Syria and increase the potential for direct U.S.
combat involvement in a conflict that has been characterized
by  confusion  and  competing  priorities  among  disparate
forces.”

The plan to deploy 1,000 more troops is meant to bolster a
previous deployment of United States Marines already ordered
by President Trump. On March 9, the Guardian reported on the
deployment of several hundred US Marines to Syria:

“A  few  hundred  marines  with  heavy  artillery  have  been
deployed  to  Syria  in  preparation  for  the  fight  to  oust
Islamic State from its self-declared headquarters of Raqqa, a
senior US official said on Wednesday.”

l

“The marines moving into Syria are positioning howitzers to
be ready to help local Syrian forces, said the official, who
was not authorised to discuss the deployment publicly.

There are already approximately 500 U.S. Special Operations
forces  in  Syria  operating  alongside  the  SDF.   The  are
complemented by an additional 250 Army Rangers and 200 US
Marines. The additional 1,000 U.S. troops will most likely be
part of the 24th Marine Expeditionary Unit that are part of a

“… flotilla of ships loaded with 2,200 Marines that is now
steaming  toward  the  region  –  and  the  U.S.  Army’s  82nd
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Airborne  Division,  of  which  2,500  recently  arrived  in
Kuwait.”

Regarding  this  deployment,  Turkish  Prime  Minister,  Binali
Yildirim cautioned US leaders:

“If   (Washington)  insists  on  carrying  on  this  operation
with terror organizations (Kurds whom the Turks consider as
terrorists and public enemy number one), our relations will
be harmed — that is clear.”

Turkish Prime Minister Binali Yilidrim
 l
Prime Minister Yilidrim’s statement is especially meaningful
in the context of the Astana Meetings previously hosted by
Russia, Iran and Turkey (in Astana, Kazakhstan), which have
resulted  in  a   military  coalition  consisting  of  Turkey,
Russia, and Iran, already operating in Syria where they are
acting as a peacekeeping force.  Rather than joining the peace
initiative, the US continues following its own foreign policy
thereby driving Turkey further away from Washington.  In fact,
this  latest  US  maneuver,  might  also  compromise  US
relationships with the United Nations, which is beneficiary of
Russian efforts at Astana: The Russian, Turks and Iranians
provided the military backbone which brought the contending
parties to the UN sponsored meeting of diplomats in Geneva
(Feb 2017).

The cooperating powers all agreed to the territorial integrity
and national sovereignty of the Syrian nation, implying that
they will uphold the right of Syria as a sovereign nation, a
nation entitled to determine for itself who its leaders will
be and who will be invited to fight alongside it against
common enemies.

“The delegations of the Islamic Republic of Iran, the Russian
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Federation and the Republic of Turkey, in line with the Joint
Statement  of  their  Foreign  Ministers  made  in  Moscow,  on
December 20, 2016 and the UN Security Council resolution
2336…”reaffirm  their  commitment  to  the  sovereignty,
independence, unity and territorial integrity of the Syrian
Arab  Republic  as  a  multi-ethnic,  multi-religious,  non-
sectarian and democratic state.”

Sergey  Lavrov,  Foreign  Minister  of  Russia  emphasized  this
point:

The talks in Astana are “an important contribution to… a
comprehensive  political  settlement  in  Syria  which  will
continue in wider activities in Geneva.”

The prospect of ongoing US support of Kurds, esp. in Northern
Syria, is seen in Ankara as a threat to Turkish security, a
threat seemingly ignore by Donald Trump, a threat that drives
Turkey deeper into a meaningful coalition with Russia.

To make the scenario extremely interesting, Russia is also
backing  the  Kurds  also  to  the  ire  of  Turkey  who  is
simultaneously fighting side by side with Russia as agreed to
by the Astana Accords. The whole complicated situation is
growing ever more complex. Turkey has been assisting Syrian
Government forces (Assad’ forces backed by Russia) as they
move toward Manbij a city held by US backed Kurds; therefore
the  US  has  deployed  troops  there  to  oppose  a  Turkish
offensive.  As  reported  by  the  New  York  Times  :

“In recent weeks, U.S. Army Rangers have been sent to the
city of Manbij west of Raqqa (in NW Syria) to deter Russian,
Turkish and Syrian opposition forces all operating in the
area, while a Marine artillery battery recently deployed near
Raqqa (70 miles SW) has already come under fire, according to
a  defense  official  with  direct  knowledge  of  their
operations.”
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It is interesting that Syrian forces supported by the Syrian
government engaged in warfare with Islamic terrorists in their
own country are referred to as “opposition forces“. Opposition
to whom, to the United States? If the Russian-Turkish backed
Syrian army is fighting ISIS (Islamic State) and is called the
“opposition‘, who is the United States fighting?

Turkey finds itself in a quandary, it is assisting Russia who
is supporting Syrian President Bashar al-Assad. At the same
time, it is a NATO member and thus a US ally.  The United
States  has  been  backing  rebel  forces  against  Assad  and
supposedly, at the same time, also fighting Islamic terrorists
such as ISIS and Daesh whom the Russians and Turks are also
fighting. Turkey has indicated that it would commit ground
troops  to  help  US  backed  forces  topple  Raqqa  but  that
eventuality is contingent upon US relinquishing its support of
the Kurds (YPG) whom the Russians are also supporting.

Moreover, as a result of the Russian brokered Astana Accords,
Syrian rebels, that is those that are Syrian and not Islamic
terrorists imported from throughout the Middle East,  Syrian
rebels who were opposed to Assad are now working with the
Assad government to oust radical Islamic terrorists, which
means if the terrorists are defeated there are virtually no
indigenous forces of any considerable size left opposing the
Syrian government; who will the United States support then?
That is who will the United States support in Syria once ISIS
or the Islamic State is defeated? Ostensibly, the Kurds will
have the backing of both the United States and Russia, the
preferred diplomatic position for both countries vis a vis
Turkey. That is, it is better for the United States to have
strained relations with Turkey over the Kurds if Russia also
has  strained  relations  with  the  Turks  and  for  the  same
reason! Turkey will just have to get use to it – the US and
Russia are apparently headed down a course leading to some
type of cooperative agreement even if it is happening willy
nilly.



The unexpected might be occurring, viz., Russia and the US are
being pulled together by supporting the Kurds in Syria albeit
at risk of exacerbating relations with Turkey.  Sarah El Deeb
is one of the few to recognize the unexpected.  As reported in
the Chicago Tribune:

“Ankara (that is, Turkey) has effectively unified Russia and
the U.S. in the goal of limiting Turkish expansion in the
north (North Syria where the Kurds live). Syrian experts say
Ankara has lost influence to realize its aim of pushing the
Kurdish  forces  back  to  the  east  of  Manbij  across  the
Euphrates.  Moreover,  Washington  is  pushing  ahead  with
partnering with the Kurdish-led forces in the planned attack
on Raqqa, despite Turkish opposition.”

According to Ragip Soylu a reporter for New Turkey, Turkey’s
efforts to disrupt the US-Kurd alliance

“…has been tossed away as the Russian military and U.S.
Special Forces moved last week in Syria’s Manbij to prevent
Turkish-backed Syrian opposition forces from attacking the
city,”

Russia has taken an unexpected stance on Manbij, instead of
advancing on the city, THEY ARE WORKING TO PREVENT any further
Syrian-Turkish advance deeply desired by the Turks. They are
now involved in the mutual defeat of ISIS. At the moment they,
the United States and Russia, are involved in planning an
assault on ISIS in Raqqa and mutual support of the Kurds; the
latter to the chagrin of the Turks

Complex as it is to discern, the future is perhaps beginning
in Manbij and Raqqa, as U.S. Lt. Gen. Stephen Townsend, of the
anti-ISIS coalition has said:

“All the forces acting in Syria have converged within hand-
grenade range of one another. We encourage all forces to
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remain focused on the counter-ISIS fight and concentrate
their  efforts  on  defeating  ISIS  and  not  toward  other
objectives that may cause the coalition to divert energy and
resources away from Raqqa.”

In other words, the US is not focused on toppling the Assad
government (at least not now and possibly not again in the
future). The mission is for once clear: defeat ISIS. This is
something both the Americans and Russians can agree upon. The
Russian are not looking for war between its allies, Turkey and
Syria, versus the US forces in Manbij or Raqqa. Turkish and
Syrian troops moving toward Manbij were halted due to a deal
brokered by Russia that established a “buffer zone” between
the  Kurds  and  advancing  Turk-Syrian  forces.  This  zone  is
intended to protect the Kurds in Manbij and to keep Russian
backed Syrian and Turkish troops out of conflict with the
United States, esp. since they are all, as US General Townsend
has stated: “within hand-grenade range of one another.”

Unfortunately, Turkey has not honored the zone:

“On Thursday, Syrian government media said Turkish shelling
killed a number of its troops. Kurdish officials said Turkish
advances continued even despite the buffer zone.”

Turkey, long a backer of terrorism throughout the Middle East,
is now suffering a bout of what appears to be irremediable
consternation. Since the United States and Russia are now face
to face in Syria, since the United States and Russia are both
supporting the Kurds in Syria, since the United States and
Russia are both fighting ISIS in Syria simultaneously and at
the same exact location, it will be difficult for Turkey to
play  anymore  deceptive  games  designed  to  advance  its  own
agenda and keep the two superpowers apart. The Turks however
have at least three allies in this game, viz., the US Neocons,
global liberals, and Israeli Zionists who will do anything to
hinder real peace by keeping the two apart!

http://www.chicagotribune.com/news/nationworld/ct-turkey-kurds-raqqa-20170311-story.html
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Nonetheless,  will  the  United  States  begin  to  coordinate
efforts with Russia to

(1) Protect Manbij, a city held by US backed Kurdish-led
forces thereby increasing tensions with Turkey but lessening
them with Russia (for the US that is)?

l
(2) Somehow pacify or restrain Turkey – something much
easier if they cooperate – thereby bringing Turk dreams for
a renewed Ottoman Empire or at least an Arab World under
Turk domination to naught and as a result bring Turkey’s
leaders to their senses?

l
(3) Defeat ISIS in a mutual effort to “bomb the shit out of
them”  as  Trump  promised  during  his  campaign  –  Raqqa
represents the possibility of fulfilling a campaign promise
and of moving towards normalizing relations with Russia,
although in a very unexpected way as explained above.

Or  will  the  US  act  to  salvage  its  relations  with  Turkey
thereby  lessening  support  for  the  Kurds  and  increasing
tensions with Russia? Quite possibly Turkey will have to make
a choice, that is, to seek a deeper alliance with the United
States or Russia; either way, it will have to come to grips
with the Kurds whom neither is likely to abandon. The only
player in the region with more to lose than Turkey, is Israel
(Saudi Arabia also stands to lose, but not as much as Israel)
who has benefited from the enormous pounding its enemies have
given to each other over these years – Israel benefits by
continued conflict – it does not want peace between the US and
Russia  nor  mutual-agreement  over  Syria  and  the  Kurds.  It
remains to be seen what Israel will do in this situation; it
has already violated Syrian airspace this past week.

“The Syrian military said the Israeli strikes had targeted a
military installation near Palymyra (in Syria).”

https://www.theguardian.com/world/2017/mar/17/israeli-fighter-jets-fired-upon-missiles-syria-mission-assad


l

“The incident was highly unusual in that it also saw the
Israeli military break its customary silence over raids in
Syria to release a statement to admit that its aircraft had
been targeted while operating there.”

l

“Overnight, March 17, IAF aircrafts [sic] targeted several
targets in Syria,” said the statement.”

The United States might not be fighting Syria at the moment
but Israel is apparently trying to keep Syrian ally Iran from
sending weapons to Hezbollah stationed on the Syrian side of
the  Golan  Heights.   Israel  is  not  averse  to  violating
international law to carry out its objectives, nor was Turkey
who is now paying a price for its transgressions. Is Israel
about to learn a similar lesson or will they influence the
Trump administration to keep up war on Syria once ISIS is
obliterated?

“Brig  Gen  Nitzan  Nuriel,  a  former  director  of  counter-
terrorism  in  the  Israeli  prime  minister’s  bureau,  said
conflict with Hezbollah was inevitable as the group sought
ever more advanced anti-aircraft missiles, heavy rockets and
tactical weapons, but he believed Assad had seriously misread
the situation.”

l

“Assad has not read the map correctly,” he said. “He believes
it is only a question of weeks or months before he can
declare a full victory and is looking to the next stage. I
believe he is mistaken and that clashes in Syria will stay
with us for the next three to six years.”

l
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“Discussing  Russia’s  role  in  Syria,  he  added  more
controversially: “Russia got the messages it needs to receive
from Israel.” That was, he said: “Israel will not allow
anyone, including Russia to get in the way of implementing
our military mission.”

Although Israel favors continued conflict, as long as its
enemies  are  killing  each  other  and  as  long  as  Syria  is
potentially neutralized along with its ally Iran, although
Israel favors such things, New Era is forecasting eventual
peace – if the US and Russia actually cooperate to defeat ISIS
– which means something will have to give in Israel, perhaps
something significant.


