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Part 19 
 
 On Thursday, September 20, 2018, Pope Francis says the devil is causing people to 
question the Catholic Church; has nothing to do with priests sexually molesting choir boys.  
Francis has chosen “silence” is golden as his method of dealing with the cancer that eats away 
in the rot of the Roman Catholic Institution. 
 

 
 

 Taking a very brief reprieve from his more typical lectures promoting limitless illegal 
immigration and global climate taxes, Roman Catholic head Pope Francis finally addressed the 
far more serious problem of homosexual Catholic priests molesting and raping underage boys – 
but not in the way you’re probably thinking. 
 
 During a recent “sermon,” Pope Francis decided to call out those who are seeking full 
disclosure and truth on the matter, labeling them tools of the “Great Accuser,” a.k.a. Satan. 
That’s right: Anyone who dares to question the rampant child abuse taking place within the 
Catholic hierarchy is working for the devil, according to Pope Francis. 
 
 It’s Lucifer himself who’s causing victims of sexual abuse at the hands of the Catholic 
religion, as well as their family members and other advocates, to seek justice for all of the little 
ones whose innocence has been forever ruined by pedophiles in the Catholic clergy. 

http://www.climatesciencenews.com/
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 “In these times, it seems like the ‘Great Accuser’ has been unchained and is attacking 
bishops,” Pope Francis stated during the recent mass event. 
 
 “True, we are all sinners, we bishops. He (Satan) tries to uncover the sins, so they are 
visible in order to scandalize the people. The ‘Great Accuser,’ as he himself says to God in the 
first chapter of the Book of Job, ‘roams the earth looking for someone to accuse.'” 
 
 Pope Francis works for Satan, and his words represent blasphemy against the Holy 
Spirit – an unforgivable sin. 
 
 These are shocking statements, especially considering that the Word of God also states 
in John 3:20 that everyone who does evil “hates the light” – meaning, they hate when the truth 
is exposed because it unveils the evil deeds that they did in darkness. 
 
 What this shows is that Pope Francis is teaching what the Bible refers to as “doctrines of 
demons,” a twisted interpretation of Scripture that conveniently shields the Roman Catholic 
religion from all scrutiny.  Further, by claiming that those who seek truth and justice are 
working for the devil, Pope Francis himself is blaspheming the Holy Spirit, which the same Word 
of God that he claims to represent reveals is an unforgivable sin. 
 
 This suggests that Pope Francis and every single homosexual, pedophile bishop and 
priest who’s taken advantage of innocent children are headed straight for hell, even as they 
hypocritically accuse their accusers of working for the devil. 
 
 The truth of the matter is that nobody is “accusing” anyone of anything, here, since the 
cat is already out of the bag. An “accuser,” as Pope Francis puts it, implies that someone merely 
has an unsubstantiated allegation, which isn’t at all applicable to this situation. 
 
 “While some false allegations surely exist and have caused unjust suffering, the 
documented instances of vast abuse and cover-ups justify widespread investigations and root-
and-branch reforms,” writes Guy Benson for TownHall.com. 
 
 “Between the Pope railing against tools of the ‘Great Accuser’ and this jaw-dropping 
soliloquy from one of his senior American defenders, one fears that internal resistance to a 
needed, cleansing fire is – and will remain – deeply entrenched.” 
 
 Keep in mind that this isn’t the first time that Pope Francis had verbally smeared those 
who’ve spoken out about Roman Catholic perversion and corruption. On other occasions, Pope 
Francis has dubbed those who express disgust with Roman Catholic priests raping little boys as 
bearing “fruit of a diabolical spirit.” 
 
“The only legitimate accusation is against oneself,” Pope Francis added during this same 
statement, twisting the truth and turning it back on those seeking to make it known. 
 

https://biblehub.com/john/3-20.htm
https://www.naturalnews.com/2018-09-18-pope-franciss-disgusting-history-of-protecting-pedophiles-and-smearing-abuse-victims.html
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 Pope Francis In Poland Tells World Famous Photographer ‘I Am The Devil’ Then Laughs It 
Off.  On September 22, 2018, greeting journalists Saturday en route to Lithuania, Pope Francis 
was given a book about the former pope by Polish photographer Grzegorz Galazka. Receiving 
the large book with a beaming John Paul on the cover, Francis quipped: "Pope John Paul II was 
a saint, I am the devil." 
 
 Pope Francis has acknowledged that his reputation pales a bit compared to St. John Paul 
II — at least as far as Poles are concerned. 
 
 Pope Francis made a very interesting ‘joke’ today while in Poland meeting and greeting 
his worshippers. He was talking with a famous photographer who had done a book on Pope 
John Paul II, and he made an incredible comparison between himself and John Paul. 
 
 “For thou hast said in thine heart, I will ascend into heaven, I will exalt my throne 
above the stars of God: I will sit also upon the mount of the congregation, in the sides of the 
north: I will ascend above the heights of the clouds; I will be like the most High.” –(Isaiah 
14:13,14) 
 
 His exacts words were “Pope John Paul II was a saint, I am the devil.” Let that sink in for 
a moment. The man who claims to be the ‘vicar of Christ‘, the physical embodiment of Jesus 
Christ on this earth, said that he was not ‘a devil’ but said that he was THE Devil. Is that funny to 
you?  Laughing, Galazka immediately corrected him: “No, you are both saints! You are both 
saints!” 
 
Francis’ quip appeared to acknowledge that he has his detractors, particularly among 
conservative Catholics who long for the more doctrinaire papacies of John Paul and Emeritus 
Pope Benedict XVI. 
 
 The criticism of Pope Francis by conservatives has grown more vocal recently amid the 
church’s sex abuse scandals and the distress over his opening to letting divorced and civilly 
remarried Catholics receive Communion.  
 
 Isn’t the Devil the arch-enemy of God, isn’t the Devil the most disgusting creature in 
existence? The Bible tells us that the Devil is a liar, a murderer, someone in whom there is NO 
truth of any kind. Why on EARTH would anyone ever say that they were the Devil, much less 
someone who claims he is God’s hand-picked representative? 
 
“Ye are of your father the devil, and the lusts of your father ye will do. He was a murderer 
from the beginning, and abode not in the truth, because there is no truth in him. When he 
speaketh a lie, he speaketh of his own: for he is a liar, and the father of it.”  -(John 8:44) 
 
 Just a joke, you say? Just a little Vatican humor, eh? Well, maybe so but consider the 
following. 
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   •   Pope Francis preaches the New Age gospel of Gaia, earth worship, instead of the gospel of 
 the grace of God. 
   •   Pope Francis declared that Hell is not a real place, that it doesn’t exist. 
   •   Pope Francis declared Mary to be the ‘Queen of the Universe‘. 
   •   Pope Francis prays that Jerusalem never comes under Jewish control. 
   •  Pope Francis has said repeatedly that a personal relationship with Jesus is ‘dangerous and 
 harmful’. 
   •  Pope Francis addressed the United Nations in 2015, and told that that he has “come in my 
 own name“. 
   •  Pope Francis not only allows other people to worship him, he demands it. 
 
 So when Francis declared quite plainly today that he was “the Devil”, it may just be the 
truest thing he has ever said.  If that wasn’t bad enough, consider the pope’s deal with China’s 
Communist Party will frame the deal as the Vatican’s seal of approval to the state-run Catholic 
Church, at a time when Christian believers are facing a severe crackdown on their beliefs and 
practices.   
 
 A few weeks ago it was learned of how China has begun a campaign of persecution of 
the estimated 67 million Chinese Christians in its country. The vast majority of these professing 
Christians are Protestants and Bible believers, with roughly 12 million being Catholics.  These 
numbers are for the State-approved churches.  When you factor in the “underground” church, 
believers number 350-million. 
 
 Today the Vatican made the announcement that they have “worked out a deal” for the 
Chinese government to control how Catholic bishops are chosen, thus ensuring that the 
government is able to monitor and control everything that is said and done within the worship 
service, the Bible studies, all of it. Why would the Vatican and Pope Francis do this? The 
following verses should clear that up for you right away. 
 
“And upon her forehead was a name written, MYSTERY, BABYLON THE GREAT, THE MOTHER 
OF HARLOTS AND ABOMINATIONS OF THE EARTH. And I saw the woman drunken with the 
blood of the saints, and with the blood of the martyrs of Jesus: and when I saw her, I 
wondered with great admiration.”  -(Revelation 17:5, 6) 
 
 The Associated Press reported: The Vatican on Saturday announced an historic accord 
with China on the appointment of bishops in the Communist country in what could pave the 
way for the normalization of ties between the Catholic Church and the world’s most populous 
country. 
 
 The preliminary agreement with China “has been agreed following a long process of 
careful negotiation and foresees the possibility of periodic reviews of its application,” the 
Vatican said in a statement issued as Pope Francis began a visit to the Baltic states. 
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 “It concerns the nomination of Bishops, a question of great importance for the life of the 
Church, and creates the conditions for greater collaboration at the bilateral level,” it said. 
Analysts warn that Beijing could use the accord to further crackdown on Catholic faithful in 
China.  This announcement had warnings weeks ago, that the Vatican would sellout its faithful 
in China. 
 
 According to the expert, China’s Communist “Party will frame the deal as the Vatican’s 
seal of approval to the state-run Catholic Church, at a time when Christian believers are facing a 
severe crackdown on their beliefs and practices. Ultimately, the Party would like to subsume all 
forms of worship under state organs that make it easier to manage and ensure that everyone’s 
primary loyalty is to the state,” Sullivan told AFP.  
 
 Now, when you read even deeper into the reasons for this “historic deal” between the 
Catholic Church and China, you quickly find out that the real purpose of the deal is a political 
one. It has very little to do with the Catholic Church, which is why Pope Francis can abandon his 
Chinese followers so easily. People forget that Vatican City is a country over which the Pope of 
the Catholic Church also presides as its king. 
 
 The announcement today went on to say that “China said the ‘provisional’ agreement 
was signed in Beijing by vice foreign minister Wang Chao and a Vatican delegation headed by 
the under-secretary for relations with state, Antoine Camilleri and added that the two sides 
“will continue to maintain communication and push forward the improvement of bilateral 
relations.” The Vatican is one of only 17 countries around the world that recognizes Taipei 
instead of Beijing but Pope Francis has sought to improve ties with China since he took office in 
2013. 
 
 A lot of people get confused with Revelation 17 because it shows you a ‘harlot’ who is 
also a ‘mystery’. It shows you what appears to be a religious organization that is also a political 
kingdom, and it shows you a ‘pope’ who is also a ‘king’. To many people it is very hard to 
reconcile the two, yet, is this not exactly what the Vatican-Catholic system truly is? It’s not one 
or the other, it’s both! 
 
 You just read for yourself in the announcement from the Vatican today that looked like 
it started out talking about the church and its bishops, but very quickly showed  you Vatican 
secretaries of state negotiating a ‘bilateral agreement’ with the Chinese government. That’s not 
what churches do, that’s what nations and political leaders do. Francis used his authority over 
the Catholic Church to sell out his followers so that he could make a deal as the ruler of Vatican 
City with the nation of China. 
 
“And I heard another voice from heaven, saying, Come out of her, my people, that ye be not 
partakers of her sins, and that ye receive not of her plagues.”  (Revelation 18:4) 
 
 Pray for China’s 350 million Christians, and especially for the 12 million Chinese 
Catholics who were just handed over to the control of the Chinese state-run religious complex. 
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Pray that their eyes will be opened to this phony pope and that they will come out of that 
corrupt religious system and into the glorious light of the true gospel of Jesus Christ. 
 
 In thinking about the deal between the Vatican and China on the appointment of 
bishops announced on Saturday, the central point to be clear on is that there’s not really much 
to think about. 
 
 It says something about public discussion in the early 21st century that the deal has 
already been described as both an “incredible betrayal” and a “positive fact for Chinese 
Catholics” before anyone actually knows what it contains. 
 
 What the Vatican announced today is that a deal has been signed, but no hint about 
what it actually contains. It’s not clear, for instance, if the Chinese government will pick a 
bishop from candidates proposed by the Vatican, whether the Vatican will pick from a list 
proposed by the Chinese, or whether the pope would have some sort of “veto power”. 
 
 All we do know is that as part of the accord, Francis has agreed to accept eight bishops 
who’ve been appointed by the government without Vatican approval, one of whom is now 
dead. A Vatican statement said that Francis did so in “hopes that, with these decisions, a new 
process may begin that will allow the wounds of the past to be overcome, leading to the full 
communion of all Chinese Catholics.” 
 
 Lacking that sort of information, it’s impossible to evaluate exactly how much power 
over bishops’ appointments the Vatican actually has surrendered, let alone what the long-term 
implications of doing so may be. 
 
 It’s also worth emphasizing that it’s been described as a “provisional agreement” 
subject to review, perhaps reflecting, among other things, that not everyone on the Chinese 
side is in a full, upright and locked position on the idea. China-watchers have long felt the ruling 
class is divided between moderates who support a deal, and Communist hardliners who see it 
threatening the party’s grip on society and thus on power. 
 
 However, even in the absence of the details, there are three points that can be made. 
 
First, however you slice it, this is a diplomatic win for Pope Francis and his team. Whatever one 
thinks of the merits of making a deal - and there are strong voices who think it’s ill-advised, 
including members of the staunchly anti-Communist underground church in China - it’s been 
abundantly clear that it’s a top priority for Francis, and detractors thought he might never get it. 
 
China’s ruling class, or so the theory went, were basically content with the status quo, so they 
were stringing things out because they didn’t want to be the ones to formally shut down the 
dialogue. According to this view, however, they never had any real intention of signing on the 
dotted line. 
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Obviously, they’ve now signed something, whatever it turns out to be. Given how much 
diplomatic credibility the Vatican has invested in getting to this point, the mere fact of having 
arrived has to go in the win column. 
 
Second, it’s also another case in which Francis often gets credit, or blame, for steps taken as 
unique to him but which actually are in clear continuity with his predecessors St. Pope John 
Paul II and Pope emeritus Benedict XVI. 
 
Both John Paul and Benedict XVI were eager for progress in diplomatic relations with China, and 
willing to do pretty much whatever it took to get there. It was under John Paul, not Francis, that 
the cardinal secretary of state announced that the Vatican would close its embassy in Taiwan 
“not tomorrow, but today” if the invite from Beijing ever came. 
 
The Vatican’s basic diplomatic and geopolitical calculation is that in order to function as a voice 
of conscience on the global stage it has to engage China, because it’s increasingly a superpower 
with massive worldwide influence. Moreover, it also sees the long-running split in China 
between an “official” and an “underground” church as injurious to the Church’s health and has 
long aspired to heal the split. 
 
To accomplish those two objectives - engaging China and unifying the country’s Catholics - the 
Vatican has long felt that almost any deal was better than no deal at all, a stance that hardly 
originated under the present administration. 
 
Third, it’s not at all clear that today’s announcement necessarily means that formal diplomatic 
ties between Rome and Beijing are right around the corner, or that a new day is about to dawn 
in terms of religious freedom for the roughly 13 million or so Catholics in China. 
 
In the short term, actually, things could get worse before they get better, given the notorious 
“one step forward, one step back” policy of the Chinese government on many fronts. Moreover, 
if tensions within the party over its religious policy intensify as a result of this deal, hardliners 
may be seeking opportunities to reassert control by tightening restrictions on the ground. 
 
In other words, probably the only bit of commentary heard so far on Saturday’s announcement 
that seems unquestionably objective came from Vatican spokesman Greg Burke, who said the 
deal is “not the end of a process, but the beginning.” 
 
 Whatever you want to call it, it is another confirmation that Rome is the Seat of Satan 
and the Beast is the Mystery Babylon of the Bible. 
 
 The Vatican is reeling from news that the 300-page dossier containing names of 
members of the gay lobby — a dossier some believe led to Pope Benedict's resignation in 2013 
— has been leaked to the media. 
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 ‘Il Fatto Quotidiano’, an Italian journal read by Vatican officials, is confirming it has seen 
the 300-page dossier. "The report contains a detailed and disturbing picture of the moral and 
material corruption of the clergy, with names, surnames and circumstances," writes Francesca 
Fagnani. 
 
 We are ... able to view a document on papal letterhead included in the investigation, 
and here we publish an excerpt: It is a list of prelates and laymen who belong to the so-called 
gay lobby, which through blackmail and secrets could affect, or have conditioned, positions and 
careers (theirs, like those of others). 
 
 We will not reveal the names shown in the list, but we can confirm that among the 
names there are people removed by the Pope, others moved from office, others who still hold 
important positions in strategic organs for the Vatican, such as Propaganda Fide and even the 
Secretariat of State. 
 
 Among those implicated in the dossier is none other than Cardina. Kevin Farrell, prefect 
of the Dicastery for Laity, Family and Life, who has repeatedly claimed he knew nothing of 
former housemate Archbishop. Theodore McCarrick's homosexual predation, although they 
lived together on the same floor of the same house for six years in Washington, D.C.  
 
 The report contains a detailed and disturbing picture of the moral and material 
corruption of the clergy, with names, surnames and circumstances. 
 
"Farrell was appointed auxiliary bishop of Washington precisely because it was McCarrick who 
wanted him as a deputy," Fagnani reports in a September 4 article focusing on a "Farrell 
dossier." "The two were part of the 'magic circle' of Pope Francis." 
 
 A case on the auxiliary bishop of Washington, Kevin Joseph Farrell, is said to have been 
filed at the Congregation for the Doctrine for the Faith in the Vatican, at the Dicastery that is 
responsible for investigating sexual and other crimes against good morals, which, if not 
rebutted, would fall squarely on the Pope like a boulder. Farrell [was] appointed directly by 
Jorgi Bergoglio to head the Dicastery of the Family. 
 
 In response to ‘Il Fatto Quotidiano's’ queries with regard to the existence of a file on 
Farrell, the Vatican is refusing to confirm or deny. 
 
 "There will be no communication," was the response from the Congregation for the 
Doctrine of the Faith. "The Vatican therefore does not deny Il Fatto Quotidiano, but chooses the 
strategy of silence as for McCarrick," Fagani writes.  
 
 Pope Benedict's sudden resignation in 2013 is allegedly linked to the 300-page dossier; 
some media reported that Benedict chose to resign the same day he received the dossier, the 
result of findings of an investigation commissioned by the Holy Father into clerical corruption 
and malfeasance. 
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 The investigation, itself, led by Cardinals Julián Herranz, Jozef Tomko and Salvatore De 
Giorgi, is said to have uncovered sins involving sex and financial corruption. "Everything 
revolves around the non-observance of the sixth and seventh commandments," according to ‘La 
Repubblica’ in February 2013. 
 
 "The investigation of the three cardinals Herranz-Tomko-De Giorgi has so far remained 
top secret," Fagnani writes in her report. "However, a small but not small circle of people has 
had the opportunity to read it, and this already before the Conclave, to give a hand to the Holy 
Spirit who would then take Bergoglio to the papal throne. To draw up the dossier, tens of priests 
and high priests were questioned, and documents of all kinds were collected." 
 
 "If the public were aware of the content of the final report it would be a disaster for the 
image of the Church, already devastated in the whole world by sexual scandals," she added. 
 
 If the public were aware of the content of the final report it would be a disaster for the 
image of the Church, already devastated in the whole world by sexual scandals. 
 
 The hope after Benedict's resignation was that a younger, stronger pope would be 
elected to help clean up the Church; thus Francis was chosen with the understanding he'd be a 
man of reform. But under his papacy, some senior clergy believe conditions have worsened, not 
improved. 
 
 Vaticanista Ed Pentin reported in 2017 that, according to a senior member of the curia, 
"the extent of homosexual practice in the Vatican has 'never been worse,' despite efforts begun 
by Benedict XVI to root out sexual deviancy from the curia ... ." 
 
 Alarm at the homosexual crisis in the Church has reached fever pitch, with the outing of 
Abp. Theodore McCarrick — the very face of the response to the 2002 sex abuse crisis — as a 
homosexual predator, followed by the bombshell Pennsylvania grand jury report revealing 301 
predator priests in only six U.S. dioceses, compounded further by the shock of Abp. Carlo Maria 
Vigano's testimony revealing an entrenched "homosexual current" in the Church in the highest 
ranks, reaching even up to Pope Francis himself. 
 
 An excellent book written about Pope Francis is ‘The Dictator Pope’ by Marcantonio 
Colonna—pen name of Henry Sire—has rocked Rome and the entire Catholic Church with its 
portrait of an authoritarian, manipulative, and politically partisan pontiff. Occupying a 
privileged perch in Rome during the tumultuous first years of Francis’s pontificate, Colonna was 
privy to the shock, dismay, and even panic that the reckless new pope engendered in the 
Church’s most loyal and judicious leaders. The Dictator Pope discloses that Father Jorge 
Bergoglio (the future Pope Francis) was so unsuited for ecclesiastical leadership that the head 
of his own Jesuit order tried to prevent his appointment as a bishop in Argentina. Behind the 
benign smile of the "people's pope" Colonna reveals a ruthless autocrat aggressively asserting 
the powers of the papacy in pursuit of a radical agenda. 
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Henry Sire author of ‘The Dictator Pope’, pointed out the failure of the cardinals in 2013 to 
inform themselves about Cardinal Jorge Bergoglio’s record as archbishop of Buenos Aires, for if 
they had known about it even superficially, they would not have voted for him. The more that is 
known about that record, the truer this appears. It is becoming increasingly clear that Cardinal 
Bergoglio was not merely below the standard usually expected in a papal candidate; he 
represented, in his close contacts if not in his own personal conduct, a link to some of the most 
corrupt features of the South American Church. Several examples of this need to be described. 
 
1. The swindle against the Sociedad Militar Seguro de Vida 
 
In his book, he touched on a financial scandal in Buenos Aires that erupted shortly before 
Bergoglio became archbishop. The revelations made since then about the figure who was at the 
center of it, Monsignor Roberto Toledo, give it an even more sinister aspect than appeared at 
the time. 
 
The story is as follows: in 1997, Jorge Bergoglio had been for five years an auxiliary bishop of 
Buenos Aires, and he had been granted the right of succession to Cardinal Quarracino, who was 
ailing and who died the following year. Quarracino had links with a bank, the Banco de Crédito 
Provincial, owned by the Trusso family, who were regarded as pillars of the Church and were 
close friends of the cardinal. Quarracino had been instrumental in securing for the BCP the 
large account of the Argentine military pension fund, the Sociedad Militar Seguro de Vida, and 
in 1997, the latter was asked to make a loan to the archdiocese of Buenos Aires of ten million 
dollars, underwritten by the BCP. The meeting to arrange this contract was held at the offices of 
the archdiocese, but Cardinal Quarracino was too ill to attend; he was represented by his 
general secretary, Monsignor Roberto Toledo. When the moment came to sign the contract, 
Monsignor Toledo took the document out of the room on the pretext of taking it to the cardinal, 
and he shortly brought it back with a signature, which, as later appeared, had in fact been 
forged by Toledo himself. 
 
Monsignor Toledo was an egregious example of the corrupt clergy whose prominence in the 
Church is being highlighted ever more by the pontificate of Pope Francis. He was a homosexual 
and was known to have a male lover, a gym instructor, who served as a channel of the Trussos’ 
financial influence with the archdiocese. Within a few weeks of the conclusion of the loan, but 
for unrelated reasons, the BCP went into bankruptcy; it was revealed to have large debts that it 
could not pay, and the Sociedad Militar’s money, deposited with the bank, was lost. When the 
Sociedad tried to recover its loan of ten million dollars from the archdiocese, Cardinal 
Quarracino denied having ever signed the contract. 
 
The cardinal died shortly afterward, and Archbishop Bergoglio took over as his successor. In his 
biography ‘The Great Reformer’, Austen Ivereigh represents Bergoglio as the man who brought 
financial probity to the finances of the archdiocese of Buenos Aires, but he omits a number of 
details crucial to the case. The first is the way Archbishop Bergoglio handled the Sociedad 
Militar’s claim for the restitution of its ten million dollars. He appointed as the archdiocese’s 
lawyer to manage the case one of the shadiest figures in the Argentine legal system, Roberto 
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Dromi, a man who has been prosecuted for numerous offenses of corruption. The mere 
employment of such a man by Archbishop Bergoglio should be a major cause of scandal. Dromi 
harassed the Sociedad to such an extent over its claim that in the end, the Sociedad was obliged 
to drop it. 
 
The Trusso family were ruined by the collapse of their bank, and some of them claimed that 
they had suffered injustice. In 2002, the journalist Olga Wornat interviewed Francisco Trusso 
and asked him why he did not speak to Bergoglio about the forged signature. He replied: “I 
have asked for an audience, my wife has asked for an audience. My son. My brother. He won’t 
receive us[.] … He escapes, he doesn’t want to hear. It must be because his tail is not too clean. 
He must have signed something”. 
 
Even more significant is Archbishop Bergoglio’s kid-glove handling of Monsignor Toledo. He was 
first sent back to his hometown without any sanctions. In 2005, he was tried for fraud, but no 
sentence was ever passed. This treatment falls into the pattern of Bergoglio’s habitual inaction 
in cases of misdemeanor, but there is a special detail to it: as secretary to Cardinal Quarracino 
back in 1991, Monsignor Toledo was the man responsible for rescuing Father Bergoglio from 
the internal exile to which the Jesuits had consigned him and getting him appointed auxiliary 
bishop of Buenos Aires. Ever since, Bergoglio has been interested in preventing the reputation 
of either Cardinal Quarracino or Monsignor Toledo from being tarnished by the scandals that 
gathered round them. 
 
A macabre postscript to this story emerged in January 2017, when Monsignor Toledo, who had 
been officiating for eighteen years as a parish priest in his hometown, still unpunished, was 
accused of murdering a longtime friend of his and forging his will. We are given a glimpse here 
into the consequences of Bergoglio’s famous clemency, and we begin to get a sense of the 
personalities to whom he owed his rise in the Church and with whom he consorted while in 
office. 
 
2. The Catholic University of Argentina and the IOR 
 
Another incident mentioned in Sire’s book relates to the Catholic University of Argentina, of 
which Bergoglio was chancellor ex officio as archbishop of Buenos Aires. His agent here was 
Pablo Garrido, who was financial manager of the archdiocese and whom Bergoglio also 
appointed financial manager of the university (a post from which he was removed in 2017). The 
university, which had a rich endowment of 200 million dollars, provided Archbishop Bergoglio 
with the financial sinews he needed in his attempts to gain influence in the Vatican, whose 
finances had been left in a disastrous state by the illegal activities of Monsignor Marcinkus and 
his successor, Monsignor de Bonis. 
 
Between 2005 and 2011, some 40 million dollars were transferred from the Catholic University 
of Argentina to the Istituto per le Opere di Religione (the Vatican Bank), in a transaction that 
was supposed to be a deposit but which the IOR has hitherto treated as a donation. (Just this 
year, the reports are that this misappropriation has begun to be remedied, but only partially.) 
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Pablo Garrido was responsible for this transfer, against the protests of members of the 
university who pointed out that the university, as an educational foundation, could not make a 
donation to a foreign bank. Together with the case of the Sociedad Militar Seguro de Vida, this 
is one of the obscure financial episodes in Archbishop Bergoglio’s administration that deserve 
to be studied in depth by a qualified researcher. 
 
3. The episcopal cronies of Bergoglio 
 
Equally revealing is a look at Cardinal Bergoglio’s close associates in the Buenos Aires 
episcopate. The first to consider is Juan Carlos Maccarone, whom Bergoglio made an auxiliary 
bishop at the beginning of his tenure, in 1999. In 2005, Maccarone was dismissed from the 
episcopate by Pope Benedict after he was filmed having sexual relations with a homosexual 
prostitute in the sacristy of his cathedral. Yet Cardinal Bergoglio publicly defended him, 
asserting that the filming was a setup to bring the bishop down because of his left-wing political 
commitment. Maccarone, it is worth noting, declared that everyone was aware of his 
homosexual activities and he had been appointed bishop regardless of them. 
 
Another friend and protégé of Cardinal Bergoglio was Joaquín Mariano Sucunza, whom he 
consecrated auxiliary bishop in 2000 although he knew that Sucunza had been cited in a divorce 
case as the lover of a married woman, whose husband accused him of having destroyed their 
marriage [6]. Bishop Sucunza has continued ever since as auxiliary and was indeed appointed by 
Pope Francis as temporary administrator of the archdiocese in 2013 after Bergoglio’s own 
elevation to the papacy. 
 
4. Protection of sexual abusers 
 
No offense has been more damaging to bishops in recent years than the accusation of not 
having acted with diligence against priests suspected of sexually abusing children. Several 
bishops have had their careers destroyed over this issue, not always in cases of obvious 
culpability. Pope Francis himself proclaimed a “zero tolerance” policy in this area and 
supposedly introduced a new reign of transparency. Yet if we look into it, we find that his own 
past career is studded with episodes deserving fully as much scrutiny as those that have 
brought other prelates down. 
 
The first case to be noticed is that of the priest Rubén Pardo, who was reported to an auxiliary 
bishop of Buenos Aires in 2002 for having invited a fifteen-year-old boy to his house and 
sexually abused him in bed. The mother of the boy had great difficulty in getting the 
ecclesiastical authorities to admit the case; she considered that Cardinal Bergoglio was 
protecting the guilty priest and was indignant at his giving him lodging in a diocesan residence. 
She complained that when she tried to speak to the cardinal at the archiepiscopal residence, 
she was ejected by the security staff. The priest died of AIDS in 2005; in 2013, a Buenos Aires 
court obliged the Catholic Church to pay the family compensation for the harm they had 
suffered. The mother’s opinion on the handling of the case was: “Bergoglio’s commitment is 
just talk.”  
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Another instructive case is that of Father Julio Grassi, who was convicted in 2009 of sexually 
abusing a teenage boy. What surprises in this case is the exceptional efforts the Argentine 
Bishops’ Conference, under the chairmanship of Cardinal Bergoglio, devoted to getting Father 
Grassi cleared, commissioning a document of 2,600 pages for the purpose. It was submitted to 
the judges after Grassi’s conviction but before they had given sentence and was described by 
the attorney Juan Pablo Gallego as “a scandalous instance of lobbying and exerting pressure on 
the Court.” 
 
Let us not deny the importance of defending innocent people against false accusations, but we 
are not left with the impression of a prelate with a “zero tolerance” record against sexual abuse. 
Perhaps more significant is a remark by Cardinal Bergoglio to Rabbi Abraham Skorka, published 
in 2010, a year after Father Grassi’s conviction, that cases of clerical sexual abuse “had never 
arisen” in his diocese.  It is an example of the characteristic habit of Jorge Bergoglio of disposing 
of inconvenient facts by denying their existence. 
 
Another example of this foible is provided by the father of a pupil at the Jesuit school in Buenos 
Aires where Bergoglio had taught as a young man in the 1960s. Forty years later, when 
Bergoglio was cardinal-archbishop, that father was told by his son that the chaplain of the 
school had indecently propositioned him in the confessional. He reported the case to the 
cardinal and was shocked to find that he took no action, the response of Bergoglio that we find 
time and again in the face of misconduct of all kinds. Shortly afterward, the father was 
astonished to hear Cardinal Bergoglio, replying to a question in a meeting of parents of the 
school, declare that the problem of sexual abuse and of homosexual clergy was virtually 
nonexistent in his diocese. 
 
In the light of these facts, the recent revelations about Pope Francis’s complicity in the cover-
ups of sexual abuse in the United States fall easily into place. It is entirely in the character of a 
man who throughout his career had shown complete indifference to accusations of clerical 
corruption when they came to his notice. When we consider his promotions of Bishop 
Maccarone and Bishop Sucunza, it comes as no surprise that he was a friend of Cardinal 
McCarrick, who, in the years before Bergoglio’s election as pope, had already been disciplined 
by Pope Benedict for his widespread molestation of boys and young men but who was 
nevertheless able to play an influential role in Bergoglio’s election. It is also completely in 
character that, on becoming pope, he should have taken as his leading allies, prelates such as 
Cardinal Danneels, who was known to have covered up child abuse in Belgium, and Cardinal 
Wuerl, whose role in the United States proves to have been equally murky. 
 
We come back to the fact that, if the cardinals had had any inkling of the background of 
Cardinal Bergoglio’s Church in Buenos Aires, they would never have voted for him. They might 
not have foreseen Bergoglio’s cavalier attitude to Catholic doctrine, but what they were looking 
for was a man who would tackle the knotty problems, which had defeated Benedict XVI, of 
financial and moral reform in the Vatican and of the widespread plague of clerical sexual abuse. 
If they had been aware of the lack of moral integrity of the clergy with whom Bergoglio had 
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surrounded himself in Buenos Aires, of the financial scandals in his diocese, of his habitual 
inaction in cases of wrongdoing, of his repeated turning away of people who came to him with 
complaints, and of his head-in-the-sand attitude toward criticism, it would have been clear to 
them that this was the last candidate to fit the profile of a reformer. 
 
 Almost daily new scandals and exposures of the homosexual mafia of Pope Francis 
surface in the Italian and European press.  Pope Francis exercises “Silence is Golden!” as a 
substitute for the truth.   
 
 
Pastor Bob 
EvanTeachr@aol.com  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

mailto:EvanTeachr@aol.com


15 
 

 
 
 
   
 
  
 
 
 
 
  
 


