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WHAT IS LIBERALISM? Previous Intelligence Reports have
examined the philosophical roots of liberalism and its impact
on American political foundations. The intent of this report
is to provide a brief overview and summary with additional
information to complement and round out our study before
moving to finalize this series with a report on
“Neoliberalism”.

Liberalism is a broad social, economic, political, and moral
paradigm conceived as a radical social movement fermented in
the minds of 18th century avant-garde political philosophers.
Birthed in the French salons (pictured above), English ale
houses, and Masonic 1lodges of Europe, Liberalism
revolutionized human thinking about man and society, about
economics and politics, and about church and state relations
in opposition to one thousand years of Christian social-
thinking, which it aimed at curtailing and gradually
eliminating. Because the Protestant Reformation had enabled
English monarchs to gain ascendancy over, and then control of,
the church, it helped prepare the way for the conception and
birth of liberalism in Great Britain from which it fund its
way to the continent where it gave way to revolution.

Once Henry VIII (1534) issued the “Act of Royal
Supremacy”[1], the English Crown moved to violently oppress
dissenters followed by seizure of Church property and the
torturous derogation of English common law that had protected
the property rights of peasants for centuries. It was not long
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until the social function of private property insisted upon by
the Church gave way to new liberal ideas about private
property antithetical to the Gospels, to long-standing
Catholic tradition and to the very nature of man made in the
image of God. The liberal has their own ideas about property
and about God, but before they could advance their ideas, the
monarchs had to first solidify rule over both the temporal and
spiritual realms. Subsequently, it was the state, with input
from appointed clerics, that determined both what was dogmatic
and what heretical, what was orthodox and what heterodox. In
short, the state wunleashed a cultural and religious
kulturkampf against the Catholic faith in order to solidify
its dominance over the political and economic affairs of the
temporal order and over what it is that people must believe in
the order of salvation as well.[2]

The omnicompetent Reformation and
post-Reformation state not only
ransacked the Church, it also
undertook a series of attacks on
Christian common law[3] and private
property stripping it from the
convents and monasteries and placing
it in the hands of acquiescing
Protestant and Catholic land owners. Property rights were
redefined by new statutory decrees in disregarded of Catholic
common law that had for centuries protected the property
claims of peasants (they could not be alienated from the
land). It was just a matter of time until the new class
of acquiescent landlord’s disregarded the ancient communal
aspects of private ownership and thereafter forced helpless
peasants off of their newly enclosed “private property”
thereby initiating new forms of pauperism, propertyless wage
labor and social disruption that has fluctuated, but remained
constant, ever since.
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The absolutist state also
extended its reach into commerce
and interfered in the economy
with the aim of shielding
national commercial interests
from competition by implementing
a series of political acts
resulting 1in broad scale
regulation and the imposition of tariffs and trade
restrictions known as “Mercantilism”. Mercantilism was
intended to assure a positive trade balance but, due to the
restrictions required to obtain such a balance, it led to
international economic conflict among competing nations and
the impetus for colonialism instead. The emergence of
mercantilism (political interference in the economy to the
detriment of global peace) and absolutism (total control of
the state and political inference in religion to the detriment
of moral disorder and civil peace) along with the rise of a
new class of property-less paupers, Protestant Lords and soon
to be 1liberal landowners, resulted in economic distress
exacerbated by growing religious intolerance, which in turn
led to social unrest that, taken together, fueled the flames
of revolution that gave birth to a new world order, otherwise
known as the “New Order of the Ages’ (Novus ordo seclorum) the
goal of French “philsophes” and their American counterparts.

The “New Order of the Ages”
ushered in a prolonged period of
social change whereby (1) the
economic sphere was to be
liberated from political control
(mercantilism) resulting in free
trade (2) private property was
redefined and protected as an
absolute and inviolable
individual right[4] severed from previous common Llaw
requirements that gave ownership a communal dimension intended
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to protect the peasants who lived on the estates, (3) the
churches, at least in America, were to be liberated from state
dominance and privatized resulting in the gradual
secularization of the public forum, and (4) the state was to
be limited in its powers and subject to secular constitutional
law deriving its authority from the people (popular
sovereignty) rather than from the divine law rooted in God’s
sovereignty as was the ancient common law of Christendom

The birth of secular constitutional law represented a radical
break from the long established common law tradition of
England. According to Dr. Michael P. Foley,

“The Christian pedigree of common law was clearly recognized
by jurisprudence theorists like Sir William Blackstone,
whose Commentaries on the Law of England was to exert an
enormous influence on British and early American law. Indeed,
in 1829 Joseph Story (American Supreme Court Justice,
1811-1845) could write, “There never has been a period in
which the Common Law did not recognize Christianity as lying
at its foundations.” (0On a side note, the shift to a pure
secularism that eventually did occur in the United States
seems to be the result of Justice Oliver Wendell Holmes, who
ridiculed the law’s relation to the divine and instituted a
positivist approach based on judiciary opinion. The planks
for Holmes’s rejection, however, had been laid a century
earlier by Thomas Jefferson, who vigorously (but wrongly)
denied that Christianity 1is or “ever was a part of the common

law.”)[5]

If the absolutist state could become omni-competent and
control the church thereby resulting in religious persecution,
exacerbated by the institutionalization of mercantilism, and
the un-mooring of law from its Christian common law roots
resulting in property abuse and pauperism, if the absolutist
state could do these things, if it could grow so autocratic
and oppressive, it could also be used by revolutionary



“Philosophes” and radicalized “Sons of Liberty” as a a valid
excuse used to justify and to craft cunning arguments for the
abolition of monarchy and for the removal of religion from the
public forum thereby secularizing the state in the name of
“freedom”. The whole thing was close enough in time to be
associated with Medieval Catholicism on which all the abuses
were blamed rather than on the break with Catholicism that
gave rise to the abuses. In other words, mercantilism was
presented as a Medieval idea as was absolutism, when in fact
both mercantilism and absolutism were products of the
Protestant Reformation, a rejection of Medieval solidarism.

This helps the reader to understand Karl Marx’s insistence
that communism necessitated not one but two revolutions.
First, the Catholic Aristocracy and Clergy had to be undone
by a “Bourgeois Revolution” led by the nouveau riche middle
class of Protestant merchants and financiers, which would open
the way to liberalism also known as classical capitalism (at
least the economic dimension). The revolutions in England and
esp. France were thus bourgeois revolutions designed to
eradicate the Catholic aristocracy; they were to be followed
by a further “Proletariat Revolution” which would bring down
the new class of Protestant capitalists. The latter however
was a future event. During the interregnum liberal democracy
and liberal capitalism were to become ascendant due to the
cunning work of liberal philosophes scattered in Masonic
lodges throughout Europe. It was a crafty solution whereby
absolutism and mercantilism were blamed on Medieval culture
despite the glaring facts of history for those adroit to
master that subject. The attack on Medieval culture along with
new ideas about economic, political, and individual freedoms,
otherworldly known as liberalism, were all parts of a broad
social program for a “New Order of the Ages”, which helps us
to understand Jefferson’s specious assertion whereby he
unsuccessfully denies the Christian origins of the common law.

Liberalism was therefore, an 18th century cry for liberty in



response to the oppressive 16-17th century absolutist state,
but it was more than this. In the guise of attacking the
manifest and objectionable tenets of absolutism and
mercantilism, liberalism was, and is, more than anything else,
a desire to be free of the economic, moral, and political
restraints associated with Christendom, a desire to be
unburdened from the “shackles” of Aristotelian and Scholastic
philosophy that provided the basis for an objective and
universal moral order derived from reason. More importantly,
liberalism represented a desire, on the part of a small cabal
of Philosophes, deists, epicureans, theosophists and other
anti-Christian humanists, to be “liberated” from Christian
principles such as chastity and divine love, obedience and
priestly authority and from such burdensome inhibitions as a
spiritual check on morality and the just exercise of political
authority. In short, liberalism seeks to be free of any
revealed principles that inhibit freedom to do what one wants
rather than what one should. Liberalism seeks to disconnect
itself from any philosophical or theological restraint and to
be governed by philosophical schools that derive their
morality from the practical intellect severed from faith and
speculative reason as discussed in previous Intelligence
Reports 5 and 6. In America, the cause of liberal freedom was
unwittingly facilitated, as it had been in England, by
Protestant Reformers who so hated philosophy and reason and so
exaggerated sacred scripture and the role of “faith alone”
(unaided by reason, which Luther called the “Devil’s greatest
whore”), that faith became objectionable to “reasonable” men
who seized the opportunity to promote a new “Age of Reason”.
For Luther, reason philosophy and speculative reason — not
practical reason — (those unschooled in philosophy fail to
make this distinction) were sex toys of the devil:

Reason is the Devil’s greatest whore; by nature and manner of
being she is a noxious whore; she is a prostitute, the
Devil’s appointed whore; whore eaten by scab and leprosy who
ought to be trodden under foot and destroyed, she and her
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wisdom .. Throw dung in her face to make her ugly. She is and
she ought to be drowned in baptism.. She would deserve, the
wretch, to be banished to the filthiest place in the house,
to the closets.” (Martin Luther, Erlangen v. 16, pgs.
142-148)

Given this early Protestant attitude toward reason, it is not
surprising that men such as Thomas Paine, a liberal
propagandist and a “Son of Liberty, who honored reason as a
god thought such objections to be not only puerile but
“torturous”.

“But there are times when men have serious thoughts, and it
i1s at such times, when they begin to think, that they begin
to doubt the truth of the Christian religion; and well they
may, for it 1is too fanciful and too full of conjecture,
inconsistency, improbability and irrationality, to afford
consolation to the thoughtful man. His reason revolts against
his creed. He sees that none of its articles are proved, or
can be proved.”

“He may believe that Jesus was crucified, because many others
were crucified, but who is to prove he was crucified for the
sins of the world? This article has no evidence, not even 1in
the New Testament; and if it had, where is the proof that the
New Testament, 1in relating things neither probable nor
provable, 1s to be believed as true?”

“When an article in a creed does not admit of proof nor of
probability, the salvo is to call it revelation; but this is
only putting one difficulty in the place of another, for it
is as impossible to prove a thing to be revelation as it 1is
to prove that Mary was gotten with child by the Holy Ghost.



“Here it is that the religion of Deism 1s superior to the
Christian Religion. It is free from all those invented and
torturing articles that shock our reason or injure our
humanity, and with which the Christian religion abounds. Its
creed is pure, and sublimely simple. It believes in God, and
there it rests” (Thomas Paine).[6]

The Christian faith is clear about the purpose of life and
about sin. It protects freedom to pursue all that 1is
beautiful, all that is noble and all that is true, it protects
freedom of conscience and the right to live by and to publicly
express the tenets of one’'s faith. In short, it claims that
freedom is given to know, to love, and to be united with the
highest good which is the Holy Trinity. It does not place
limits on religion, such as expressing one’s faith in public
schools and universities (while simultaneously protecting the
rights of deviant minorities to express theirs) as liberalism
does. Instead, it places limits on the illicit use of freedom
that rebels against restraint; it places 1limits on the
explosion of the lower sentient passions that if left
unchecked result in compulsive neurosis, chemical dependency,
and other maladies that enslave in the name of freedom, such
as liberalism.

The best way to promote liberalism then was to stealthily
restrain Christianity and its corollary, the proper use of
reason, rex ratio. This was accomplished not by fair
intellectual debate with the scholastics et al, but by
rebelling against absolutist tyranny (a tyranny that had
nothing to do with Catholicism, in fact, it was itself a
rebellion against Catholicism — Henry VIII) in the name of
freedom under the sway of practical reason (common-sense only,
common sense disconnected from ontology and metaphysics which
are the domain of the speculative intellect). Practical reason
un-moored from the moral precepts derived by the speculative



intellect could be employed in any number of ways to support
the ever-growing craze for “freedom”. To be sure, liberalism
has its own moral guidelines, but these guidelines are rooted
in a faulty understanding of human nature and of the human
intellect. From the liberal perspective, the human mind 1is
unable to obtain knowledge of spiritual nature of the human
soul; therefore, the human soul does not exist:

“To talk of immaterial existences, 1s to talk of nothings. To
say that the human soul, angels, God are immaterial 1is to
say, they are nothings, or that there is no God, no angels,
no soul. I cannot reason otherwise: .. I believe I am
supported in my creed of materialism by [John] Locke.”[7]

Basic adherents of liberalism reject classical metaphysics and
Christian spirituality; however, the more adept theosophical
branches of liberalism do accept the immorality of the soul
and Gnostic forms of mysticism (that is another topic for is
another time). Since liberals do not derive their knowledge of
the soul from metaphysics, they must derive their knowledge of
the soul from heretical schools of philosophy or from some
faith perspective, any faith perspective, Hindu, American
Indian, Sufi, Jewish mysticism, from any faith, even from
certain Christian sects. Some liberals, like Thomas Jefferson,
following in the line of Epicurus, were professed materialists
who believed in the existence of the soul but reduced it to
some type of material existence, something akin to what New
Agers refer to as “ether”, a rarefied and ethereal type of
matter that, like helium, is so light and bereft of density as
to be almost celestial.

Although many founders possessed metaphysical insight, it was
derived from some faith perspective or from some philosophical
system such as neo-Platonism. Nonetheless, as far as Aristotle
and Christian scholastic philosophy go, most founders rejected
this type of metaphysics as unreasonable. However, the leading
lights among them (Washington, Jefferson, Adams, Franklin,



Paine et al) did accept the branch of moral philosophy known
as ethics. Like the Roman philosophers before them, the
American founders preferred applied or practical thinking.
Since the study of ethics is reasonable and capable of being
grasped (in part) by the “practical intellect” it was widely
accepted. The problem is that applied thinking infers that
some intellectual, concept is being applied, like a theory or
some speculative truths discovered by the higher rational
mind. Since the Framers, in general, denied the possibility of
grasping higher spiritual truths through the operation of the
higher intellect (metaphysics), their ethical applications
were based on nothing but unsupported beliefs, tenets held on
the authority of long rejected philosophical mystery cults, or
on common sense operations that seemed to indicate that human
beings are self-interested and therefore depraved animals.

Most leading American founders were ready to accept either
esoteric knowledge or knowledge derived from common sense or
both. Since the former (esoteric) is not well documented,
except by inference, it is best to focus on the latter, viz.,
common sense of the practical intellect. Since the practical
intellect rejects metaphysics derived from reason, it chooses
to focus on practical reality as sensed in the world around
it, common sense. Anything that cannot be grasped by the
practical intellect is rejected as unreasonable; if it cannot
be empirically verified it must therefore be rejected.
Therefore, articles of belief, such as the mysteries of the
Christian faith, were rejected as unreasonable. As a result,
belief in such things as the resurrection, incarnation, the
Holy Trinity, and the way of the cross, were booted out of the
broad public domain and into the constrained private domain
where they could do little harm but much good.

Belief in such silly things as the Holy Trinity and the
parables of Jesus can do much good because they carry with
them a reasonable moral code that, according to the tenets of
liberalism, wise men adopt from their study of (secular)



philosophy disconnected from both Catholicism and
Protestantism, but appearing in the guise of both . Everyone
else, that is those who do not have the intellectual
wherewithal to derive wisdom form the study of pagan
philosophy, either lack a moral code and are therefore a
danger to society, or are left to garner their morality from
the Christian faith or some other faith perspective graced
with a moral code. Since morality is necessary for communal
existence, liberals like Jefferson et al considered it better
for the masses to derive a moral code from a faith perspective
than to not have none at all. Morality is the bottom line. For
a classical liberal, the impartation of a moral code is the
sole purpose and essence of religion, all the rest such as the
parables, miracles, the resurrection from the dead etc. are
fairy tales and fables for uneducated, ignorant, and foolish
people who are in need of moral guidance but unable to use
their minds to acquire it; so they are forced to get their
morals from faith.

“The Christian god is a three headed monster; cruel vengeful
and capricious.. One only needs to look at the caliber of
people who say they serve him. They are always of two
classes: fools and hypocrites” (Thomas Jefferson).

“As I understand the Christian religion, it was, and 1is, a
revelation. But how has it happened that millions of fables,
tales, legends, have been blended with both Jewish and
Christian revelation that have made them the most bloody
religion that ever existed” (John Adams).[8]

Liberals elevate reason above faith, and thus have faith in
nothing but that which is reasonable:

“Man once surrendering his reason, has no remaining quard
against absurdities the most monstrous, and like a ship
without rudder, 1s the sport of every wind. With such



persons, qullibility, which they call faith, takes the helm
from the hand of reason and the mind becomes a wreck” (Thomas
Jefferson). [9]

The Christian faith is not reasonable and therefore assigned a
place among the foolish and the gullible. According to
Voltaire, one of the grand patriarchs of Anti-christian
liberalism

“The Bible. That is what fools have written, what imbeciles
commend, what rogues teach and young children are made to
learn by heart” *

According to Framers like Jefferson, faith is for the
intellectually immature, the church is full of impostors,
chief among them being the apostles and St. Paul who added the
stories, fables, and myths to sacred scripture in order to
dupe the ignorant:

“Among the sayings and discourses imputed to [Jesus] by His
biographers, I find many passages of fine 1imagination,
correct morality, and of the most lovely benevolence; and
others, again, of so much ignorance, so much absurdity, so
much untruth, charlatanism and imposture, as to pronounce it
impossible that such contradictions should have proceeded
from the same Being. I separate, therefore, the gold from the
dross; restore to Him the former, and leave the latter to the
stupidity of some, and roguery of others of His disciples. Of
this band of dupes and impostors, Paul was the great

corruptor of the doctrines of Jesus” (Thomas Jefferson).

In assigning the Christian faith and the wisdom of the cross a
place among gullible and the foolish (and assigning the place
of wisdom to those who use their reason to reject faith and
then to proceed in pursuit of happiness according to the light
of their own intellect) such men convict themselves of the
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very foolishness that they despise.

“For the word of the cross, to them indeed that perish, 1s
foolishness; but to them that are saved, that is, to us, it
i1s the power of God. For it is written: I will destroy the
wisdom of the wise, and the prudence of the prudent I will
reject..Hath not God made foolish the wisdom of this
world? ..For both the Jews require signs, and the Greeks seek
after wisdom: But we preach Christ crucified, unto the Jews
indeed a stumbling block, and unto the Gentiles foolishness:
But unto them that are called, both Jews and Greeks, Christ
the power of God, and the wisdom of God” (1 Corinthians 1:
18-24).

Since liberalism rejects the Christian faith and metaphysics,
liberal moral guidelines are not derived from revelation or
from speculative reason by means of a metaphysical analysis of
human nature (body and soul) followed by further analysis of
virtue culminating in wisdom and 1love. Liberal moral
guidelines are acquired solely by practical reason from (1)
pagan-philosophy (esoteric or materialistic) (2) an
observation and analysis of everyday human conduct (under the
sway of passions), what political scientists, beginning with
Machiavelli, refer to as realpolitik, and from (3) a
misunderstood principle of “self-interest”. They misunderstand
self interest because they misunderstand the “self”. Knowledge
of the self, of the human person is derived from metaphysics,
which liberals, philosophes, materialists and even Gnostics
(when more fully understood) despise — Gnostics speak a lot
about metaphysics, but their idea of what it is is rooted in
pagan cosmology far removed from the thought of Aquinas and
Aristotle.

Summary

In its desire to be free of economic, moral, and political
restraints, liberalism favors (a) limited government, (b)



unregulated free trade, (c) economic life wunburdened by
Christian moral principles, (d) the privatization of religion,
and (e) the resultant secularization of public and communal
life, under the direction of secular human law alienated from
divine law. Liberalism can thus be summed up in one code word:
“liberty”, which is part of larger slogan; “liberty, equality,
and fraternity”, the 18th century revolutionary banner of the
French avante garde for a New Order of the Ages instituted by
secular revolutions in France, America and throughout the
world.

Classical liberalism 1is therefore more than an economic
theory; it is a comprehensive Antichristian theory for secular
political, economic, and social or moral wupheaval
euphemistically referred to as “development”. It stands on
three economic, political, and moral pillars that form one
cohesive political ideology.

Economic liberalism promotes unrestricted use of private
property, unregulated free markets, and free trade. Economic
liberalism was aided by its being juxtaposed to the nostrum
known as mercantilism.

Political liberalism favors limited government that protects
individual rights, guarantees freedom to pursue one’'s
interests (without adequately defining what self-interest 1is),
exaggerates and incompletely, and thus falsely, defines the
concept of private property[1l0], and introduces democratic
forms of mixed government without duly considering the
Christian origins of law or properly educating citizens for
the exercise of political power. Political liberalism was
facilitated by being juxtaposed to the anti-Catholic nostrum
known as absolutism.

Moral Liberalism favors laws derived from practical reason
divorced from faith and speculative reason. By avoiding
speculative reason, moral liberalism avoids that branch of
philosophy that gives us knowledge of the human soul, which is



necessary to derive knowledge of human spiritual potentials.
Liberalism is thus rooted in a limited definition of human
nature that reduces self-interest to a pleasure pain calculus
of the practical intellect aided by limited observations of
corrupt human behavior. Liberalism is therefore unable to
correctly talk about human moral ends because it does not know
what a human being is. Because it lacks a metaphysical
foundation, liberalism is adverse to the spiritual development
inherent in human nature, to theology and to revelation, which
are welcomed by the student of classical metaphysics.

Liberalism thus was a war waged against Christianity under the
banner of freedom from economic, political tyranny that had
nothing to do with Christianity. It was on these two coattails
of anti-mercantilism and anti-absolutism that anti-
Christian moral liberty found its way into the modern world
under the guise of reason divorced from faith, that 1s, the
God of Nature prominent in American colonial writings.

In summary, the growth of liberalism was greatly aided by
juxtaposing free trade to the economic nostrum of
mercantilism, by further juxtaposing democracy, to the
political nostrum of absolutism, and by stripping metaphysics
from theology thereby leaving a religion of reason.

By juxtaposing “enlightened” liberal ideas about free trade,
limited government, and morality rooted in science and
“practical reason”, by juxtaposing ideas such as these to
objectionable quackery like "“absolutism” and “mercantilism”,
and by successfully associating these things with
medieval “Christian quackery that had to be discarded”,
liberalism was able to succeed in its attempts to promote the
rejection of medievalism, and along with it the burial of
Catholic ideas necessary for moral and spiritual renewal of
the social order. It was not Catholicism that caused
absolutism and Mercantilism; these were both anti-Catholic
social and political movements strenuously opposed by the
Church.[11]



In the process of opposing mercantilism and religious and
political absolutism, 1liberals successfully facilitated
deregulation of the economy (thereby permitting the widespread
growth of immoral financial transactions associated with
capitalism) and the objectionable privatization of religion.
The latter was facilitated and brought about by the evils of
absolutism and the objectionable control of the churches by
tyrants, which provided the liberals with a much needed
argument justifying religious freedom and the separation of
church and state. Interestingly, the tyranny and absolutism
that facilitated the separation was blamed on the Catholics,
when in reality, the Pilgrims fled England from Protestant
tyranny, the same Protestant tyranny that was making martyrs
of the Catholics. The end result is a secular political order
steeped in moral relativity, which is detrimental to both
Protestants and Catholics alike. They have much more in
common with each other than either does with the secular
regime that dominates the public forum.

All together, liberalism resulted in the privatization of
religion, the secularization of the public forum, an incorrect
exaggeration of the right to private property (leading to
pauperism and wage labor rather than a flourishing class of
yeoman farmers and craftsmen), the separation of ethics (that
is, ethics rooted in human nature and open to theology) from
economics and politics, and the reduction of morality to self-
interest and utility all ratified by the democratic principle
of majority rule and a deficient understanding of the natural
law, which have brought us to where we are today.

ENDNOTES

[1] Similar trends occurred in France as the Philosophes
established absolute rule over the Catholic Church by
implementing the “Civil Constitution of the Clergy” (1790).
Similarly, in Switzerland, the state exercised authority to



enforce the reforms implemented by John Calvin. Although in
both cases the rule was exercised by civil officers rather
than by kings, the effect was similar.

[2] Martin Luther denied any limitation of political power
either by Pope or people, nor can it be said that he showed
any sympathy for representative institutions; he upheld the
inalienable and divine authority of kings in order to hew down
the Upas tree of Rome. There had been elaborated at this time
a theory of unlimited jurisdiction of the crown and of non-
resistance upon any pretense (Cambridge Modern History, Vol
III, p. 739).

[3] The Ancient Laws and Institutes of England “. Instituted
by King Alfred the Great. Their profound religious spirit
clearly appears from the fact that the “Code of Law” began
with the Ten Commandments, followed by many of the Mosaic
Precepts, added to which is the express solemn sanction given
to them by Christ in the Gospel: “Do not think that I am come
to destroy the law, or the prophets; I am not come to destroy
but to fulfill.” After quoting the canons of
the Apostolic Council at Jerusalem, Alfred refers to the
Divine commandment, “As ye would that men should do to you, do
ye also to them”, and then declares, “From this one doom, a
man may remember that he judge every on righteously, he need
heed no other doom-book.” Paraphrased from Catholic
Encyclopedia (http://www.newadvent.org/cathen/09068a.htm).

“According to the celebrated former British Statesman and
Historian Sir Winston Churchill, the roots of King Alfred’s
Book of Laws or Dooms came forth from the (long-established)
laws of Kent, Mercia and Wessex. All these attempted to blend
the Mosaic Code with the Christian principles of Ceito-
Brythonic Law and old Germanic customs.”

“Churchill adds that the laws of Alfred, continually amplified
by his successors, grew into that body of Customary Law which
was administered as (the Common Law) by the Shire and the



Hundred Courts (as specified in) Exodus 18:21. That, under the
name of the ‘Laws of St. Edward (A.D. 1042) the last Anglo-
Saxon Christian King of England — the Norman kings undertook
to respect, after their 1066 invasion and conquest of England
and hegemony over Britain. Out of that, with much dexterity by
feudal lawyers, the common law emerged (which was re-confirmed
by Magna Carta 1215). Quoted from: “KING ALFRED THE GREAT AND
OUR COMMON LAW" Prof. Dr. F.N. Lee
(http://www.ensignmessage.com/kingalfredthegreat.html)

[4] So that what happened to the Catholic peasants would not
happen to the new landlords.

[5] Dr. Michael P. Foley, “The Catholic Contribution to
Western Law”
https://www.catholicculture.org/culture/library/view.cfm?recnu
m=11113

[6]1] “Of The Religion of Deism Compared With the Christian
Religion”

[7] Thomas Jefferson letter to John Adams, Auqust 15, 1820.

[8] Letter to F.A. Van der Kamp (1816)
[9] Letter to James Smith (1822)

[10] Liberal advocates of private property rightly claim that
“private property” 1is rooted in the natural law.
Unfortunately, they have a limited conception of human nature
and how exactly natural law is rooted in that nature. (For a
detailed study of the communal dimensions of human nature,
refer to Chapters 5 through 9 of “Trinitarian Humanism”,
Marzak, 2015, http://kolbefoundation.org/).

[11] Fortunately, good ideas do not go away and the truth
cannot remain suppressed forever (1 Timothy 5:25). Catholic
social teaching has been called, “the best kept secret of the
Catholic Church.” This well guarded secret is now getting a
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voice and is beginning to spread around the globe.

Absolutism and Divine Right

New Era World News

American Foundations
Intelligence Report #7

ABSOLUTISM UNDERSTOOD AS the exercise of power and authority
over both spiritual and temporal affairs of church and state
had its origins in the Protestant Reformation. It 1is
associated with the Divine Right of Kings (which also has a
Protestant etiology), although not quite the same thing. As
explained below, Divine Right has to do with the origin or
source of a king's power; whereas Absolutism has to do with
the extent of that power.

Available as
an E-Book

Divine right and absolutism are occasionally combined in one
person such as James I, the Protestant King of England, who
claimed absolute rule over both church and state by divine
right. His advocacy of divine right was supported by his
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private theologian, Robert Filmer who wrote, “Patriarcha” to
refute the Catholic idea of limited sovereignty as
represented in the works of Saint Robert Bellarmine, esp.
Bellarmine’'s “Treatise on Civil Government” and of Saint
Thomas Aquinas “De Regiminie Principium”. Catholic kings were
limited by a long tradition of (1) divine law, (2) natural
law, (3) power of the aristocracy (as witnessed by the
“ancient” rights claimed by the Catholic aristocracy in the
“Magna Carta”, (4) interdict of the church, and by (5) their
coronation oaths. Because the Protestant James I (also crowned
as James VI of Scotland 1567-1625) claimed to rule by divine
right, he also proclaimed himself above the laws and thus
rejected most of the above limitations to his power:

Available as
an E-book

“The state of monarchy is the most supreme thing upon earth,
for kings are not only God’s lieutenants upon earth, and sit
upon God’s throne, but even by God himself are called
gods..Kings are justly called gods, for that they exercise a
manner of resemblance of divine power upon earth: for if you
will consider the attributes to God, you shall see how they
agree in the person of a king.”

James continued:

“I conclude then this point, touching the power of kings with
this axiom of divinity: that as to dispute what God may do is
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blasphemy.. so is it sedition in subjects to dispute what a
king may do in the height of his power.”[4]

James believed in divine right and absolutism. No earthly
power, political or religious, had authority over him; he
ruled, so he wrongly thought, both church and state by fiat.

Christian kings, such as James I, who claim to rule by divine
right, assert more than a belief that they rule by decree of
God; they also claim that regal blood flows in their veins as
determined by a sacral lineage reaching back through the
generations to King David to whom God made the following
eternal covenant:

“When your days are fulfilled and you rest with your fathers,
I will set up your seed after you, who will come from your

body, and I will establish his kingdom. He shall build a
house for My name, and I will establish the throne of his
kingdom forever.

And your house and your kingdom shall be established forever
before you. Your throne shall be established forever” (2
Samuel 7:12-16).

James claimed to be descended from David and thus to sit on
the regal throne of the warrior king and Messiah established
by God Himself. If the king sits on the throne of David, he
rules over a sacral state by divine decree, over all things
sacred and secular, spiritual and temporal, and his power has
no limits. This is quite an exaggerated claim foreign to more
modest Catholic ideas of limited monarchy. From the Catholic
perspective, kings serve at the behest of the church, the
Bride of Christ who places limits on the exercise of their
power. Jesus told Peter that He would bind in heaven whatever
Peter bound on earth (Matthew 16:19); this includes kings as
well as doctrinal matters. In short, in a Catholic nation the
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legitimacy of a king depends on his coronation by the Church,
which in turn implies limits on the exercise of regal power.

The Catholic Church, moreover, never assented to any state or
monarch having authority over 1its sacred teachings, 1its
liturgy, prayers, and councils or over religious matters
concerning the salvation of souls in its care. The investiture
controversy bears witness to this historical verity. It was
16th-17th century Protestant England and 18th century
revolutionary France that subjected the church to the state
and made religious dogma a matter of public policy. Neither
absolutism, nor its closely related correlate, divine right,
are found in Catholic social theory, in the teaching of any of
its councils, or in the writings of its saints and doctors.

Although there were Catholic kings who claimed divine right
and who endeavored to rule both church and state, such as King
Louis XIV of France, both ideas are antithetical to Catholic
social teaching and rejected by the Church. Although Louis XIV
was able to convince the French Episcopate to issue the
“Declaration of the Clergy“[5], in an attempt to extend the
droit de regale (rights of the king) to include appointment of
various bishops, abbots, and priors, the Holy See resisted his
attempts to trump the pope and to rule over the Church of
France by facile appeal to rule by divine right.

There is only one king who rules over the Church by divine
right, Christ the King whose blood-line is traced to the
lineage of King David (Matthew 1:1-16). The covenant made with
David was fulfilled forever in the person of Jesus Christ, the
“Son of David’ (Matt 9:27; 12:23; 15:22; 20:30; 21:9; 21:5).
No other monarch, no matter what he might claim, no matter how
much court sycophants might bend scripture, and no matter to
what extent acquiescing bishops might go to confirm him as
head of a state church, no other monarch rules by divine right
except Christ the King, the Son of David, whose throne will
stand forever.
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Because that is well understood, the Catholic Church never
accepted the idea of divine right or the idea of absolutism
that falsely attends it. All Catholic monarchs are confirmed
and consecrated by the Church; this is why Saint Joan of Arc
went to such trouble to have Charles the Dauphin crowned and
anointed with holy oil by the bishops at Reims thus becoming
King Charles VII. No Catholic king can claim to rule by divine
right unless the church approves, confirms, and anoints him,
in which case, the king serves by right of the church and
therefore, in Catholic countries, 1is subject to and can be
disposed by the church.
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The Dauphin, Charles Crowned King of France at Reims: Attended
by St. Joan of Arc

After coronation, a Catholic king might be said to rule by
divine right, but this idea of divine right is not necessarily
tied to any lineage blood claims nor does it permit absolute
rule over the church by a Catholic king, or by any king. If
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any form of absolutism is ever permitted, or more correctly
tolerated, it would be a type of absolutism over temporal
matters and then subject to all of the checks mentioned above
or any others that might be devised.

Although the Catholic Church used terminology” such as “royal
God-given rights", or "“by the grace of God”, the title
by “divine right” is an egregious exaggeration. Pagan kings of
the Middle East and emperors of Rome were often invested with
absolute power and revered as gods. This long accepted
practice was mitigated, amended, and then abrogated by the
Catholic Church when it formalized the reduction of kingly
power by promulgating the Medieval doctrine of the Two
Swords introduced in the fifth century by Pope St. Gelasius,
and expanded in the 14th century by the bull “Unam Sanctam”,
written by Pope Boniface VIII, who further instituted the idea
of temporal rule entrusted to lay men and women while the
clergy retained spiritual rule thereby bringing an end to
pagan absolutism. It was not until the Reformation that the
idea returned. Because papal and ecclesial authority had been
rejected by the Reformers, no other power existed 1in
Protestant nations save that of the state. In this situation,
the growth of absolutism was inevitable.[6]

Catholic kings, like Protestant kings, often endeavored to
protect the unity of the faith in their respective realms;
nonetheless, no Catholic king ever ruled the church, decided
its dogma, directed its liturgy etc. as the Protestant kings
did in England beginning with absolutists Henry VIII, his
daughter Elizabeth, and then the Stuart line (of which all but
one, James II[7], were Protestant) who all claimed to rule
both church (Anglican Church) and state by divine right. The
Catholic Church never accepted or bestowed the title by
“divine right” on any king. If there were Catholic Kings who
mistakenly claimed to rule by “divine right”, the mistake was
theirs not the Church’s.

To state that the Catholic Church was an advocate of divine
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right is to misunderstand her social and political teachings,
probably because those making the claim never read these
teachings, esp. the teachings closely associated with the
idea, such as the Medieval teaching of the “Two Swords”
promulgated by Boniface VII in his bull, “Unam Sanctum” (1302)
and those of Bellarmine and Aquinas indicated above.

The Catholic Church certainly influenced but never ruled the
state in France or in England, nor was the universal church
ever controlled by the state in France or in England. King
Louis XIV of France imposed Catholicism, appointed bishops in
his realm, and claimed to rule by divine right, but the Church
never recognized his claim to such rule and was engaged in a
constant battle with him over the succession of bishops and
governance of the church. If he had power over the church, he
could have altered her teachings and established new dogma;
this was something, for all his apparent arrogance, he never
did. For example, in his battle with Jansenism he did not rely
on his own interpretation of dogma but consistently deferred
to the papacy.

In conclusion, the Church was never ruled by the kings of
France or England nor did the pope or bishops ever govern the
temporal affairs of France or England, which were entrusted to
the king or queen. The governments of 18th century France and
of 16-17th century England established their own Protestant
and secular national churches and then took control of
economic, political, and religious affairs of their respective
nations. Once the Liberal “Philosophes” gained power in
France, they unleashed a reign of terror against the Catholic
Church and aristocracy, invested themselves with authority to
establish a new secular religion, and established new national
feast days such as the “Festival of Reason”[8] congruent with
their newly institutionalized secular religion. Absolutism, 1in
short, was an Anti-catholic secular and Protestant thing.

Conclusion



Divine Right and absolutism are two closely related but
different political phenomena. Divine Right has to do with
the origins of power by the tracing of blood lines back to
King David whose throne was especially anointed by the Father
for His Son, the Messiah and King of Kings. Clearly, once this
throne was occupied by Jesus, no other king, no matter how
magnificent, wise, or self-promoting could rightly claim it.
Thus, the Catholic Church has never advocated, advance or
consecrated the idea of kingly rule by divine right. If some
kings claim to rule by divine right, it is a false claim.
However, it could be construed as true, if the claimant 1is
asserting that his power comes from God without any special
claims to a royal bloodline going back to David and without
any additional claim to rule over the church. All legitimate
power comes from God, even presidents and congressmen receive
their power from God.

Absolutism is a closely related to divine right because any
king claiming to rule by divine right can be presumed to have
absolute power. Nonetheless, absolutism, unlike divine right,
is not about the origins of power, but the extent of power.
Absolute power can extend to the temporal realm alone, as in
the case when a king has plenipotentiary power over judicial,
executive, and legislative affairs and cannot be checked. An
absolutism of an even more grandiose species is that exercised
by rulers who, like Henry VIII, claimed power over both the
temporal and spiritual realms.

Either way, the Catholic Church never assented to either one
of these two types of absolutism. Clearly, it could not
assent to the latter; it is the pope as Vicar of Christ who
rules over the spiritual affairs of the Church. No pope has
ever acquiesced on this issue to any temporal leader, not even
to the Emperor of Rome, albeit, they have worked closely with
such leaders at various times in highly nuanced fashions. The
former type of absolutism clearly never existed in a Catholic
country because Catholic kings receive their authority to rule



from the church which retains a spiritual-moral check on their
behavior. Many Catholic kings and princes have felt the sting
of interdiction or of excommunication thereby relieving their
subjects from fealty to the offending lords and monarchs.

ENDNOTES

[1]
http://kolbefoundation.org/gbookswebsite/studentlibrary/greate
stbooks/aaabooks/bellarmine/Framecivilgovchlto4.html

[2]
http://www.kolbefoundation.org/gbookswebsite/studentlibrary/gr
eatestbooks/aaabooks/aquinas/regno.html

[3]
http://www.orbilat.com/Languages/Latin/Texts/06 Medieval perio
d/Legal Documents/Magna Carta.html

[4] Norton College:
(http://www.wwnorton.com/college/history/ralph/workbook/ralprs
20.htm).

[5] According to the Concordat of Bologna (1516) agreed to
between the Vatican and the Kingdom of France, the right to
present candidates for abbot, prior, or bishop was conceded to
the king. The pope retained the more solemn right to confirm.
Louis XIV decided to extend his power over church property and
appointments to vacant benefices, and place limits on the
authority of the pope in violation of the Concordat. At an
Assembly of the Clergy at which this topic was the main agenda
item, most of the bishops agreed to the king’s demands and the
issued the “Declaration of the Clergy” in favor of the king.

Pope Innocent XI (1682) responded by annulling all that the
Assembly of Clergy had conceded to the king. His successor,
Pope Alexander VIII (1690) issued Multiplice Pastoralis



http://america.pink/inter-multiplices-pastoralis-officii_2092891.html

Officii in which he abrogated the entire work of the Assembly
and declared the “Declaration” illicit, invalid, and without
any force. In response, Louis XIV withdrew his demands and
submitted a letter of retraction to Pope Innocent XII (1693).

[6] “The Protestant Reformation further exacerbated the need
of kings to justify their authority apart from the pope’s
blessing, as well as to assert their right to rule the
churches in their own realms. The advent of Protestantism also
removed the counterbalancing power of the Roman church and
returned the royal power to a potential position of absolute
power” (New World Encyclopedia:
http://www.newworldencyclopedia.org/entry/Divine Right of King
S)

[7] James was also deposed and forced to abdicate by
Parliament and his Protestant son-in-law, William of Orange in
a coup known as the Glorious Revolution— he never regained the
throne.

[8] The” Festival of Reason” was instituted on 20 Brumaire,
Year II (November 10, 1793). Churches throughout France,
including the Cathedral of Notre Dame, were profanated and
transformed into “Temples of Reason”. The Altar of the
Eucharist was desecrated by being turned into an “Altar to
Liberty”. A new public liturgy was introduced in praise of
the “Goddess Reason” accompanied by festive dancers wearing
white Roman dresses and tricolor sashes emblematic of the
revolution. This was the beginning of the dechristianization
and secularization of France and Continental Europe.
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Church has Taken Tougher
Stance on Medjugorje Waiting
Final Pronouncement

New Era World News

IN THE FALL OF 2015 Pope Francis, during a return flight form
Sarajevo, told reporters that the Church was “close to coming to a
decision” regarding its investigation of Medjugorje. The two
bishops who have been the only Ordinaries in the Diocese of
Mostar where the apparitions began have both made an
unfavorable judgement about the supernatural events purported
to have occurred there. Bishop Ratko Peric¢, the current bishop
of Mostar-Duvno, holds the same negative position toward
Medjugorje as his predecessor Bishop Zanié, who was bishop
when Mary allegedly began appearing in 1981. Bishop Peric has
not only evaluated the supposed apparitions as false, he has
also denigrated them as a “religious show” and “spectaculum
mundo” (Belaj, Marijana (2012). Bishop Peri¢ also composed a
personal letter in which he stated that nothing supernatural
was occurring in Medjugorije.

However, The Bishop of Mostar has not been in charge of
issue since 1986. In that year, Cardinal Ratzinger, acting as
Prefect for the Sacred Congregation for the Doctrine of Faith
(CDF), relieved Bishop Zanic of the burden and placed it in
the hands of the Yugoslavian Bishops Conference. which, since
the break-up of Yugoslavia, has become the Episcopal
Conference of Bosnia-Herzegovina.

Thereafter, Archbishop Tarcisio Bertone, Secretary of the Congregation
for the CDF, issued a clarification in which he stated that although
both Bishops Zanic and Peric have ruled against the supernatural
nature of the events, the issue had been handed off to the Yugoslavian
Bishop’s Conference and therefore “what Bishop Peri¢ said in his


https://newera.news/the-church-has-taken-a-tougher-stance-on-medjugorje-while-waiting-for-final-pronouncement/
https://newera.news/the-church-has-taken-a-tougher-stance-on-medjugorje-while-waiting-for-final-pronouncement/
https://newera.news/the-church-has-taken-a-tougher-stance-on-medjugorje-while-waiting-for-final-pronouncement/
https://newera.news/
http://www.catholicherald.co.uk/news/2015/08/27/medjugorje-pilgrims-falls-after-pope-announces-ruling/
http://www.catholicherald.co.uk/news/2015/08/27/medjugorje-pilgrims-falls-after-pope-announces-ruling/
https://books.google.com/books/about/Milijuni_na_putu.html?id=bbPcBAAAQBAJ

n

Archbishop

letter .. is and remains his personal opinion.
Bertone stated:

“The main thing I would like to point out is that the Holy
See does not ordinarily take a position of its own regarding
supposed supernatural phenomena as a court of first instance.
As for the credibility of the “apparitions” in question, this
Dicastery respects what was decided by the bishops of the
former Yugoslavia in the Declaration of Zadar, April 10,
1991: “On the basis of the investigation so far, it can not
be affirmed that one is dealing with supernatural apparitions
and revelations.” Since the division of Yugoslavia 1into
different independent nations it would now pertain to the
members of the Episcopal Conference of Bosnia-Herzegovina to
perhaps reopen the examination of this case, and to make any
new pronouncements that might be called for.

Therefore,

“What Bishop Peric said in his letter to the Secretary
General of Famille Chretienne, declaring: “My conviction and
my position is not only ‘non constat de supernaturalitate’,
but likewise, ‘constat de non supernaturalitate’ of the
apparitions or revelations 1in Medjugorje,” should be
considered the expression of the personal conviction of the
Bishop of Mostar which he has the right to express as
Ordinary of the place, but which is and remains his personal
opinion.”

In 1991 the Yugoslavian Bishop'’s Conference issued binding
guidelines including a statement that:
“It cannot be affirmed that these matters concern

supernatural apparitions or revelations.”

Among its guidelines was one that forbids “official diocesan”
and “parish pilgrimages” to Medjugorje; however, it does
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permit priests to accompany groups of Catholics to provide the
sacraments and spiritual direction.

Likewise, Archbishop Bertone made it clear the pilgrims could
go to Medjugorje but NOT if the trip was promoted as a
pilgrimage or journey to a place of authentic Marina
apparitions.

“Official pilgrimages to Medjugorje, understood as a place of
authentic Marian apparitions, are not permitted to be
organized either on the parish or on the diocesan level,
because that would be in contradiction to what the Bishops of
former Yugoslavia affirmed 1in their fore mentioned
Declaration.”

Thus, although pilgrimages are permitted, Medjugorje cannot be
promoted as “a place of authentic Marian apparitions.”

Then on October 21, 2013 at the request of Cardinal Muller
(current Prefect of the CDF under Pope Francis), Archbishop
Carlo Maria Vigano, Apostolic Nuncio to the United States
forwarded a letter regarding Medjugorje and Medjugorian seer
Ivan Dragicevic, to Msgr. Ron Jenkins, Secretary of the United
States Council of Catholic Bishops (USCCB). The letter
conveyed the Nunicio’s “wishes to:

“.inform the (US) Bishops that one of the so-called
visionaries of Medjogorje [sic], Mr. Ivan Dragicevic, 15
scheduled to appear at certain parishes around the country,
during which time he will make presentations regarding the
phenomenon of Medjogorje.”

“It is anticipated, moreover, that Mr. Dragicevic will be
receiving ‘apparitions’ during these scheduled appearances.”

The expectation of Marian visitations at the
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prompting/scheduling of Ivan Dragicevic was problematic: The
entire issue is still undergoing scrutiny by the the Bosnian
Bishop’s Conference in cooperation with the CDF.

Nevertheless, devotees continue to gather around the seers
who undertake international journeys to promote the message
while continuing to receive new messages. Many, as those
preparing to attend Ivan’s appearances, presume that the
Virgin Mary is going to appear (on schedule). This is an issue
in itself: The Fatima children did not know when Our Lady
would appear, they knew the date but not the time — the
August, 19 appearance was unannounced. It is an issue for the
CDF for other reasons as well, primarily its acceptance of the
1991 Yugoslavian Bishop’'s pronouncement that stated:

“On the basis of the research that has been done, it 1is not
possible to state that there were apparitions or supernatural
revelations...It follows, therefore, that clerics and the
faithful are not permitted to participate in meetings,
conferences or public celebrations during which the
credibility of such ‘apparitions’ are taken for granted.”

In other words, the issue is still under scrutiny but both the
seers and the public often accept the credibility of
the apparitions as taken for granted, when they are not. To be
so, Ivan (et al) would have to preface his engagements with
statements such as the following: The Virgin Mary might be
appearing at Medjugorje and if she appears here tonight, the
whole thing might be a fabrication, or a ruse, or due to my
own mental incapacity or for a profit motive; these things
cannot be discounted nor can anything I say or experience be
taken for granted as true; I might be a fraud — we will not
know until the Church has finalized its investigation.

Specifically, the Nuncio’'s letter states:

“The Congregation for the Doctrine of the Faith 1is 1in the
process of investigating certain doctrinal and disciplinary
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aspects of the phenomenon of Medjugorje...With regard to the
credibility of the “apparitions” 1in question, all should
accept the declaration, dated 10 April 1991, from the Bishops
of the former Republic of Yugoslavia, which asserts:

“On the basis of the research that has been done, it is not
possible to state that there were apparitions or supernatural
revelations. It follows, therefore, that clerics and the
faithful are not permitted to participate in meetings,
conferences or public celebrations during which the
credibility of such “apparitions” would be taken for
granted.”

In other words, until the CDF decides on the matter, in the
absence of a statement by the Bosnian bishop’s, the Church is
defaulting to the Yugoslavian bishops. Consequently, to avoid
confusion and scandal, Archbishop Muller requested the nuncio
to inform the US bishops about the seers visit in light of the
1991 Yugoslavian bishop’s pronouncement, which clearly states
that it is not possible (currently) to state that there
are/were apparitions or supernatural messages.

Cardinal Muller’s approach represents an increasingly active
intervention on the part of the CDF; it “represent(s) a change
of pastoral attitude on the part of the Holy See”. It is clear
that the CDF is insisting that ecclesiastical decisions be
adhered to while we await the final decision of the Church.

Regarding Medjugorje, Catholics are duty-bound to obey
directives from the 1local bishop and Yugoslavian/Bosnian
Bishops’' Conference, esp. directives regarding pastoral
responsibilities, authentic Marian spirituality, liturgical
celebrations and regulations regarding use of the church’s
property. Nor (according to Colin B. Donovan, STL), is it
clear if Catholics are even any longer permitted to go to
Medjugorje
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“While the earlier statements permitted Catholics to go to
Medjugorje, and even include priests acting as chaplains, the
2013 statements raise serious questions about the possibility
of doing so. It was already inherent in the earlier
statements that the valid basis for a pilgrimage must be a
balanced Marian devotion. Catholics may not participate 1in
any Medjugorje event that takes for granted the authenticity
of the apparitions. Prior to 2013 the prohibition was placed
on bishops and clergymen directing them not to conduct any
formal pilgrimages to Medjugorje so as to give the appearance
of official approbation when none actually existed; this
extends to conferences, talks, retreats etc. hosted outside
of Medjugorje as well.”

“Practically speaking, how does one go on a pilgrimage to a
destination whose fame depends on an alleged apparition and
not presume it to be authentic? It seems unlikely that such
pilgrimages are simply a matter of tourism and not organized
with encounters, conferences and other activities to satisfy
a presumption of authenticity.”

Nor is public veneration of the Virgin Mary under the title of
Our Lady of Medjugorje permitted; such a “cultus” amounts to a
“presumption of authenticity”.

When 1looking at both sides Medjugorje spectrum, from
“Convinced Devotees” to “Unconvinced Skeptics”, it becomes
easier to understand why the latter group seems to have the
stronger argument, why the Church has arrived at its current
more strict approach, and why Pope Francis recently warned the
faithful to be on guard for those “who always need novelty of
Christian identity...They’ve forgotten that they were chosen,
anointed, that they have the guarantee of the Spirit.”

He said this prior to taking a papal jab at the visionaries”,



“But where are the seers who tell us today, ‘the letter that
the Madonna will send us at four in the afternoon.”

Our Lady, he emphasized,

“.1s the Mother of everyone! And she loves all of us. She 1is
not a postmaster, sending messages every day.”

Continued Tomorrow — Why the Church has Taken a Tougher Stance
on Medjugorje while Waiting for Final Pronouncement

Knowledge about “Fruits”
Necessary to Evaluate
Medjugorje and Other
Apparitions

New Era World News

THIS IS PART TWO of a Series Entitled Confusion about Marian
Apparitions. Part One ended with these words, which serve as a
transition to a discussion about Obedience and then
Medjugorje:

“Since Satan hates the woman and her seed, we should expect
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anything pertaining to her, especially special visits to
earth to guide and nourish her children, to be surrounded
with confusion, lies, deceit, forgeries and above all else,
by hatred and disobedience. And this is exactly what 1is
found, especially on the ultra-liberal and ultra-conservative
fringes. Although polar opposites, what they share in common
is an affinity for disobedience and a perversion of God’s
mercy, which is either (1) forgotten, shrouded in false piety
or turned into an occasion for callousness and hardness
toward sinners, a wish for their punishment and chastisement
rather than love, mercy and compassion as flow from the Heart
of Jesus to rescue them from hell as Our Lady requested at
Fatima or (2) an excessive tolerance leading to a false
notion of love resulting in acceptance and even justification
of sin.

The typical Medjugorje devotee will defend these supposed
apparitions by citing scripture teaching that a tree is known
by its fruits (Luke 6:43) and then proceed to explain how
people are praying their rosaries and fasting etc. as if this
was proof of advancement in holiness, while also ignoring that
the Scripture about good fruits is connected to another
teaching about false apostles:

“Beware of false prophets, who come to you in the clothing of
sheep, but inwardly they are ravening wolves. By their fruits
you shall know them” (Matt 7:15-16).

Fasting is a discipline that involves the body; it cannot, in
itself, make a person holy because becoming holy is a
spiritual matter involving the human soul. Fasting can
contribute to growth in holiness by enabling a person to
acquire discipline and control of themselves, control of their
passions in order that they might begin to make an advance on
the spiritual path to holiness. Fasting-mortification is a
first step; it involves disciplining the body.


https://newera.news/third-visit-july-13-1917/
https://newera.news/third-visit-july-13-1917/
http://biblehub.com/drb/luke/6.htm#43
http://biblehub.com/drb/matthew/7.htm

Meditative prayer also involves the human body and its
sentient faculties of memory and imagination, faculties that
human beings share with animals (but not with angels) -
sentient faculties are not spiritual faculties. Meditative
prayer, like fasting, involves the lower or animal sentient
faculties; they are necessary but insufficient for spiritual
growth, necessary to tame and order the passions and the
imagination, which have been poisoned by the world, lack of
proper formation in virtue, and temptation that can arise from
the angelic realm. Mediation and fasting are for beginners,
those who are ruled by their passions and imagination or who
have a difficult time overcoming them. Novices must first be
cleansed or purged of these affections, that is why spiritual
doctors of the Church refer to fasting-mortification-mediation
as the “Purgative Way.” They represent a disciplining or
purging of the mind and body without which further spiritual
growth cannot be attained.

Fasting is a discipline, which if not performed with the
proper motive of love of God and neighbor is practically
useless. The same can be said of prayer, and esp. of
meditative prayer, which 1is for beginners, those who are
getting prepared to walk the higher spiritual path referred to
by spiritual doctors as illumination (or the “illuminative
way"”) associated with growth in wisdom culminating in the mind
of Christ, where a person learns to understand, appreciate and
ultimately prefer the wisdom of the cross. Illumination, the
acquisition of wisdom leads to a still higher realm: spiritual
perfection by way of love. Perfection cannot be achieved
without love; it is love that represents the highest spiritual
attainment of the human soul manifest in what Teresa of Avila
and other doctors of mystical theology refer to as the
“Unitive Way", the sublime path of love. This path cannot be
followed until a person has first conquered his-her passions
and acquired wisdom, not just the wisdom contained in dogmatic
theology, but the wisdom associated with the mystery of the
Cross, mystical wisdom or mystical theology. It is only by



means of this wisdom that a person is able to understand and
embrace the suffering that necessarily associated with love
ultimately culminating in union with God and neighbor. Few
people travel this road, many come to the doors of the unitive
way, but recoil to the comforts of intellectual conversation:

“How narrow 1s the gate, and strait is the way that leadeth
to life: and few there are that find it” (Matt 7:14).

John Paul II discussed the mystery of suffering in his
encyclical “Salvifici Doloris":

“The words of that prayer of Christ in Gethsemane prove the
truth of love through the truth of suffering...This discovery
caused St. Paul to write particularly strong words in the
letter to the Galatians: “I have been crucified with Christ;
it is no longer I who live, but Christ who lives in me: and
the life I now live in the flesh I live by faith in the Son
of God, who loved me and gave himself for me.”[62] Faith
enables the author of these words to know that love which led
Christ to the cross. And if He loved us 1in this way,
suffering and dying, then with this suffering and death of
His He lives in the one whom He loved in this way; He lives
in the man: 1in Paul. And living in him to the degree that
Paul, conscious of this through faith, responds to His love
with love.”

The failure of many to mount from purgation of the senses to
spiritual wisdom and onward to the mystery of the cross by way
of salvific love is the reason there are so few saints, but an
abundance of catechists and professors (masters or quasi-
masters of dogmatic theology). There are many master of
dogmatic theology but mystical theology has few masters, it
cannot be mastered in the same way as dogma — it is not
cerebral. Mystical theology is not something that is learned,
rather, mystical theology must be lived, lived in ardent love
of God and neighbor according to the mystery of the Cross.
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“God forbid that I should glory, save in the cross of our
Lord Jesus Christ; by whom the world is crucified to me, and
I to the world. For in Christ Jesus neither circumcision
availeth any thing, nor uncircumcision, but a new creature
(things of the body)...From henceforth let no man be
troublesome to me; for I bear the marks of the Lord Jesus in
my body. The grace of our Lord Jesus Christ be with your
spirit, brethren. Amen” (Galatians 6:14-18).

Paul bore the marks of Christ in his body not as a trophy, but
out of love for those to whom he ministered, those whom he
served:

“I am caught between the two. I long to depart this life and
be with Christ, [for] that is far better. Yet that I remain
[in] the flesh is more necessary for your benefit. And this I
know with confidence, that I shall remain and continue in the
service of all of you for your progress (not mine-but yours)
and joy in the faith” (Philippians 1:23-25).

No one can advance in the spiritual life if they are focused
on themselves, on attaining spiritual benefits for their own
advancement before men

“And when Simon (the magician) saw, that by the imposition of
the hands of the apostles, the Holy Ghost was given, he
offered them money, Saying: Give me also this power, that on
whomsoever I shall lay my hands, he may receive the Holy
Ghost. But Peter said to him: Keep thy money to thyself, to
perish with thee, because thou hast thought that the gift of
God may be purchased with money. Thou hast no part nor lot 1in
this matter. For thy heart is not right in the sight of God”
(Acts 8:18-21).

Not even prayers can be answered when the heart is turned to
itself rather than to God and neighbor:
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“From whence are wars and contentions among you? Are they not
hence, from your concupiscences, which war in your members?
You covet, and have not: you kill, and envy, and can not
obtain. You contend and war, and you have not, because you
ask not. You ask, and receive not; because you ask amiss:
that you may consume it on your concupiscences” (James
4:1-5).

This is exactly the point being made here, viz., before any
advancement can be made in the spiritual life, concupiscence
must be brought under control and eradicated. I did not say
that the passions need to be eradicated (they are all good)
but concupiscence or disorderliness that arises from the
passions due to a weak will usually accompanied by a dim
intellect have to be dealt with if there is to be any
spiritual progress. However, the intellect can be sharp,
razor sharp, and the passion still pose a problem. Or, a
person might overcome the passions and acquire wisdom but then
fail to advance in love — that leads to a stop in purgatory.
If failure to love results is due to intellectual pride
leading to schism, it might even be worse- that is up to God
to decide, “who am I to judge” such things as Pope Francis has
said.

As a person cannot have prayers answered on account of their
asking wrongly, neither can they advance in the spiritual life
if they pray and fast with the wrong intentions or without
first having obtained rule over their own house, which makes
possible further advancement in wisdom and love. If all a
devotee does is pray for himself or for those whom he loves —
he is not advancing, even the Pharisees and tax collectors did
the same — he must pray and sacrifice for his enemies. Instead
many dream of their chastisement and pray for justice and
punishment — these are human sentiments not in accord with the
mind and mission of Jesus Christ:

“I say to you, Love your enemies: do good to them that hate
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you: and pray for them that persecute and calumniate you:
That you may be the children of your Father who is in heaven,
who maketh his sun to rise upon the good, and bad, and
raineth upon the just and the unjust. For if you love them
that love you, what reward shall you have? do not even the
publicans this? And if you salute your brethren only, what do
you more? do not also the heathens this? Be you therefore
perfect, as also your heavenly Father is perfect” (Matt 5:
44-48) .

Likewise, anyone who fasts without love is wasting his time.

Our Lady taught her children to fast and pray for love of
others, what she referred to as Reparation Prayer, Reparation
Sacrifice, “Reparation Communion” all done for love of others,
especially for the poorest of sinners in order to rescue them
from eternal despair:

“You have seen hell where the souls of poor sinners go. To
save them, God wishes to establish in this world devotion to
my Immaculate Heart...If what I say is done, many souls will
be saved, and there will be peace” (July 13, 1917 apparition
of Our Lady of Fatima).

Our Lady did not teach the children to merely fast and pray;
she taught them to fast and pray out of love for others. If
this is not being done or being done only for those by whom
the person praying is loved, there will be little advancement.
Without love, there is no merit in such activities. Even if a
person progresses beyond the purgative way to the illuminative
way and grows 1in wisdom so as to understand the greatest
mysteries, even then, without love, such an attainment 1is
essentially useless. Head and Heart, love and wisdom, must
function together as an integral unity if there is to be an
authentic expression of Catholicism. Wisdom, no matter how
great a good (Aristotle even referred to it as the Summum
Bonum — the greatest of all goods) is deficient without Love.
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In fact, wisdom is not only incomplete without love, it 1is
inferior to love — it is meant to be consummate in love:

“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.

“Charity never falleth away: whether prophecies shall be made
void, or tongues shall cease, or knowledge shall be
destroyed. For we know in part, and we prophesy in part. But
when that which is perfect is come, that which is 1in part
shall be done away... Now I know in part; but then I shall
know even as I am known. And now there remain faith, hope,
and charity, these three: but the greatest of these 1is
charity” (1 Corinthians 13: 1-13).

Backing up to the purgative way regarding spiritual exercises
for beginners such as fasting and meditative prayer, it 1is
dangerous to “get high on, or “prideful about”, these lesser
things; they cannot, in themselves, make a person holy.
Holiness depends upon further appreciation of the wisdom of
the cross acquired by illumination and ultimately depends upon
death to self to better love God and neighbor without which no
one can become perfect.

However, in addition to the sentient exercise of meditative
prayer and mortification associated with the purgative way,
there is a third element found at the beginning, throughout,
and at the end of the spiritual ascent to
perfection: Obedience. Of the three, mortification,
meditative prayer and obedience, it is the latter that is most
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important. In fact, one extremely small act of obedience,
such as putting the lights out at 10 PM, is greater than the
greatest act of mortification done without love, such as
willingness to be endure torture out of hatred or pride.

Obedience is for beginners and for well-advanced proficients
as well. Obedience is greater than sacrifice, unlike fasting
and meditative prayer, obedience is a spiritual exercise. it
is a spiritual exercise because it involves the will, which is
a spiritual faculty of the rational soul.

Obedience does not differ in degree from mortification, 1t
differs in kind; it is altogether of another species. Because
it is a spiritual operation, it always exceeds that which is
merely sentient or physical. The lowest operation of the
higher spiritual power exceeds the highest operation of a
lower physical power. The soul is the eternal spiritual image
of the Holy Trinity, the body, without the soul, is merely
finite dust having some likeness to God but not His image and
not eternity.

Thus, a simple act of obedience transcends the greatest act of
mortification if not elevated by love (because love emanates
from the spiritual soul)!

Unfortunately, disobedience comes 1in great droughts
at Medjugorje. As indicated, meditative prayer (such as the
rosary) and fasting etc. are not necessarily fruits. There
are 12 fruits and they all flow from LOVE not one of them is
mortification or mediation, because the fruits are all
spiritual.

The Twelve Fruits of the Holy Spirit:

“charity, joy, peace, patience, benignity, goodness,
longanimity, mildness, faith, modesty, continency, chastity
(for love of God). Against such there is no law. And they



that are Christ’s, have crucified their flesh, with the vices
and concupiscences.” (Galatians 5:22-24).

So when a Medjugorje devotee claims that rosary and fasting
are fruits; he-she is speaking incorrectly. Fasting and
meditative prayer might be manifestations of fruit if done out
of love — as was said above, all the fruits flow from charity
or love:

“The first disposition of the human mind towards the good 1is
effected by love, which is the first of our emotions and the
root of them all, as stated above (I-II1:27:4). Wherefore
among the fruits of the Holy Ghost, we reckon “charity,”
wherein the Holy Ghost is given in a special manner, as in
His own likeness, since He Himself is love. Hence it 1is
written (Romans 5:5): “The charity of God is poured forth in
our hearts by the Holy Ghost, Who is given to us.” The
necessary result of the love of charity is joy: because every
lover rejoices at being united to the beloved. Now charity
has always actual presence in God Whom it loves, according to
1 John 4:16: “He that abideth in charity, abideth in God, and
God in Him”: wherefore the sequel of charity is “joy.” Now
the perfection of joy is peace” (St. Thomas Aquinas, Q 70, A
3).

From there Aquinas goes on to demonstrate that all the fruits
flow from love because they are manifestations of the
operation of the Holy Spirit in the Soul, the Holy Spirit who
is Love.

Thus, prayers fasting and all manner of piety are not
indications of the working of the Holy Spirit if they are
unaccompanied by love, love of God manifest in a willingness
to die to self, do be obedient, to suffer for the good of
others, to suffer with joy and peace, which actually are
fruits — these are the fruits to be looked for. However, when
Medjugorje is examined, it is readily seen that not only are
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these fruits often absent, there opposite corruptions are
often abundantly present. Understanding this helps to grasp
exactly what the “Holy Office” intended when it stated:

“We must resist error even when it masquerade as piety.”

Scripture confirms this insight by the Holy Office; it also
reveals how to spot error — error cannot hide forever behind
a masquerade of piety nor can it hide behind ersatz love like
Judas hid behind the purse whose contents he spent on himself.
Error is revealed in concupiscence, worldliness, in lack of
peace, the tranquility of spirit that comes forth from wisdom
and love nurtured by humility and obedience:

“Now I beseech you, brethren, to mark them who make
dissensions and offences contrary to the doctrine which you
have learned, and avoid them. For they that are such, serve
not Christ our Lord, but their own belly, and by pleasing
speeches (ultra-conservatives) and good words (ultra-
liberals), seduce the hearts of the innocent. For your
obedience is published in every place. I rejoice therefore in
you (not in them who are disobedient). But I would have you
to be wise in good, and simple in evil. And the God of peace
crush Satan under your feet speedily. The grace of our Lord
Jesus Christ be with you” (Romans 16: 17-20).

At Medjugorje disobedience is all over the canvas as will be
demonstrated in the next article. As reported in Crisis

Magazine:

“In Medjugorje, we are confronted with the counter-intuitive
phenomenon of the Madonna (Herself) encouraging disobedience
to the successors of the Apostles, and disobedience of some
Franciscans to Vatican directives.

Pope Francis has directed that the matter be looked into and
has recently indicated that the process of investigation 1is
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“nearly complete.”

Go to Part III: Church has Taken Tougher Stance on Medjugorije
Waiting Final Pronouncement

Confusion about Marian
Apparitions Result of the
“Woman” at War with the
Serpent

New Era World News

INTRODUCTION TO MEDJUGORJE AND THOSE WHO FALSIFY THE TRUTH ABOUT
FATIMA:

The entire universe is resounding with the echo of Divine Logos:
“Mercy-Mercy-Mercy” and of His Mother who 1is asking for reparation
from her children for the sins of others, asking penance from those
who love God for those who are steeped in sin. Our Lord and Our Lady
are asking for love, mercy, compassion, and sacrifice for sinners
while some schismatic (and non-schismatic) ultra-conservatives are
calling for their heads, calling for punishment, divine retribution,
and chastisement. The pope 1is correct, they don’t get it. But neither
do ultra-liberals who make excuses for sins, condone them, militantly
embrace them and refuse to ask for forgiveness — they don’'t get it
either.

The Holy Father is the Vicar of Christ — His representative on earth.
As such, he is expected to mirror the wishes, will, and desires of his
King. And it is the King’'s will, at this special moment of human


https://newera.news/the-church-has-taken-a-tougher-stance-on-medjugorje-while-waiting-for-final-pronouncement/
https://newera.news/the-church-has-taken-a-tougher-stance-on-medjugorje-while-waiting-for-final-pronouncement/
https://newera.news/the-church-has-taken-a-tougher-stance-on-medjugorje-while-waiting-for-final-pronouncement/
https://newera.news/the-church-has-taken-a-tougher-stance-on-medjugorje-while-waiting-for-final-pronouncement/
https://newera.news/confusion-about-marian-apparitions-result-of-the-woman-at-war-with-the-serpent/
https://newera.news/confusion-about-marian-apparitions-result-of-the-woman-at-war-with-the-serpent/
https://newera.news/confusion-about-marian-apparitions-result-of-the-woman-at-war-with-the-serpent/
https://newera.news/confusion-about-marian-apparitions-result-of-the-woman-at-war-with-the-serpent/
https://newera.news/

history, that Mercy be the theme of His Church, that mercy be showered
over all the earth at every time and place from the rising of the sun
until its setting. Jesus, Himself, revealed to Saint Faustina that
this gift of Mercy is His last gift to the Church before He returns in
glory as the world’s judge.

How do we know we are entering the end times, the time preceding the
parousia when Christ will return in glory to judge the living and the
dead? One complex and difficult way is the study of sacred scripture
especially eschatological literature. A more simple approach is the
fact that Jesus promised to be with His Church until the end of time:

“Behold I am with you all days, even to the consummation of the
world” (Matt 28:20)

And that the Holy Trinity would reveal to the Church all that was
going to happen:

“I have yet many things to say to you: but you cannot bear them now.
But when he, the Spirit of truth, is come, he will teach you all
truth. For he shall not speak of himself; but what things soever he
shall hear, he shall speak; and the things that are to come, he
shall shew you” (John 16: 12-13).

Then, years after His Ascension, Jesus appeared to Saint John on the
island of Patmos and He has continued to appear to His saints at
special times throughout history.

“And I turned to see the voice that spoke with me. And being turned,
I saw seven golden candlesticks: And in the midst of the seven
golden candlesticks, one like to the Son of man, clothed with a
garment down to the feet, and girt about the paps with a golden
girdle. And his head and his hairs were white, as white wool, and as
snow, and his eyes were as a flame of fire, And his feet like unto
fine brass, as in a burning furnace. And his voice as the sound of
many waters. And he had in his right hand seven stars. And from his
mouth came out a sharp two edged sword: and his face was as the sun
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shineth in his power.”

“And when I had seen him, I fell at his feet as dead. And he laid
his right hand upon me, saying: Fear not. I am the First and the
Last, And alive, and was dead, and behold I am living for ever and
ever, and have the keys of death and of hell. Write therefore the
things which thou hast seen, and which are, and which must be done
hereafter” (Revelation 1: 12-19).

In the 20th century Jesus revealed Himself to a highly regarded Polish
saint, Saint Faustina Kowalska, a poor Polish nun to whom He appeared
prior to World War II. Among other things, He confided to her His
love for humanity and His desire to bless the world with an outpouring
of Divine Mercy before His final coming as “Just Judge”. He also

confided His special love for the nation of Poland from which He said
would come the “spark” that would prepare the world for His Second

Coming.

Among other things, He revealed to Saint Faustina the meaning of His
eschatological statement in the Gospel of Matthew about a “sign” in
the heavens that would be given humanity prior to His final coming (Mt
24:30). He told her it would be the final sign, a sign of mercy
intended to beckon all humanity to repentance before the Great Day of
Final Judgment:

“Write this (He said): Before I come as the just Judge, I am coming
first as the King of Mercy. Before the day of justice arrives, there
will be given to people a sign in the heavens of this sort:

“All light in the heavens will be extinguished, and there will be
great darkness over the whole earth. Then the sign of the cross will
be seen in the sky, and from the openings where the hands and the
feet of the Savior were nailed will come forth great lights which
will light up the earth for a period of time. This will take place
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shortly before the last day” (Divine Mercy Diary, 83).

Until that time, between now and then, He desires Mercy, especially
mercy for the greatest sinners. Thus, He further revealed to Saint
Faustina that those who have the most right to His mercy are the

most grievous sinners:

“Let the greatest sinners place their trust in My mercy. They have
the right before others to trust in the abyss of My mercy. .. Souls
that make an appeal to My mercy delight Me. To such souls I grant
even more graces than they ask” (Diary of Saint Faustina Para

1146).

Jesus has a

“.special compassion for the worst sinners, because they are most in

need of His mercy.”

Pope Francis is keenly aware of God'’s mercy and of His desire to
extend it everywhere, especially toward hardened sinners. He is acting
accordingly and as the Vicar of Christ, he expects Catholic clergy and
laity to do the same. God wants forgiveness, mercy and compassion, not

judgment, severity and legalism.

The Hour of Mercy is a time to pronounce, to pronounce the good

news, not to renounce.

“For I came not to judge the world, but to save the world” (John
12:47, John 3:17).

With this Message of Mercy, along with the necessity of obedience,
ingrained in mind it is much easier to unravel the confusion coming
from both the extreme left and the right wing spectra of the Church
concerning apparitions pertaining to the Virgin Mary.
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First, it must be recognized that Satan has a special hatred for the
Virgin Mary, an enmity placed between them by God the Father, Himself.

“I will put enmities between thee and the woman, and thy seed and
her seed: she shall crush thy head, and thou shalt lie in wait for
her heel” (Gen. 3:15).

As she is favored above all others by the Father (Luke. 1:28), she is

hated above all others by Satan (Gen 3:15). She is hated because she,
like Jesus, is obedient unto death as evidenced by her willingness to
give her life to accomplish the will of the Father, to give her life
on account of a potential false accusation of adultery pertaining to
her conception of Jesus without Joseph being the father. Mary is the
first disciple of Jesus, and like Jesus, her Divine Son, Mary is
obedient unto death (Luke 1:38). She is hated because she 1is the
Mother of the Divine Logos who is the way and the life and the truth,
while Satan is a murder and a liar from the beginning. She is the
Mother of all those baptized into the truth, while he is the Father of
all those who are liars, very clever liars (John 8:44). He hates her
so immensely that he vomits a river of filth from his 1lying and
perverse mouth to carry her away to oblivion drowned under a
nefarious tidal wave of calumniation and deception (Revelation 12:
13-15).

How do we know that Mary is the Woman hated by Satan as prophesied in
Genesis 3:15. Both scripture and reason proclaim her to be the Woman.
Jesus Himself, refers to his mother as “woman” in at least two places
in scripture. First at the wedding feast in Cana (John 2:4), and
then, most distinctly and clearly, He calls Her “Woman” with His dying
breath on Mt. Calvary:

“When Jesus therefore had seen his mother and the disciple standing
whom he loved, he saith to his mother: Woman, behold thy son. After
that, he saith to the disciple: Behold thy mother” (John 19: 26-27).

Reason also proclaims that the Virgin Mary is the Woman spoken of in
Genesis 3:15. In the Apocalypse she is depicted as the “woman clothed
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with the sun” and at war with Satan (Revelation 12: 1-4). In these

passages, the woman is presented as the Mother of Jesus as the one
giving birth to the savior. Who is this but Mary?

“And a great sign appeared in heaven: A woman clothed with the sun,
and the moon under her feet, and on her head a crown of twelve
stars: And being with child, she cried travailing in birth, and was
in pain to be delivered...And she brought forth a man child, who was
to rule all nations with an iron rod: and her son was taken up to
God, and to his throne”

What human being rules all nations from the throne of God? If the
answer is Jesus Christ, then clearly the woman who gave Him birth, is
His mother, the Virgin Mary.

The woman is not and cannot be the Church as some claim. The Church is
not the Mother of Christ — The Church is the Bride of Christ. Nor is
the Church Israel; Israel is not the Mother of the Son of God — Israel
rejected, and to this day rejects, the Son of God. Nor is Israel the
Bride of Christ; Israel rejected Christ when He came with nuptial
promises as the Divine Groom to wed her (Mark 2:19). Moreover, the
woman depicted in Revelation is referred to as a great “sign”, signum
magna.

When requested by God to ask for a sign, the Prophet Isaiah informs us
that King Ahaz refused; so God himself provided a sign: a Virgin
giving birth to God-Emmanuel (which means God is with us) as the
savior of the world.

“And the Lord spoke again to Achaz, saying: Ask thee a sign of the
Lord thy God either unto the depth of hell, or unto the height
above. And Achaz said: I will not ask, and I will not tempt the
Lord. And he said: Hear ye therefore, 0 house of David: Is it a
small thing for you to be grievous to men, that you are grievous to
my God also? Therefore the Lord himself shall give you a sign.
Behold a virgin shall conceive, and bear a son, and his name shall
be called Emmanuel” (Isaiah 7:10-14).
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Revelation 12 is a corollary to Isaiah 7. Both reveal the mystery of
the incarnation and speak of a woman giving birth to the savior of the
world as a “sign” provided by God.

“A great sign appeared in heaven: A woman clothed with the sun, and
the moon under her feet, and on her head a crown of twelve stars:
And being with child, she cried travailing in birth, and was in pain
to be delivered.

The woman depicted in Revelation 12 is the Mother of God. The Mother
of God is a “virgin” (as revealed by Isaiah), but Israel according to
her own prophets is a “whore” and thus cannot be the woman revealed in
Revelation 12. It is, according to Isaiah, a virgin that gave birth to
God’s son, not an adulterous. But Hosea tells us, Israel 1is an
adulterous:

“Judge your mother, judge her: because she is not my wife, and I am
not her husband. Let her put away her fornications from her face,
and her adulteries from between her breasts. Lest I strip her naked,
and set her as in the day that she was born: and I will make her as
a wilderness, and will set her as a land that none can pass through,
and will kill her with drought” (Hosea 2: 2-5).

Other passages in the 0ld Testament that refer to the restoration of
the marriage covenant between God and Israel are references to the New

i

Testament Church, the New Israel with whom Christ established a “new
and everlasting covenant” forfeited by all those members of espoused
Israel who refused to accept Him when He called them to marital union,
called them to be one with Him as members of His mystical body, the
Church, the New Israel. The New Israel is the Bride of Christ
(Ephesians 5:25-27; Revelation 21: 9-11; Ephesians 5:32). Thus, when

the 0ld Testament speaks of a renewed covenant, it is clear that the

reference is to Church, as in Hosea 2:16-18, the passage adroitly

speaks of a future day and of a new covenant while also depicting
Jesus as a Prince of Peace who espouses the New Israel not by the
“works” of the old law but by “faith” of the new law_(Hosea 2:18-20).
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“And in that day (a day to come) I will make (future) a
covenant with them (another covenant-thus a new covenant),
with the beasts of the field, and with the fowls of the air,
and with the creeping things of the earth: and I will destroy
the bow, and the sword, and war out of the land: and I will
make them sleep secure. And I will espouse thee to me for
ever: and I will espouse thee to me in justice, and judgment,
and in mercy, and in commiserations. And I will espouse thee
to me in faith: and thou shalt know that I am the Lord”
(Hosea 2: 18-20).

The New Israel are those faithful members of 0ld Israel who accepted
Christ as the promised Messiah and all of the gentiles who have been
joined to Him as a result of the many Israelite who rejected
Him (Romans 11:17-24).

Mary is the Mother of New Israel, Mother of the Church

The Prince of Darkness harbors a mysterious acroamatic enmity (an
enmity ordained by God Himself) for the Woman clothed with the sun,

the Woman clothed in light who is Mother of Christ, the Woman who gave
Christ His body, which He took from her flesh (He is Flesh of her
flesh, Bone of her bone) in the temple of her maternal womb - the
tabernacle of the Glory of God, Jesus Christ. The fact is, it was the
Virgin Mary who gave God His human body — the body that suffered and
died for the salvation of the world!

Take a moment and contemplate that divine-human mystery, that singular
grace that no prophet, saint, angel or martyr has ever, or will ever,
emulate: The Holy Trinity synapsed with humanity in the womb of the
Virgin Mary; Divinity and humanity co-existed in the Sacred Womb of
the Virgin Mary. God not only became man in her womb, God took his
human flesh within the walls of that womb from the body and blood of
Mary herself! The body that would suffer and die for humanity is
mingeled with the flesh of Mary. She is the Mother of both His
physical body and of His mystical body, the Church; She is thus Mother
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of all the children of God, the rest of her seed as revealed in John
19: 26-27 and Revelation 12:17, which also reveals that the dragon or

Satan

“.was angry against the woman: and went to make war with the rest of
her seed, (those) who keep the commandments of God, and have the
testimony of Jesus Christ.”

Clearly, Satan hates the woman and her children depicted here as “the
rest of her seed”. What does the text mean by the “rest of her seed”?
Ostensibly the text is hearkening back to Genesis 3:15 wherein God
states that he will create enmity between the seed of the woman and
the seed of Satan:

“I will put enmities between thee and the woman, and thy seed and
her seed.”

In Genesis, the seed refers to Christ. The rest of her seed spoken of
in Revelation are those borne of the Holy Spirit who make up the
members of the Body of Christ having Mary as their mystical or
spiritual Mother. They are referred to as the rest of Her seed because
Jesus as depicted in Revelation 12: 4-5 is the first seed and the
others are his brothers and sisters, the “rest of her seed” that make
up the one Body of Christ, the sons and daughters of the Woman who is
the Mother of all the children of God, the Mother of the Church, His
mystical body, of which He is the Head. Naturally as Mother of Jesus,
she is also mother of His body, His Church.

Jesus came forth from the Woman who had the dragon at her feet ready
to devour Him at his birth through the evil designs of Herod who
ordered the death of all male children under two years of age in order
to assure the slaughter Christ (Matthew 2:16). Herod failed and so did
Satan. They failed because Christ is Son of God the Father who was

caught up to heaven to sit on the throne of the Almighty safe from the
ravenous claws of the serpent:

“And the dragon stood before the woman who was ready to be
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delivered; that, when she should be delivered, he might devour her

”

son.

“And she brought forth a man child, who was to rule all nations with
an iron rod: and her son was taken up to God, and to his throne”
(Revelation 12: 4-5).

Consequently, Satan makes war with those left behind, the woman and
the rest of her seed, her human sons and daughters who make up the
Body of Christ her Divine Son.

Since Satan hates the woman and her seed, we should expect anything
pertaining to her, especially special visits to earth to guide and
nourish her children, to be surrounded with confusion, lies, deceit,
forgeries and above all else, by hatred and disobedience. And this is
exactly what is found, especially on the ultra-liberal and ultra-
conservative fringes. Although polar opposites, what they share
in common is an affinity for disobedience and a perversion of God’s
mercy, which is either (1) forgotten, shrouded in false piety or
turned into an occasion for callousness and hardness toward sinners, a
wish for their punishment and chastisement rather than love, mercy and
compassion as flow from the Heart of Jesus to rescue them from hell as

Qur Lady requested at Fatima or (2) an excessive tolerance leading to

a false notion of love resulting in acceptance and even justification
of sin.

Continued: Medjugorje Part Two: “Knowledge about “Fruits”
Necessary to Evaluate Medjugorje and Other Apparitions”
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South Korea Having a Bout
with Liberalism that Will
Affect America

New Era World News

LIBERALISM HAS ENTERED A PERIOD OF GLOBAL decline. Since it
inception, Newera has reported on the eclipse of liberalism
occurring in places diverse as Poland, Hungary, Slovakia,
France, Philippines, Taiwan, Russia, Nigeria, Bulgaria,
Moldova et al; now it appears that South Korea is following
the global trend, but in a less obvious way. For decades
Korean students (students steeped in the Confucian tradition
of elevating scholars as defenders of morality) have risen
against authoritarian rule and self-serving elites, elites
who, in the name of private property and individualism, have
contributed to the dehumanization of the human person and to
economic injustice. Together, these phenomena have
contributed to the rise of 1liberal parties committed
to freedom and equality resulting in the eventual acceptance
and toleration of immoral behaviors that were once thought
criminal. As a result of excessive toleration, 1liberal
education and a broad media campaign supported by One World
Globalists, just about every moral aberration is now being
claimed as a human right. Recent events, however, indicate
that change is taking place in the Korean atmosphere as it is
elsewhere around the globe as an increasing number of people
are turning toward the right and voting conservative.
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Over a million People Gather in Seoul to Protest President

Park Geun-hye

Over a million people gathered in Gwanghwamun Square and in
cities throughout South Korea in late November, 2016 calling
for President Park Geun-hye (the daughter of former president
Park Chung-hee) to retire from office. Park’'s approval rating
plummeted from around 90% to a new low of 14% following
reports that Park’s long-time confidant and cult leader, non-
appointed and non-elected, Choi Soon-sil has been charged with
fraud and coercion for using spiritual manipulation that
enabled her to use the relationship she cultivated with
President Park to garner over $60 million in donations for her
foundations. Some have referred to Choi as “Rasputin”, as a
covert “puppet master” who is the real power behind “the
throne.”

Choi Soon-sil’s father, Choi Tae-min was a Christian cult
leader who was married six times before his death in 1994.
Choi established the “Church of Eternal Life” and referred to
himself as the “Maitreya”, a Future Buddha, a claim that
he used to ingratiate himself to Park Geun-hye following her
mother’s death in 1974 after which she became the First Lady
of South Korea. In that year, Tae-min presented himself to
Park and said that her mother had appeared to him in a dream
and asked him to assist her daughter.
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Like his daughter, Choi Soon-sil (who succeeded her father as
leader of the Eternal Life Church), Choi Tae-min used his
relationship with Park to bribe both businessmen
and government officials. According to Wikileaks, the American
Embassy in Seoul reported that

Choi “had complete control over Park’s body and soul during
her formative years and that his children accumulated
enormous wealth as a result.”

Choi Soon-sil, picked up where her father left off. CNN
describes Soon-sil as “a deviously persuasive figure outside
government”, a persuasive figure who used her influence to
tell the president how to run the country, “in exchange for
favors”.

Consequently, up to 1.7 million people gathered in Seoul in
sight of the presidential residence to demand the president’s
expulsion. According to the Washington Post,

“Park 1is accused of letting a longtime friend with no
official government role, Choi Soon-sil, see classified
documents and improperly influence government actions. In
turn, Choi has been charged with using her relationship with
the president to shake down the nation’s biggest companies
for donations to her companies, personally enriching
herself.”

According to Forbes, Koreans are not only upset with Park’s
connections with the Church of Eternal Life but also because
of the perception she cultivated of being above corruption.
Park, elected in 2012 as South Korea’'s first female leader,
was purported to be from a new mold, expected to put her
country before personal gain, a true public servant.

“Part of her appeal 1is the perception that she 1is not
corrupt,” says Trinh Nguyen, senior economist with French
investment bank Natixis. “Koreans thought that given that she
had no family and was estranged from her siblings that her
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dedication to Korea’s future would be total.”

After assuming office on Feb 25, 2013, her first mission as
Head of State was a trip to the US to meet President Barack
Obama and his Secretary of State John Kerry. President Park
predictably urged cooperative S. Korean-American efforts to
contain North Korea and accepted the presence of 20,000+ US
troops on South Korean soil. Park expressed her wish that
beyond containment of North Korea, that the US-South Korean
partisanship be “upgraded from a comprehensive strategic
alliance to a global partnership.” The parties agreed to a
joint-statement pledging to establish a committee charged with
communications and information technology and to pursue a
comprehensive energy plan to assure continued coadjuvancy and
on-going symbiotic growth of the two economies.

Nonetheless, on December 9, 2016, the South Korean Parliament
voted to impeach their president on charges of corruption,
thereby de facto terminating her executive powers. Since then,
Prime Minister Hwang Kyo-ahn has been invested with those
powers as Acting President. This leaves the door wide-open to
re-evaluate South Korea's commitment to liberal trade, to its
pro-US foreign policy and South Korea’'s 2013 commitment
to pursue a global partnership with the USA. Thus, according
to USA Today:

“The pro-U.S. foreign policy of South Korean President Park
Geun Hye is at risk now that she appears to be on her way out
over a growing corruption scandal.”

Several of the at-risk trade and foreign policies validated by
the Obama Administration include:

North Korea

Following North Korea’'s nuclear test on September 9, 2016,
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South Korea formulated a hard-line policy with its northern
neighbor as well as rethought its relations with China and
Japan. Park’s new approach was congruent with President
Obama’s plan to treat North Korea as a pariah state and
thereby slap it with additional economic sanctions. President
Obama said that the imposition of new sanctions, on top of
already existing sanctions, demonstrate to North Korea that
there are “consequences to its wunlawful and dangerous
actions.” Now, however, according to John Delury, professor of
International Affairs as Yonsei University:

“With the equally sudden demise of the president (Park), it
puts into question the new hard-line policy.”

For example, following the North Korean missile launch,
President Park ordered South Korean military units to withdraw
from the Kaesong Industrial Complex, a cooperative venture
reliant on South Korean expertise and yet provides significant
funds to the North. When Park leaves office, Delury believes
that “doves” in the administration would reopen the joint-
project. His prognosis is seconded by past US Ambassador to S.
Korea, Kathleen Stephens, who recently indicated that parties
in opposition to the President’s party are likely to drop
Park’s hard-line stance and seek a rapprochement with

Pyongyang.

It would be “a major project” to reopen relations with the
North, but options would include a resumption of food and
humanitarian aid, plus family reunions that took place 1in
past years.

As USA Today points out:

“Such voices have already spoken out. Chung-in Moon, a
foreign affairs adviser to South Korea’s opposition, 1in
September called for suspending joint military exercises with
the United States and for encouraging dialogue with the
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North. Such a move by South Korea would be seen as a step
toward rejecting the U.S. security umbrella in the region
that has existed since the 1950s, said Yun Sun, an analyst at
the Stimson Center, a Washington think tank.

Missile Defense

As a further consequence of N. Korea’s nuclear test, Park
permitted the United States to deploy THAAD (a $900 million
Terminal High Altitude Area Defense) missile system, and to
accept a further deployment of US troops in South Korea.
China, South Korea’s major trading partner, interpreted the
deployment as a threat to its own missiles and aircraft. The
$900 bill has been picked up by the United States, but
President Trump has indicated that he wants US allies to pay
their fair share. On top of that, there are political forces
in S. Korea who would like to improve relations with China;
Parks removal provides them with an opportunity.

Conclusion

President Trump referred to the Obama brokered US-Korea Trade
Agreement as a “job-killing trade deal.” By “job-killing”,
Trump was referring to US jobs; Korea, like Japan and China,
is the primary beneficiary, something Trump has vowed to
rectify. If S. Korea really wants to keep the agreement in
tact, it will have to make concessions to the United States or
find alternative trade with China and Europe, something made
increasingly possible with the ongoing construction of the
“Silk Road Project” linking Asia to Europe. As it stands right
now, S. Korea’'s trade with China exceeds its trade with the
USA. In fact, trade between S. Korea and China is greater than
its combined trade with both the US and Japan!

South Korea continues to improve its economic relations with
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China; the two nations have joined the newly created Asian
Infrastructure Investment Bank (AIIB). The AIIB along with
BRICS is viewed by many as an alternative funding for
infrastructure projects traditionally handled by the IMF and
World Bank which have strapped debtor nations with neo-liberal
fiscal and monetary requirements detrimental to both their
indigenous culture and their economic growth, requirements not
imposed by the AIIB.

The Real issue here is how Park’s removal affects relations
between the United States and China and how it contributes to
ongoing American-Korean relations and the exportation of neo-
liberal economic and social policies with US satellites
throughout Asia, satellites who, like the Philippines and
Malaysia, have indicated a desire to increase trade relations
(and military drills) with China and Russia. S. Korea desires
a continued US alliance; however, S. Korea also has a
significant and growing relationship with China. The question
is which one will predominate as Southeast Asian
nations appear to be moving toward more local and regional
patterns of association.

Is President Trump pushing America’s allies in SE Asia into
the Chines camp and into closer regional cooperation among
each other? Is the ouster of Parks a signal of an ongoing
Asian shift toward increased regional autonomy, toward new
trade opportunities with China, Russia and Europe? Newera
believes that these events are occurring but not as a result
of President Trump’s policies or executive agenda for America.
No, these events were in motion before Trump ever assumed
office and they will continue in motion as they are regularly
propelled forward by unforeseen and unexpected events such as
the ouster of South Koran President President Park Geun Hye.
These are not events or knee-jerk reactions to anything
Mr. Trump is doing or has done. Rather, they are events
indicative of something happening to Mr. Trump and to America,
something unforeseen by any geopolitical forecaster as more
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and more nations (either consciously or inadvertently) move to
shake off the divisive economic, political, and social aspects
of global liberalism and move toward an “Era of Peace”.

The United States must wake up to the fact or find itself on
the back-side of history as the nations move on without it.
The US can maintain a global leadership position if it slowly,
yet consistently, relinquishes its liberal economic-political-
cultural agenda and sincerely reaches out to developing
nations with disinterested helping hands as well as extending
cooperative hands toward Russia and Europe in the mutual
battle against terrorism. If the US gives up its liberal
policy of forced regime change, learns to respect the
sovereign political rights of other nations, puts a halt
to its liberal sexual agenda, and cooperates for the economic
global common-good of all nations, if it can do these things,
the United Sates will be admired as a peace-maker and perhaps
regain its status as a “great nation under God.”

Following Phone Conversation
Trump Apparently Pivots on
Russian Rapprochment

New Era World News

OVER THE WEEKEND NEWERA provided an abstract containing a
conclusion and forecast relative to the Intelligence leak, the
release of Secretary of National Security Flynn and the Trump
request that Putin return Crimea to the Ukraine.

CONCLUSION: President Trump’'s actions can be understood as a
practical rational response to internal pressures arising from
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the so-called “deep government" The real issue here is whether
or not Mr. Trump is up to a life and death struggle with the
so-called “deep government” to reclaim America for all
Americans thereby making “America Great Again.”

FORECAST: Despite the monumental bulwark known as the “deep
government’, 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. 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?

What is Going ON?

The leak of information to the press, the resignation of
Secretary Flynn, and the strange request for the return of
Crimean to the Ukraine represent a peculiar set of inter-
related phenomena germane to American-Russian foreign
relations. The return of Crimea 1s clearly a Russian issue, an
issue that appears to engender conflict and create distance
between the United States and Russia. Likewise, the
intelligence leak and removal of Flynn are also “Russian
issues.” Of all of Mr. Trump’' recent appointees, Flynn was the
most adamant about a reset with Russia involving cooperation
in the battle against ISIS, the lifting or amendment of



sanctions, and an emphasis on the sovereignty of nations.

These three objectives stand in stark contrast to the
globalist agenda that is being challenged by various nations
esp. nation’s throughout Europe. This emerging challenge to
globalism involves advocacy, protection, and promotion of
the sovereign rights of individual nation states, the
conservation of diverse cultural patrimonies and the safe-
guarding of Christians and traditional Christian values all of
which are supported by Russia and a widening array of
“populist parties” spread throughout Europe. They are however,
anathema to the EU and American New World Order Globalists who
are involved in a decades long process of using foreign aid,
the power of multi-media, education, and when necessary,
military force, to advance and export Western culture and
liberal values to third world nations thereby promoting a one
world culture antithetical to indigenous cultures and
traditional family-oriented and Christian values.

Given this clash between the global agenda and the Kremlin,
anything or any person favorable to American-Russian
cooperation and a cooperative war against terrorism (what
Trump referred to as “bombing the shit out of ISIS”, whom the
war-hawks and globalists have supported in their thwarted
attempts to overthrow the democratically elected government of
Syria) must be opposed and, if possible, neutralized or
terminated. Thus, the ouster of Flynn appears to be a macro-
dynamic related to hindering American and Russian relations as
hinted at by Mr.Trump.

In this regard, following Flynn’s expulsion, Leonid Slutsky,
head of the Russian Duma’s (Parliament) foreign-affairs
committee, issued a statement, picked-up by The Washington
Post.

According to Slutsky, the removal of Flynn represents a
“negative signal for normalizing the Russian-American
dialogue.”
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Likewise, Russian Senator Alexi Pushkov echoed Slutsky’s
evaluation by indicating that the issue is more about Russian
relations than it is about Flynn:

“The mission isn’t Flynn, it’s relations with Russia.”

The Trump Team is therefore facing stiff opposition not only
from an entrenched bureaucracy but also from die hard members
of the intelligence community who still view Russia through
the lens of Soviet Communism or of those committed to
globalism and who realize that Russia is increasingly becoming
a Christian nation-state and purveyor of traditional family
values and an avowedly anti-liberal foreign policy. If Trump
plans to improve relations with Russia, thereby enhancing
Russian economic development, according to the globalists, he
must be opposed. The Deep State supporters of global hegemony,
those who promote the ideological export of American values to
all nations abroad view themselves as patriots who must stop
the nefarious Russian Bear whose commitment to national
sovereignty and Christianity is a threat to global hegemony
and the advancement of the liberal New World agenda. Thus,
the “Deep State” and its operatives in the bureaucracy must
stop Russia even if it mean opposing their own president, and
even though such opposition is a crime that could be
prosecuted as “treason.”

Given such an international political battlefield, it 1is
little wonder that President Trump is being opposed and Russia
vilified. As the contestants stepped into the arena for the
first round, Trump lunged forward with a flurry of punches
beginning with a quick jab to Obamacare, an undercut to
immigration, and a hay-maker that halted taxpayer dollars from
being used to fund “counseling or referrals for abortion or
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advocating for access to abortion services” 1in foreign
countries. It was the Deep State however, those operating in
the shadows of secrecy, that threw the most devastating punch.
It appears that Mr. Trump endured a body blow to the gut that
doubled him over causing him to regurgitate his National
Defense Secretary whom he discharged from office leading many
analysts giving the first round to the Deep State and leaving
them wondering if Trump could recover from the body thrashing.

Is it possible that Trump was playing “rope a dope” from round
one in order to score a bigger victory, perhaps a KO in later
rounds? That we do not know, but if the president continues on
like this, few doubt that his mouth piece will be out by round
two and by the third round he will acquiesce (as others before
him) by agreeing to throw the fight and giving way to the
demands of the Deep State who will carry him for appearance
sake to the fifteenth round of the fourth year, that is, if he
plays along as he is supposed to.

By failing to fight back, by failing to protect Flynn,
President Trump appears to be dazed, a look that can only
increase the ferocity of his opponent, a look that rapidly
unleashes the instinct to close in for the finish.

Nonetheless, some
analysts such
as Israeli publicist
Avigdor Eskin emphasize
that the president can
still win IF he sticks
to the simple program
of delivering on his
campaign promises; this
however will entail a ferocious battle, perhaps the most
lethal in the annals of American Executive history. If Mr.
Trump’s hanging the picture of Andrew Jackson across from his
desk in the Oval Office is any indicator of his resolve, if it
is more than decor, expect the president to launch a coy but
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surreptitious comeback.

“His only chance to prevail is by forcing his way through in
order to win as soon as possible massive support at home and
active assistance from his real allies around the world. He
must stick to his promises and show uncompetitive
faithfulness to his team,” Eskin stressed.

Eskin understands that Trump 1is up against the Deep State,
that he must deal with lethal opponents and their agents
deeply entrenched in the Washington bureaucracy.

It is unlikely that the president will find enough
intellectual and cultural support at home (support beyond the
adulation of the masses), a land inundated with 1liberal
values, a place where liberal political, economic, and moral
ideas have morphed into ordinary life to be accepted without
thought as easily as oxygen in the air is inhaled without any
thinking involved. This culture has spread far beyond the
Atlantic and Pacific coasts to encompass the globe thereby
making the American Deep State and its allies major players
and beneficiaries in the global spread of liberalism. This
culture of liberalism has become so pervasive that it has been
concretized in every major institution, the very structures of
society that John Paul II was speaking about when he stated:

“It is important to note therefore that a world which 1is
divided unto blocs, sustained by rigid ideologies, and 1in
which instead of interdependence and solidarity different
forms of imperialism hold sway, can only be a world subject
to structures of sin. The sum total of the negative factors
working against a true awareness of the universal common
good, and the need to further it, gives the impression of
creating, in persons and institutions, an obstacle which is
difficult to overcome.”

Eventually, Mr. Trump will have to make some moves against
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terrorists in the Middle East who have been supported overtly
or covertly by transfer of aid from one group to another in
Syria and Iraq. Eventually the truth will have to be told
about American ally Saudi Arabia. It is the Sauds not Iranians
who are the major sponsor of international terrorism. It is
true that Iran supports lonesome Hezbollah; the roots of 9-11,
however are traced to Riyadh not Tehran, ISIS-ISIL and Al
Qaeda all have their roots on Saudi Arabia, the home of the
most radical forms of Islam — Wahhabi and Salafist — a
tyrannical monarchy opposed to democracy and upholders of
Shariah law.

Eventually these realities will have to be admitted, and the
Trump administration will have to deal with the cascading
fallout such a revelation and its resounding repercussions
will cause among neoliberal and neocon supporters of Saudi
Arabia and Israel. It is due to Israel’s opposition to
Hezbollah and to its cooperation with US ally Saudi Arabia
(albeit for political expediency) that Iran is vilified in the
Western press while Iran’s opponent, Saudi Arabia (the home of
jihad, Al Queda, and Sunni radicalism in its many forms) 1is
supporting terrorists throughout the Middle East in order to
destabilize governments antithetical to its (and Israel’s)
interests, which currently also seem to be American interests.
The US declared a war on terrorism and then turned around and
gave significant tranches of aid to terrorists while
simultaneously maintain its alliance with the country that
produces them. If President Trump dares to team up with
Russia to eradicate terrorism, he will have to face the ire of
Israel, Saudi Arabia and the Deep State.

However, if the new president continues the foreign policy of
the Bush and Obama administrations (who though very different



in ideology waged essentially the same failing strategy of the
Middle East), if he continues to pursue the same path as his
predecessors (a path favored by the globalists), American
Foreign Policy will continue its downward slide and America
will continue suffering one international embarrassment after
another (as it has for the past decade) while earning the ire
of other nations around the globe. President Obama, the Nobel
Peace winner, was never able to disengage from war or to
defeat ISIS; Trump however, has vowed to obliterate
them, implicitly, with Russian cooperation. It 1is this
cooperation, above almost all else, that makes him the enemy
of the deep establishment.

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 who have a very
different view on America and American Foreign Policy than
that being fed to Mr. Trump by neocon war-hawks such as Sen.
John McCain who recently discredited himself again by what he
evaluated as an adroit move to pit Trump against Putin.

If Sen. McCain believes that Mr. Trump will buy into his most
recent ploy, he must think the new president is a novice at
chicanery — highly unlikely, it does not take philosophical or
theological brilliance to be a master of practical politics —
any successful business man can play quite well on his field.

What Happened?

During his campaign Mr. Trump alarmed Kiev by indicating that
he would seek improved relations with Russia. Conflict is
still underway in Eastern Ukraine where it erupted the day
following an early term phone conversation between President
Trump and President Putin. The violence was so great that it
resulted in the highest casualty rate since the end of 2016



According to Sen McCain, Russia 1is experimenting with the new
president to test his gullibility and his resolve to oppose a
lying murderer like Vladimir Putin. Putin cannot be trusted
and therefore the Ukraine should be supplied with lethal aid
in order to route the pro-Russian rebels in Eastern Ukraine.

In a letter released by Sen. McCain to the United States
President, McCain offered his specious version of events. From
McCain’'s perspective,

“This surge of attacks began the day after he (Putin) talked
with you by phone is a clear indication that Vladimir Putin
1s moving quickly to test you as commander 1in chief.
America’s response will have lasting consequences.”

Obama provided Ukraine with non-lethal aid such as drones,
radar, first aid equipment, communication apparatus etc. But
McCain wants the new president to provide lethal assistance.
According to the neocon war-hawk,

“Vladimir Putin’s violent campaign to destabilize and
dismember the sovereign nation of Ukraine will not stop
unless and until he meets a strong and determined response.”

It appears that Sen McCain lacks respect for the new
president. Does he really expect Mr. Trump to believe that one
day following a phone conversation with the President of
Russia, that Russia would foment a violent military surge in
the Ukraine thereby winning the ire of America’s Commander and
Chief, a man whom Putin has longed to talk with in order to
facilitate cooperation in the Middle East against ISIS?

Vliadimir Putin has a reputation of being a very rational
person; the act that the senator is accusing him of 1s very
irrational. What does Putin gain from bluntly, boldly, and
condescendingly lying to Trump? Sen. McCain’'s letter appears
to be non-nonsensical and therefore to be treated as highly
specious. It appears more likely that if anyone is testing the
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new president, it is Sen. McCain himself.

The two leaders (Putin and Trump) engaged in conversation for
nearly an hour, a conversation that VP Mike Pence was invited
to sit in on. Afterward, the Kremlin issued a statement in
which they said:

“.both sides showed their readiness for active, joint work to
stabilize and develop Russian-American cooperation.”

au

The White House referred to the talk as a

"

. significant start to improving a relationship ‘in need of
repair.”

Who in their right mind would talk about repairing
relationships, joint-work and cooperation by phone one day and
the next blow the entire peace and cooperation process by
ordering a major strike in an area of major contention?
Apparently, Sen McCain and the American Intelligence Community
along with the so-called “fake news” outlets used to leak
their stories have become so accustomed to public manipulation
that they think people will believe anything they say.
Unfortunately, for them, people are waking up to the game -
Newera is quite confident that the President of the United
States is wide awake to it.

In the interim, President Trump will have to go along with
many ruses, or apparently so, occasionally garnering support
from his followers by delivering on select aspects of his
campaign promises — enough to keep the sheep satisfied and the
wolves at bay while he builds goodwill around the globe. At
first, he might have to continue support for Qatar and Sauid
Arabia and buttress the pillars of Zionism (political forces
that all support terrorism and an equal disdain for Russia and
her allies); nonetheless, if the new president plays his cards
right, he will be able to Trump any hand. He will deliver on
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his campaign promises but not in a way that is readily
apparent. It is not time for fisticuffs, so yes, Newera does
tend to believe that Mr. Trump has came out with a rope a dope
in Round One, at least partially so. If he is able to
eventually pound ISIS into oblivion (the sooner the better)
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.

If President Trump collapses before the winds and succumbs to
the mounting global pressures of liberalism and to those in
his own administration, if he fails to deliver on his campaign
promises and follows the lead of Neocon war-hawks 1like 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.

Continued Tomorrow as Newera delves more deeply into this
crucial issue at the forefront of the Trump presidency.

Intelligence Report: Trump
Apparently Pivots on Russia -
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New Era World News

Intelligence
ABSTRACT

THIS PAST WEEK NEWERA provided two articles detailing
President Trump’s unexpected release of his National Security
Adviser and seemingly ludicrous request that Russia return
Crimea to the Ukraine. This controversial and highly
unexpected request was immediately rejected by Russian
statesmen; as one Russian reporter noted: this will happen as
soon as the United States gives California back to Mexico.
Together, these controversial actions appear to signal a
weakening of what looked like support for a rapprochement with
Russia. After gathering relevant data from various and
conflicting sources, breaking the data into component parts,
comparing and contrasting the parts and determining veracity
of the information (is there evidence that reported events
really happened), considering the ideological motivations of
news outlets and the web of relationships among the data
points, comparison and contrast ended with propositional
judgement (is there evidence that events really happened as
reported). This was a followed by a synthesis of the data
involving not only historical, cultural, political and
economic variables, but philosophical and theological
variables as well as unexpected turn of events and discernible
global patterns that indicate emerging trends and serve as
catalysts to unexpected change. These methodological
components are all necessary parts behind a robust
Intelligence Report, which is further checked for its own
logical validity followed by a forecast relevant to the events
under scrutiny.
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CONCLUSION: President Trump’s actions can be understood as a
practical rational response to internal pressures arising from
the so-called “deep government" (people who exercise a
powerful influence on political affairs, but not necessarily
elected officials (financiers, bureaucrats, corporate
interests, and those who prefer to manipulate and, if
possible, control events from behind the scenes). Newera
prefers the term “shadow-government” to “deep government”
because this “government” is operated by veiled doyens skilled
at circumventing exposure, doyens and intelligence agents who
avoid “transparency” by operating under a veil of darkness
that casts a shadow over occurring events. Clearly, someone
is leaking data detrimental to the Trump Team, not even the
President of the United States, whom these intelligence
officers supposedly work for, knows who they are — he is in a
dim shadow because they are operating under cover of darkness.
The only evidence of their operation, all that can be observed
is a shadow, a shadow formed by the fact that light has been
blocked out. No exposure of light is permitted, no cracked
windows though which it might flow because there are no
windows in this wall. This is how a strong shadow is formed,
hence the term, “shadow government”, one unnamed massive wall
of operatives, which President Trump is up against. The real
question is whether or not Mr. Trump is up to a life and death
struggle to reclaim America for All Americans thereby making
“America Great Again.”

FORECAST: Despite the monumental bulwark known as the “shadow
government’, the United States and Russia will continue down a
path of rapprochement but not without significant interference
from a ubiquitous shadow-government. Because it 1is, or
appears to be, “ubiquitous”, interference can be expected from
all ends of the political and social-cultural spectrum.
Constant, well orchestrated and confusing (shadows can be used
to cast confusing and mixed messages) series of events can be



expected as agents from both the left and right proceed to
push confrontation 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 — they are losing their grip on power, and
they know it. Again 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?

Full Intel Report Tomorrow, Monday, Feb. 20

President Trump Going Back on
Russian Platform Part Two:
Bromance to Standoff?

New Era News limits itself to reporting and in-depth analysis/synthesis of breaking
events.
Interpretation, Extrapolation and Forecasting are provided in Weekly Intelligence

Reports released each Saturday

AS STATED IN ARTICLE ONE, in recent days the Trump
administration has engaged in some surprising behavior that
has reporters and intelligence agents scratching their heads.
Not only has his National Security Adviser resigned, President
Trump has also indicated that he expects Russia to return
Crimea to the Ukraine. This controversial and highly
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unexpected request came out of no where, as one Russian
reporter noted: this will happen as soon as the United States
gives California back to Mexico. Together, these executive
actions might signal a weakening of what looked like support
for a rapprochement with Russia.

The Crimean Question

Russian history begins in the Ukraine with the first East
Slavic state, the Kievan Rus (Kiev is the modern capitol of
the Ukraine). In 988 Prince Vladimir of the Kievan Rus
accepted the Christian faith and had his people baptized in
the Dnieper. Due to Mongol invasions in the 13th century power
shifted northward to what was then a small Rus outpost named
Moscow and Ukraine fell prey to foreign invaders.
Nonetheless, in the mind of Russian leaders, Ukraine retained
its Russian identity; as late as the 19th century czars still
referred to the Ukraine as “Little Russia.”

Ukraine did not become an independent nation until 1917 at the
end of World War I and the collapse of the Austro-Hungarian
and Russian Empires; it was, however, incorporated into the
Soviet Union in 1922. It remained under Soviet dominance
until 1991 when the nation voted for independence with the
dissolution of the USSR. Clearly, Russia has an historic
affinity to Ukraine, the Ukrainian capital of Kiev is the
birthplace of Russia and czars of Russia trace their
lineage back to Prince Vladimir.

Likewise, Russia has historic ties to Crimea which has become
a significant point of contention between Moscow and Kiev.

After being occupied by the Kievan Rus in the Medieval
period, Crimea fell to the Monguls and became part of the
Golden Horde, which was followed by the Crimean Khanate and
then the Ottoman Empire, which held it unit 1783 when
Catherine the Great defeated the Ottomans and Russia re-



assumed control of Crimea. Historically, Crimea does seem to
be part of Russia. However, geographically speaking Kiev 1is
connected to Ukraine by several strings of land, it appears to
be part of Ukraine. Nonetheless, Russia lies only several
miles off shore and Russia has ruled Crimea for centuries.
This problem was resolved in 1954 when Nikita Khrushchev, for
whatever reason, gifted Crimea to the Ukraine.

Since that time, Crimea has been under the control of the
Ukraine albeit with ongoing conflict and calls for reunion
with Russia, calls that broke out into a cacophony in 2014
during the Color Revolution that split the Ukraine. During
that year a referendum to decide if Crimeans wanted to remain
a part of the Ukraine or rejoin Russia was held. When 97% of
Crimeans voted for union with Russia, Crimea once again became
a Republic of Russia. The Russian argument becomes stronger
when considering the ethnic-language map below. Clearly,

Eastern Ukraine and esp. Crimea are linguistically Russian
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The majority language by city, town, and village councils
Results from the Ukrainian 2001 Census

Ukrainian

Russian
Romanian/Moldovan
Crimean Tatar
Hungarian
Bulgarian
Gagauz

Polish
Albanian
Chernobyl disaster area (formerly Ukrainian)

Nonetheless, many countries, including the United states and
Canada, considered the Crimean referendum to be illegitimate.
Thirteen members of the UN Security Council (comprised of 5
permanent — with veto power — and ten non-permanent members)
also declared that the referendum was illegitimate; however,
the vote was vetoed by Russia and China abstained. The measure
was then taken up by the UN General Assembly which passed a
resolution by a vote of 100-11 (58 abstentions) that the
referendum was invalid.

The Security Council action was legitimately and legally
vetoed and the General Assembly could only muster a
“resolution”, a resolution with no bite behind it because the
Security Council had already vetoed the resolve. Russia,
moreover, has made the somewhat compelling argument that
people everywhere have a right to secede from one nation and
enter into a union with another or to remain independent if



that is their common desire. For example, Scotland recently
held a referendum to secede from Great Britain and Kosovo held
a referendum to secede from Serbia despite the fact that
the Preamble of the Serbian Constitution declares that Kosovo
‘is an integral part of the territory of Serbia’.

Nonetheless, Kosovo, backed by US military might, unilaterally
declared its independence leading to protracted and violent
warfare. Although Kosovo was recognized by many members of
the European Union, five nations refused to recognize her
secession: Spain, Slovakia, Cyprus, Greece and Romania. There
does seem to be some validity to the desire of the Crimean
people to decide for themselves what nation they want to
belong to — besides, the Crimean referendum backed by Russia
was carried out peacefully; whereas, the Kosovo referendum
resulted in an ocean of violence, war brutality, and ethnic
cleansing over a protracted period of 16 months. It included
a NATO bombing campaign that never gained approval of the UN
Security Council and caused at least 488 Yugoslav civilian
deaths — Russia did not drop any bombs on either the Ukraine
or Crimea.

Nonetheless, The_ Obama administration almost immediately
imposed sanctions on Russia:

“We’re making it clear that there are consequences for their
actions,” the president said. And, he warned, “If Russia
continues to interfere in Ukraine we stand ready to impose
further sanctions.”

“A senior administration official later called the action,
“far the most comprehensive sanctions applied to Russia since
the end of the Cold War.”

The European Union also imposed sanction saying it would
“freeze assets of, and ban travel for, 21 officials in Russia
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and Ukraine” adding: “We urge our counterparts and financial
institutions around the world to shun these individuals.”

Conflict between the United States and Russia was apparently
heating up and began to reach fever pitch toward the end of
the Obama administration. For example, Obama’s good-bye gift
to Putin was a further deployment of US troops to the Russian
border. According to the BBC, just four days before the Trump
inauguration:

“More than 80 main battle tanks and hundreds of armoured
vehicles have already arrived in Germany and are now being
moved into eastern Europe by road and rail. The US Armoured
Brigade will also carry out military exercises 1in the
Baltics, all part of President Obama’s response to Russia’s
intervention in Ukraine and to reassure nervous NATO allies.

“Russia says it views the arrival of more than 3,000 US
soldiers in Poland as a threat to its own security...It is the
largest US military reinforcement of Europe in decades.”

“President Vladimir Putin’s spokesman Dmitry Peskov told the
BBC that the move “threatens our 1interests and our
security...It’s a third country that 1is building up 1its
military presence on our borders in Europe,” he said. “It
isn’t even a European country.”

All this despite the fact that President-elect Trump indicated
that he prefers non-intervention, unless American interests
are directly at stake; he respects the sovereignty of nation
states; a reduction of global involvement and of international
institutions; and accordingly prefers bi-lateral agreements
brokered by the United States itself. He even indicated that
he might support Russia’s acceptance of Crimea, and that the
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issue is a_European not an America problem. But as of this
week, his National Security Adviser has resigned and Trump is
alleging that Putin “TOOK” Crimea from Ukraine and that Obama
was “too soft” on Russia. Now, he wants Crimea given back to
the Ukraine. In this regard, White House spokesman Sean Spicer
said earlier this week that the Trump administration expects
Russia to “return Crimea” to Ukraine.

“President Trump has made it very clear that he expects the
Russian government to deescalate violence in Ukraine and
return Crimea,” Spicer nuanced his remark by adding that “at
the same time, he (President Trump) fully expects to and
wants to get along with Russia”

This might be hard feat to accomplish, since Russia has no
intention of giving up Crimea.

In response to Spicer’s statements, Maria Zakharova, Russian
Spokeswoman for Foreign Affairs immediately rose to correct
President Trump’s allegation that Russia “TOOK” Crimea and
should give it back.

“We don’t return our territories. Crimea is a territory of
the Russian Federation.”

Echoing Zakharova, Viktor Ozerov, Chairman of the Defense
Committee in the Russian Upper House stated:

“The issue of Crimea return is absolutely clear — it 1is part
of Russia and 1t cannot be subject of bargaining
between Russia and the United States, no matter what 1is
at stake.”
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From a campaign strategy that featured a rapprochement with
Russia, working together to defeat ISIS, and seeking global
peace, the Trump administration has apparently changed course
drastically; they are now saying the United States needs to be
tougher on Russia. Trump has apparently confirmed the buildup
of troops on the Russian border sent there by President Obama
days before he left office and now is making ludicrous request
for Russia to return Crimea — All this from a president who
indicated during his campaign that Crimean’s were happier
being a part of Russia.

“But you know, the people of Crimea, from what I’ve heard,
would rather be with Russia than where they were.”

Since there have been no uprisings and anti-Russian
demonstrations in Crimea and indicators are that the people
are pleased with Russian rule, at least more than they were
with Ukrainian rule, it can be presumed that the referendum
was a valid expression of the majority and that President
Trump was correct about their rather being with Russia. Does
he want the people of Crimea to suffer a set-back by negating
their referendum and being forced back into a union with the
Ukraine that 97% of them indicated they do not desire? This
does not seem to be a prudent diplomatic, democratic or
humanistic move to make.

Why the Turn Apparent Around? What is going on?

The whole situation might be explained as a power move by
Trump to enhance his bargaining position vis a vis Putin. In
this regard. After signing in “Mad Dog Mattis” as Secretary of
Defense, Trump stated:

“I'm signing an executive action to begin a great rebuilding
of the armed services of the United States, developing a plan
for new planes, new ships, new resources and new tools for
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our men and women 1in uniform,” Trump said after the swearing-
in the retired Marine general. “I’m very proud to be doing
that.”

“Our military strength will be questioned by no one, but
neither will our dedication to peace,” he added. “We do want
peace.”

To which the new Secretary of Defense responded:

“Thank you very much for your confidence in me and welcome to
the headquarters of your military — your always loyal
military — where America’s awesome determination to defend
herself 1is on full display,” said the new secretary of
defense at his swearing in ceremony.

“You’ve made clear Mr. President your commitment to a strong
national defense,” he added.

Trump has instructed Secretary Mattis to get the United States
in a position to bargain with Russia, to bargain from
strength. The problem is that Putin is also stacking his deck;
in response to American aggressiveness, President Putin has
ordered the Russian Air Force to prepare for a “time of war”.

According to Russian Defense Minister Sergey Shoigu:

“In accordance with the decision by the Armed Forces Supreme
Commander (President Putin), a snap check of the Aerospace
Forces began to evaluate readiness of the control agencies
and troops to carry out combat training tasks.”

“Special attention should be paid to combat alert, deployment
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of air defense systems for a time of war and air groupings’
readiness to repel the aggression.”

Before anyone gets war crazy, it was and is highly expected,
as we indicated at the close of Part One, that relations with
Russia will be brought to a boiling point, but this does not
necessarily mean war. Given the highly unusual tenor of this
should be no story (The resignation of Flynn and Crimean
situation), Newera has shuffled the issue to its Intelligence
Department for further analysis. The Flynn-Crimean debacle
appears to be part of a related story necessitating a broader
investigation into the Neocon-Neoliberal deep government,
Russia and American Foreign Policy, Fatima and an Era of
Peace.

An Intelligence Report on this topic is planned for Sunday
Reading
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IN RECENT DAYS PRESIDENT TRUMP has engaged in some surprising
behavior that has reporters and intelligence agents scratching
their heads. Not only has his National Security Adviser
resigned, President Trump has also indicated that he expects
Russia to return Crimea to the Ukraine. This controversial and
highly unexpected request came out of no where, as one Russian
reporter noted: this will happen as soon as the United States
gives California back to Mexico. Together, these executive
actions might signal a weakening of what looked like support
for a rapprochement with Russia.

Flynn was one of a few that was open to reset with Russia and
a proponent of Trump’'s retreat from Neocon Global Intervention
(the highly vaunted American Moment), an intervention that
involves the US military spread thin across the globe and
involves the United States in broad international agreements
brokered by international agencies involving many countries
that the US must abide by. Trump prefers non-intervention,
unless American interests are directly a stake, and bi-lateral
agreements brokered by the United States itself. He has even
indicated that he might support Russia’s acceptance of Crimea,
and that the issue is a_European not an America problem, but
now his National Security Adviser has resigned and Trump 1is
alleging that Putin “TOOK” Crimea from Ukraine and that Obama
was “too soft” on Russia and he wants it given back to the
Ukraine. What is going on?

https://youtu.be/XDatxwGyFck

President Trump indicated opening to Russia Nonintervention and possible acceptance

of Crimean Referendum — What has happened?

National Security Adviser First

Earlier this week Michael Flynn resigned as President Trump'’s
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National Security Adviser. Previously, he was head of military
intelligence in Afghanistan and Iraq. He also served as
Director of intelligence for the U.S. Central Command and was
Director of the Defense Intelligence Agency, a position from
which he was removed by President Obama following Flynn’s
Congressional testimony in which he stated, contrary to
President Obama’s wishes, that ISIS did not constitute a
“major threat” and therefore could not be used as a
justification for prolonged engagement in the Middle East.

Mr. Flynn resigned from the Trump team due to pressure for
withholding information from Vice President Pence, information
regarding a phone conversation that took place before
inauguration (December, 29, 2016) with the Russian Ambassador,
Sergei Kislyak. During that conversation Flynn responded to
questions from the foreign ambassador about US sanctions
imposed on Russia (on the same day that thirty-five Russian
diplomats were expelled from the US), which he later left out
of his report to the Vice President

Others report that sanctions were not part of the
conversation. Recalling his conversation with the Russian
Ambassador, Flynn himself stated:

“It wasn’t about sanctions. It was about the 35 guys who were
thrown out... So that’s what it turned out to be. It (the
conversation) was basically, ‘Look, I know this happened.
We’ll review everything.’ I never said anything such as,
‘We’re going to review sanctions,’ or anything like that.”

Either way, the Vice President was not fully informed (either
about the sanction conversation [if it did occur] or the
expulsion of the 35), which might be interpreted as the Vice

President was “misled.” According to the President’s
Counselor, Kelly-Anne Conway: “Misleading the vice president
really was the key here.” Flynn continues to assert that

he “crossed no lines” in his conversation with the Russian
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ambassador:

“If I did, believe me, the FBI would be down my throat, my
clearances would be pulled. There were no lines crossed.”

In his final interview before resigning, Flynn indicated that
he “was most concerned” about classified information being
leaked by people with security clearances; he was (and is)
more concerned about information leaks than he is with his own
resignation.

“In some of these cases, you’re talking about stuff that’s
taken off of a classified system and given to a reporter.
That’s a crime,”

“We have to wonder that people who work for our government,
who are entrusted with classified information, decisional-
based materials are leaking that information out. That, I do
believe is a big story,” he said voicing serious concerns
about the “politicization of intelligence.”

The “politicization of intelligence” (a euphemism for illegal
leaks of information so highly protected that it is above
“top-secret” [that is, it is off of the charts]),
politicization of intelligence is a big story indeed, but not
even Flynn knows where the leaks are coming from. The
intelligence community was monitoring the National Security
Adviser himself — that is how the information about his
private conversation with the Russian ambassador made it to
the desk of President Trump and then into the press. Flynn
simply does not know where the information is coming from:

“One has to wonder, ‘Are they coming out of people in the
National Security Council? Are they coming out of people in
the intel community? Or State? Or Defense?’”
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Not even the President of the United States knows how
information regarding statesmen on his administrative team is
being leaked. President Trump tweeted that

“The real story here is why are there so many illegal leaks
coming out of Washington? Will these leaks be happening as I
deal on N. Korea etc?”

In other words, the intelligence community that works for the
president is spying on the president. Events such as this
leave us wondering, who is in charge here?

According to Eli Lake writing for Bloomberg:

“Normally intercepts of U.S. officials and citizens are some
of the most tightly held government secrets...Selectively
disclosing details of private conversations monitored by the
FBI or NSA gives the permanent state the power to destroy
reputations from the cloak of anonymity. This is what police
states do.”

Before jumping to the conclusion that Eli Lake is accusing
Trump of running a police state, it 1s necessary to be
cognizant of the fact that Lake is not referring to a police
state run by President Trump — unless Trump is the one
ordering the monitoring and making the leaks or ordering them
too. In this case, apparently, not even the President knows
what is going on. Which state is in charge, the duly elected
one or the so-called “deep-state” controlled by people opposed
to the president? To support this contention that the police
state referred to by Lake is not one overseen by Trump, Trump
himself thanked Lake for his reporting. Responding to this
Article, Trump Tweeted:

“Thank you to Eli Lake of The Bloomberg View — ‘The NSA &
FBI..should not interfere in our politics..and is’ Very serious
situation for USA."“
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According to Devin Nunes (R), Chairman of the House Permanent
Select Committee on Intelligence:

“There does appear to be a well orchestrated effort to attack
Flynn and others in the administration,” he said. “From the
leaking of phone calls between the president and foreign
leaders to what appears to be high-level FISA Court
information, to the leaking of American citizens being denied
security clearances, it looks like a pattern.”

Retired Col. James Williamson, told The Daily Caller that,

“What is illegal is that Flynn has his conversations
eavesdropped on.”

The fact is Flynn did not violate any laws; he was asked to
resign for failing to fully inform the VP, which is not a
criminal act. As reported and concluded by NBC News:

“There had been no finding that Flynn did anything illegal.”

Related to this incident, it has been widely reported

that there are many unanswered questions regarding Trump'’s

connections with Russia. This could be the key to unraveling

this story; it could also involve an attempt to purge Flynn

before he helps the President purge the intel community:
According to Bloomberg, Flynn:



https://twitter.com/realDonaldTrump?ref_src=twsrc%5Etfw
https://twitter.com/realDonaldTrump?ref_src=twsrc%5Etfw
https://twitter.com/realDonaldTrump?ref_src=twsrc%5Etfw
https://twitter.com/realDonaldTrump/status/831842652085686273?ref_src=twsrc%5Etfw
http://dailycaller.com/2017/02/14/exclusive-defiant-flynn-insists-he-crossed-no-lines-leakers-must-be-prosecuted/
http://www.nbcnews.com/news/us-news/justice-department-warned-administration-michael-flynn-could-be-blackmailed-official-n720476
https://www.bloomberg.com/view/articles/2017-02-14/the-political-assassination-of-michael-flynn

“.has cultivated a reputation as a reformer and a fierce
critic of the intelligence community leaders he once served
with when he was the director the Defense Intelligence Agency
under President Barack Obama. Flynn was working to reform the
intelligence-industrial complex, something that threatened
the bureaucratic prerogatives of his rivals.” Flynn also
“joined the crowd at the Republican National Convention from
the dais calling for Hillary Clinton to be jailed.”

Asked by Richard Pollock (The Daily Caller Reporter) why he
was calmly avoiding confrontation, Flynn responded:

“I haven’t been fighting back because I’'m not that kind of
guy. I’m behind the scenes. I’ve always been behind the
scenes. But this is ridiculous. It’s so out of control. I’ve
become an international celebrity for all the wrong reasons.”

Will Flynn continue to work as a highly placed “behind the
scenes” intel officer? This is a question that Newera is not
prepared to approach until a thorough Intel analysis of our
own has been conducted. Two safe presumptions can be made at
this juncture, viz., the Neocons will do everything they can
to assure (1) that one of their members is pegged to replace
Flynn and (2) that hostilities with Russia reach a boiling
point.

Acces Part Two
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