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Preface

A book about a medieval prophecy is necessarily a book of history. The papacy is arguably the most
ancient institution in existence today. While we seek to define the historical context of the matters at
hand, the scope is enormous. Accordingly, we must paint in broad brush strokes and will inevitably
fail to present events with a balance acceptable to all readers. First, we offer the big picture. The
papacy is an outgrowth from the early Christian Church, which sprung up from the events of the first
century centered on Jesus of Nazareth, as recorded in the ancient collection of documents known as
the New Testament. There were certainly some great and godly men associated with Catholicism
over the years, but we believe Rome became a juggernaut intoxicated by its own power. Our
standard of truth is the Bible. Christianity is defined by the New Testament and all claimants to the
title “Christian” are necessarily evaluated by it.

The formation of the New Testament cannon (rule of faith) was more organic that organized
and largely in response to an onslaught of heretical books falsely attributed to the apostles. Scholars
detect that the cannon was in evidence long before it was declared by any magisterial council. For
instance, John Barton used data on the number of times the Early Church fathers quoted the various
books and there is a clear distinction in frequency of usage between the New Testament books and

: 1 - . :
the non-canonical works.[_1 Also Christians adopted the codex instead of the scroll and the earliest
examples predominantly attest to the same twenty-seven New Testament documents being bound

2 . iy :
together.[_1 Hence, the argument that the formation of the cannon was a spiritual work of God by his
providential authentication gains credence over the brute authority of magisterial councils.

Historically, the New Testament is an utterly unique and revolutionary collection of ancient
documents. Unlike other so-called holy books, it explicitly claims divine inspiration: “All scripture
is given by inspiration of God, and is profitable for doctrine, for reproof, for correction, for
instruction in righteousness™ (2 Ti 3:16). While some may wish to debate the intricacies of this, it is
not the purpose of this book to argue that case, rather it is presupposed. Another revolutionary aspect
of the New Testament which is often overlooked is its utterly unique socio-political worldview.
Contrary to every other religious system, the New Testament documents present an inimitable picture
of a composite society. We mean this in the sense that the world is defined as being made up of two
groups of people as to the Gospel: believers and unbelievers. Believers are charged to do the work
of ambassadors entering into hostile territory, peacefully appealing to the unbeliever to be
reconciled to God (2 Corinthians 5:20). This is to be done by humble example and persuasion, never
by threats or coercion. Jesus’ greatest opponents were the religious leaders; you might even think of
them as the popes, bishops, and cardinals of first-century Judaism.

Similarly, the church and state are considered separate and Christians are commanded to live
peacefully even within hostile governments (cf. Rom 13). Consider that, prior to Jesus Christ, this
concept of a composite society was unheard of in all of human experience. In all previous societies,
religion and the state were a unified magisterium. Even in the Old Testament, the church and state
were one as a theocratic and then monarchial system and priesthood. While there was a separation
between the duties and rights of the priest and the king, the Jewish nation was a unified sacral
society. The New Testament discarded the sequestered priesthood for the universal priesthood of the
believer under Jesus Christ. Nowhere are church leaders called “priests.” They are called elders or



overseers and are encouraged by Peter to act, “Neither as being lords over God’s heritage, but being
ensamples to the flock™ (1 Pe 5:3).

Today, Islam is an obvious illustration of a sacral system with its system of sharia law. In
countries like Iran, Saudi Arabia, or Yemen, religious laws are enforced by the state and you risk
your life if you accept the Gospel. Similarly, in China or North Korea, the atheistic state cult will
jail, torture, and execute Christians as political dissidents. In Hinduism, the caste system mandates
your position in society. This is the darkness of non-Christian religions. It also reveals the
distinctiveness of the kingdom instituted by Christ. Jesus announced the “kingdom of God is at hand”
(Mark 1:15), but simultaneously that this kingdom 1s “not of this world” (John 18:36). In addition,
Satan’s temptation of Christ involved a shortcut to possess all the kingdoms of this world which he
rejected (cf. Mat 4:9). Accordingly, we believe that the separation of church and temporal power is
essential to pure Christianity. The New Testament is the only religious book that endorses a
composite society over a sacral society. Accordingly, there has never been a true “Christian nation”
or “Christendom” and there will not be one until Christ returns. We believe this teaching is
vigorously attacked and obfuscated by Satan. It was virtually lost for most of history and it took the
Protestant reformation to begin bringing it back to light.

It is because of that reformation that America is also a composite society in that it advocates
the separation of church and state. This was largely from the plight of Puritans and others who fled
the state-mandated religions of England and Rome. Of course, in America it was originally
conceived to keep churches free from the state more than keeping prayer out of schools and other
such distortions. The original motivation was freedom of religion, not freedom from religion. That
being said, what made America great was its Christian roots and New-Testament worldview. The
Bible teaches us to be model citizens. It extols the virtues of hard work, loving your neighbor (even
your enemies), and paying your taxes. Jesus illustrated the composite worldview perfectly when he
taught, “Render therefore unto Caesar the things which are Caesar’s; and unto God the things that are
God’s” (Mt 22:21). When considering the weight of that teaching, it is important to remember how
utterly opposed to Christ the Roman government was. Even so, believers were taught to live in this
church-state/world dichotomy as His ambassadors. However, there is a very real enemy working
against us and we are in a state of war.

The New Testament also proclaims that “the whole world lieth in wickedness” (1 John 5:19);
even the Roman Catholic translation confirms “the whole world is under the power of the evil one”
(1 Jn 5:19). (Note however, for comparison, the NAB translation: “...is under the power of the evil

one.” .[i] Of course, we are talking about Satan who Jesus referred to as “the prince of this world”
(John 12:31. 14:30). The apostle Paul called him “the ruler of the kingdom of the air” (Ephesians
2:2) and taught that “the god of this world hath blinded the minds of them which believe not, lest the
light of the glorious gospel of Christ, who is the image of God, should shine unto them” (2 Co 4:4).
So the whole evil world system is energized by Satan through a mystery of iniquity which is working
around the clock opposing God (2 Thessalonians 2:7). The “world” system or kosmos is the evil
sphere of influence through which Satan works. Accordingly, the Christian is taught to, “Love not the
world, neither the things that are in the world” (1 John 2:15a). A major thesis of this book is that
much of protestant Christianity as well as the Church of Rome started well, but abandoned the New
Testament bifurcation and has been absorbed into the world system. Accordingly, we are not
attempting to present a balanced picture of institutionalized church history, but rather to provide
evidence for our overarching thesis.



False religion invariably involves some sort of ritualistic system designed to appease the
wrath of, or win the favor of, a deity. In this limited sense, true Christianity is not a religious system
because it does not offer a means for people to approach God. Rather, in Christianity, God
approaches man. Jesus made it clear that God makes the first move when He said, “No man can
come to me, except the Father which hath sent me draw him: and I will raise him up at the last day”
(Jn 6:44). In non-Christian systems, salvation is earned and maintained, but in the New Testament,
grace through faith is offered as the means of salvation. Salvation is accomplished by God, not
humans. Rather than a system, the New Testament presents a Savior and all that is required is faith in
His atoning death and resurrection, the life-changing Gospel. As an example, we offer the
introduction to Paul’s letter to the Galatians:

Paul, an apostle, (not of men, neither by man, but by Jesus Christ, and God the Father, who
raised him from the dead;) And all the brethren which are with me, unto the churches of Galatia:
Grace be to you and peace from God the Father, and from our Lord Jesus Christ, Who gave
himself for our sins, that he might deliver us from this present evil world, according to the will
of God and our Father: To whom be glory for ever and ever. Amen. (Galatians 1:1-5)

This brief passage contains seven essentials of Christian faith: 1) God as Father (v.1); 2) Jesus
as Lord (vv.1, 3); 3) the resurrection (v. 1); 4) Grace from God the Father (v. 3); 5) Jesus uniquely
gave Himself for our sins to deliver us from evil (v. 4); 6) Jesus’ death was the Father’s will (v. 4);
7) God alone is worthy of glory (v. 5). It follows that any system which deviates from these
essentials is no longer Christian. In the interest of transparency, we also affirm the five theological
distinctives of the reformers: 1) Sola scriptura (“by Scripture alone™); 2) Sola fide (“by faith
alone”); 3) Sola gratia (“by grace alone”); 4) Solus Christus (“through Christ alone”); and 5) Soli
Deo gloria (“glory to God alone™). We offer this upfront as later argumentation is based on this
presupposed foundation. Our hope is that the reader will leave religious rites and rituals behind to
embrace the historic faith of the New Testament.

We believe God created humans in his image and likeness to live in relationship with Himself
in community. Relationship entails connection and communication. Although this is how it began in
the garden, the biblical record is clear that by rebellion man fell and compromised that relationship
(Gen 3 ft.). In due course, God incarnated as a man in Christ to definitively provide the means of
restoration for mankind. Jesus also came to bring meaning and purpose and to model the value
system of heaven for us. Because of his redemptive sacrifice, God indwells believers by the Holy
Spirit in intimate relationship. God makes His appeal to fallen men through redeemed believers by
the power of the Holy Spirit. Believers are his ambassadors (2 Cor. 5:20) and the Spirit draws the
unbeliever (Jn. 6:44). Only by justification and sanctification can man be restored to a right
relationship with God. The ticket to the Kingdom is through the elegant simplicity of the Gospel:



That if thou shalt confess with thy mouth the Lord Jesus, and shalt believe in thine heart that
God hath raised him from the dead, thou shalt be saved. For with the heart man believeth unto
righteousness; and with the mouth confession is made unto salvation. (Romans 10:9-10)

We want to extend this invitation to everyone including Roman Catholics. Accordingly, a few
caveats are in order.

First, this book does not argue that all Roman Catholics are un-Christian. We affirm that
Catholic Christians have accomplished some great things for God’s Kingdom. However, we do
believe certain dogma by Catholic, mainline protestant, and some evangelical churches represents a
formidable stumbling block to the authentic Gospel. Thus, our intention is not to “Catholic bash” in a
book about the Final Pope, but to sound a dire warning to all.

Second, we are not arguing exactly as the reformers, that the papacy is necessarily the
Antichrist. Even so, we will demonstrate conclusively that up until a century ago, it was a definitive
doctrine which has been quietly swept under the rug of history. We find the revisionism to be
suspicious. Although we believe that there is substantial warrant for the classic protestant position,
important qualifications and refinements are suggested herein.

Third, we are not setting dates for the tribulation or return of Christ. Let us phrase it more
emphatically lest someone misunderstand: We do not claim to know when the Lord will return.
Nevertheless, we are eager to discuss a remarkable conflation of prophecies, interpretations, and
signs, principally the Prophecy of the Popes which is very near its end. The dates discussed are the
product of research into the beliefs of various Christian and Catholic expositors. We make no claims
to definite dates. Fourth, the Prophecy of the Popes has a somewhat dubious origin and the Vatican
has a demonstrable track record of forgery and revisionist history. Even so, we are presenting a
critical analysis which reveals remarkable chance defying evidence to support the prophecy of
popes’ accuracy. Our service to the reader is primarily one of “watchmen on the wall” (Ezekiel
3:17). We have simply investigated and followed the evidence where it led. This book is our
submission of that research for your consideration.






Introduction: Timing is Everything

Things move at a glacial pace, until the time comes...

Author and publisher Tom Horn has repeatedly revealed a wonderful talent for discerning
events that are ripe for disclosure. In combination with the scholarly research talents of Cris Putnam,
they are now bringing a major development into the light of day. Working behind the scenes in a
world characterized by swirling currents of challenging information, they have discovered that
certain obscure documents now have a startling pertinence.

From these, they have distilled a clear stream of scholarship. A dark prophecy has now been
illuminated as a real and present event on the verge of springing into reality. A great unveiling seems
near.

As Solomon said in Ecclesiastes 3:1, “To every thing there is a season, and a time to every
purpose under the heaven.”

In the pages of this book, you will be challenged by the assertion that the timing of a long-
awaited event is about to crystallize before the unbelieving eyes of the world.

Something of gigantic proportion is shifting in the landscape. Institutions worldwide are
discovering that their foundations are turning to sand. Everything is changing. There is a mad
scramble for ascendancy.

One of those organizations, the world’s oldest continuing bureaucracy, the Roman Catholic
Church, has reached a critical point...a crucial turn...that many among its ranks have quietly
whispered about for centuries. The predicted time has arrived. Soon, as you read, you will find
answers that have lain dormant for centuries.

By careful design, the Vatican stands as a monument to timelessness. Its theology nurtures
thoughts of ushering in a Golden Age, in which the pontiff reigning in the end times welcomes Christ
at His Second Coming and hands Him the keys to the Kingdom. Until that precise moment arrives, the
Catholic hierarchy is obsessed with maintaining the status quo. It envisions itself as the guardian of
the coming Millennium, and plans to be at the center of Christ’s earthly reign from the rebuilt Royal
City and the Third Temple.

It takes the role of this guardianship quite seriously, regarding the world outside as its enemy,
the devil. It sees itself as the pure, strong preserver of the faith. Its traditions, though often self-
generated and recent in origin, are deemed rock-solid. It has built what is perhaps the world’s most
convoluted, jurisdictional and bureaucratic barrier.

Its procession of popes, cardinals, and multileveled administrators extends back into the mists
of the Dark Ages. Carefully, oh so carefully, it feels its way along as the centuries pass. Taught by
the dramatic procession of passing eras, wars long and short, and delicate negotiations with the royal
houses of Europe, its reflexes are finely tuned. It has perfected the art of camouflage, appearing as
one thing while acting as another.

At the surface, it is a church with hundreds of traditions and beliefs. It is a teaching system
with a global network of schools. Beneath that surface, it has a long history of manipulating power in
ways that will accrue to its benefit.



Visually, the Vatican stands as an impassable monument to the religion of the Western world.
Its labyrinthine archives are unequalled in historical scope. They are concealed beneath the layers of
history...over a millennium and a half of history! Its libraries and laboratories are a maze of careful
indexing and subterranean secrecy. It even maintains its own observatory, from which its directors
issue occasional tantalizing announcements concerning the possibility that alien societies may soon
visit Earth!

Viewed from the outside, the Vatican is implacable, inscrutable, and impenetrable. Those
external to the faith see what the “Mother Church” wants them to see, and only that.

But on the inside, there are those who know. Institutionally, it is the originator of classified
documentation, having invented the system that is known in our current parlance as “above top
secret.” The place is an amalgamation of vaults, rooms within rooms, and arcane traditions, stolid
and self-righteous. It is the vision of quiet composure.

One is allowed to view its inner secrets only on a “need to know” basis. It is well known that
the spoils of many wars are stored in its lower levels. They occupy many sites and secret locations,
going back to the days of Vespasian’s siege of Jerusalem, and the sacking of the Jewish Temple by
his son Titus.

Near Capitoline Hill, and the Holy See of Vatican City, the Arch of Titus stands to this day as
a memorial to the looting of Jerusalem in AD 70. Among other plundered items, it depicts the
Temple Menorah in a triumphal parade through the streets of Rome. Illustrative of the Vatican’s
penchant for concealment is the following episode:

In 1996, during the tenure of Pope John Paul II, Shimon Shetreet, Israel’s Minister of Religious
Affairs drafted an official state letter, which was hand-delivered to the papal offices. In it, he
asserted that he had uncovered clues in recent research from the University of Florence. He said that
certain ancient documents had revealed that the Menorah and other valuable Temple artifacts were
carefully and clandestinely stored in pristine condition, within the Vatican’s underground vaults.

The mind reels in the attempt to imagine what might be in long-term Vatican storage. It’s a
certainty that there are scrolls from the first century, lying in nitrogen atmospheres where the
temperature never varies by more than a fraction of a degree. Or, might there be cloth samples from
robes once worn by the disciples? Paintings from the first century? Captured Hebrew scrolls that
resided in Herod’s Temple? Original New-Testament manuscripts?

Its traditions are deep and complex, often verging into breathtaking mystery, punctuated by
deceptive “leaks” that point in the wrong direction. Recent motion pictures have publicized the dark
and secret nature of this ancient institution. The Da Vinci Code and Angels & Demons have placed a
strong suggestion in the public consciousness. Something is about to be exposed!

As self-protective as the Vatican can be, it somehow never dampened the ancient twelfth-
century prophecy of St. Malachy that spoke of a great evil that would spring forth one day from the
Papal Throne—the final pope would appear, and with him, the events of the last days.

The book you are about to read exists to throw a brighter light upon the famous prediction,
along with captivating new information that makes sense in a chaotic world.

The future has arrived in a coalescing whirlwind of events which reveal a global background
that seems aligned for the appearance of the prophesied pope. His mysterious figure appears on the



brink of leaping full-blown into the modern world. When he does, he will be totally aware of the

astonishing disclosures that are about to be laid wide open to the dumbfounded eyes of a naive and
deluded world.

Secrets from the vaults of history are about to erupt into a flood that flows through the streets
of the world. Is this man of fundamental and solemn significance rising, even as the world is falling
into moral, spiritual, and financial disorder? Some have called him “Peter, the Roman.”

Who is he, really? Read on and discover his secret. His time seems to have arrived, and timing
is everything.

—GQGary Stearman

Prophecy in the News






SECTION ONE: PROPHECY AT OUR DOORSTEP






Chapter One:

A Vision on Janiculum Hill

Malachy’s head was spinning; he was short of breath, gasping, and a cold chill flushed his face. He
wondered: was he about to meet the Lord or was he having another sorcerous vision?

He wanted rest. Bernard, oh where is Bernard? Then he remembered, confusion...so much
confusion over the papacy. The words came fast and furious again. Phrases in liturgical Latin danced
in his mind. Had the devil taken the papacy? Schismaticus, popes and antipopes, power-mad,
political posturing in the house of God. The prophecies of the popes writhed in his feverish
conscience; the dragon...oh no the dragon, Draco depreus and then Anguinus uir was this to be a
serpentine pope? Just last year, on the twenty-fifth of January, 1138, the antipope Anacletus had
died, finally allowing the appointed Innocent II to ascend the Holy See. When the conspiring
Cardinals had launched their coup, the opposed Innocent II fled Rome under his given name,
Gregorio Papareschi, finding refuge with dear Bernard at the abbey. It was just this year Pope
Innocent had reclaimed the Holy See prompting this pilgrimage from Ireland to Rome.

The fatigue began to fade and Malachy recalled what led him here to Janiculum Hill on this
day. After his arduous journey from Ireland to Rome, only a brief respite at the Clairvaux Abbey in
the Vallée d’Absinthe had given him hope. Yet, despite his fondness for Bernard, the bitterness of
wormwood had infected his soul. He had requested permission from his holiness to end his days
with his loyal friend Bernard in retreat at the abbey. Unfortunately, the Pontiff had only increased his
responsibilities, making him Papal Legate for all of Ireland. But Malachy was weary of it all—so
very tired. What was driving the Pope so hard? Had not Christ admonished His disciples, “but
whosoever will be great among you, let him be your minister?” (Matthew 20:26 KJV).The beast was
coming one day and Malachy knew it... Bellua inatiabilis. It was then that he knew the popes had
taken the unspeakable bargain and there was no taking it back. After the fullness of time, Petrus
Romanus would mark the end of Mysterium Babylon magna.




The Man Who Foresaw the Final Pope?

In the modest settlement of Armagh, in the beautiful, sweeping, emerald lands of Northern Ireland, in
the year 1094, a nobleman and chief by the name of Lector Ua Morgair and his well-cultured wife
celebrated the dawning of new life in their son, Méael Méaedoc Ua Morgair. Neither of them could
have known how the tiny boy they had just delivered would become a central figure in End-Times
prophecy.

Little Mael Maedoc Ua Morgair (anglicized to the more modern “Malachy”) lived his early,
boyish days skipping amidst the comfortable sounds and familiar, candlelit ambiance of the Armagh
Cathedral. He remained educated under the personal tutelage of his learned father, Lector of Armagh,
until the fateful day of Lector’s death in the year 1102. Malachy and his brother and sister were then
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raised by his mother alone, a woman who had been described as “A dutiful, Christian woman’
St. Bernard de Clairvaux.

As the years progressed, Malachy continued his studies under the mentorship of Imar (also
spelled “Imhar”) O’Haglan: a man who focused his teachings on renouncing earthly pleasures to
preserve the eternal soul. Following in O’Haglan’s ascetical footsteps, Malachy showed astute
perception within the walls of the cathedral and the shabby cell beneath where O’Haglan spent his
days like a hermit. Despite the protests of his sister and school acquaintances when self-flagellation,
penance, and other religious practices grew to be ultimately more important than becoming an
inspired professor like his father before him, Malachy continued searching for opportunities to
express his passion for the Church and the life he believed he was chosen to lead. Drawing everyday
nearer to the effects of O’Haglan’s authority and vision, Malachy soon introduced Gregorian chants
into his regime, and a zeal for Church reform.

By the age of twenty-two, the archbishop Cellach of Armagh (also spelled “Ceollach” and
“Celsus”), a good acquaintance to O’Haglan, found such promise and exception in the young man that
he put aside canonical law and ordained the youth as a deacon three years prior to custom. In 1119,
he declared Malachy vicar-general and entrusted him with the duty of reforming the diocese while he
was away. The changes observed in the diocese were immediate and extraordinary. Malachy’s
sermons of penance ignited a passion in the common people and stirred the laity to respect canonical
rules of the Church.

Eventually Malachy headed to Lismore to revise and sharpen his knowledge of the canon
under the teaching and advice of well-known scholar Bishop Malchus. (St. Bernard writes that

Bishop Malchus was “an old man, full of days and virtues, and the wisdom of God was in hirn.”[il
He goes on to further explain that the bishop was later acknowledged as performing two miracles,
one wherein he healed a young boy of a mental disorder who later became his porter, and another
wherein “when the saint put his fingers into his ears on either side he perceived that two things like

: : [6] o : : :
little pigs came out of them.”™ ~ These distinctions of Bishop Malchus’ reputation are of importance
to St. Bernard, “that it may be known to all what sort of preceptor Malachy had in the knowledge of

: 7 : : :
holy thmgs.”[_1 Needless to say, Malachy worked and studied with associates whose names
circulated within the Church as significant.)

Though his trip to Lismore was meant for a time of quiet learning, Malachy was not idle there,



taking opportunities to speak out on current affairs within the Church that concerned him, and was
often sent by Malchus himself “to preach the word of God to the people and to correct many evil
practices which had developed over the years. He achieved notable success. To reform the clergy he
instituted regulations concerning celibacy and other ecclesiastical discipline, and reinstituted the
recitation of the canonical hours. Most importantly, he gave back the sacraments to the common
people, sending good priests among them to instruct the ignorant. He returned to Armagh in

1123.”[il

This same year, Malachy was appointed Abbot of Bangor where he assisted in helping rebuild
the abbey and establish a seminary. More importantly, from this time forward, a series of miracles
and the gift of prophecy were attributed to him. One notable prophecy, especially hard to chalk up to
pure coincidence, finds fulfillment in the twentieth century:

Ireland will suffer English oppression for a week of centuries [700 years], but will
preserve her fidelity to God and His Church. At the end of that time she will be delivered, and
the English in turn must suffer severe chastisement. Ireland, however, will be instrumental in
bringing back the English to the unity of Faith.

Complete Anglo-Norman domination of Ireland was achieved a century after Malachy’s
prediction. Independence for the southern part of Ireland came 700 years later in the early 20
century. If this utterance is not apocryphal, then it predates the schism between the Church of
England and the Catholic faith by four centuries and implies that Anglicanism will falter

91

sometime in our near future when the final pope finishes his reign.

Yet, Yves DuPont argues this began in the twelfth century and ended after WW2. He says,
“The liberation has come in stages: World War I, independence within the British Empire; World

: . : 10
War I, complete independence. Thus, Ireland was under British rule for seven centulrles.”[_1
However, it just as likely applies to the rampant secularism in England ultimately being conquered
by Christianity.

At thirty years of age, Malachy became Bishop Malachy of Down and Connor. John Hogue
says of Malachy’s new position: “The bishopric was considered one of Ireland’s blackest holes for
the faith. Malachy would face a moratorium on church tithes, a shortage of priests and an even
greater shortage of celibate clerics; he would wince at the improvised performances of the
sacraments based on the rejection of canon law in favor of native and often semi-pagan Irish

: 11
r1tuals.”[_1
Never before had Malachy seen such lax cohesion to the laws of God within the walls of the
Church. Discipline, offering, tithing, giving of the first-fruits, and going to confession were things of
the past; marriages were made illegally. Christians behaved like pagans. “Never had he found men
so shameless in regard of morals, so dead in regard of rites, so impious in regard of faith, so



. : L : : 12
barbarous in regard of laws, so stubborn in regard of discipline, so unclean in regard of 11fe.”[_1

. o | :
Nevertheless, believing that he was a “shepherd and not a hlrehng,”[_31 Malachy fought the issues
head-on and in his enthusiasm, discovered followers who were willing to flock to his side to
reestablish devotion to the rituals.

About this time according to legend, Malachy had a dream in which a woman appeared to him
and revealed her identity as Archbishop Cellach’s wife. She handed Mallachy a pastoral staff, and
then disappeared. He shared this with those in his company and it was esteemed important because
for approximately fifteen generations by this time in Armagh, people high up in both secular politics
and the Church had maintained office within family hierarchies. As a result, it was normal to
nominate a successor to the seat of the archbishop by heritage instead of Church works. Archbishop
Cellach, however, impressed by Malachy’s ministry, rejected the expectations of his family in this
regard. Hoping that Malachy could bring new life and hope to the Church, and wanting to put a stop
to hereditary succession of the office, Cellach charged those under him with the task of spreading
word that Malachy would be given his seat as Archbishop of Armagh. When the word reached
Malachy, it came as no surprise after the dream he’d had, and just days after Cellach passed away,
Malachy received Cellach’s staff (the one from his dream), and a letter confirming the news of his
latest promotion.

Cellach’s family was outraged. Feeling usurped by his decision to appoint someone outside
the family as archbishop, tension rose between them and Malachy. Cellach’s cousin, Murtagh (also
spelled “ Murtough™ and “Muirchetrach”), fancied himself worthy of the role, and his family stood
behind him in his campaign to become archbishop, ready even to use force to claim the position if
necessary. The people of the Church fell in support of Malachy, equally ready for the hereditary
succession of the office to end.

Three years passed while Malachy remained at the monastery, not refusing the archbishopric
but unwilling to participate in a war between Murtagh and the Church. The papal legate eventually
became revolted enough by Murtagh’s tyranny that the Church ordered Malachy, by threat of
impending excommunication, to take his position. Malachy conceded and in response to the order,
accepted his bishopric from a distance to avoid the mayhem of political/religious war. He made a
deal with the legate that if the Church was ever fully restored to freedom in matters of succession, in
return he wanted a leave from leadership so that he might find time to be alone in his studies and
away from obligatory office. Remaining safely just outside the city, he maintained governance as the
acknowledged Archbishop of Armagh, without immediately taking possession of his See.

When Murtagh passed away in 1134, he revealed that Niall, Cellach’s brother, would be his
successor. During this time, the people generally believed that anyone in possession of the crosier of
St. Patrick (the Bachal Isu, or “Staff of Jesus™) and the Book of Gospels (or Holy Book) was the true
archbishop. In lieu of this, Niall saw and seized his opportunity to appear the legitimate and rightful
archbishop by stealing these two artifacts from the cathedral of Armagh. Although history is cloudy
when it comes to the issue of retrieving the stolen artifacts from Niall (most records point to a small
war between the two sides, which was rumored to be brought to an end by diplomacy from Malachy,
followed by his purchasing the artifacts back from Niall), Malachy did eventually get them back and
take his place as primate in the cathedral city of Armagh. “In 1138, having broken the tradition of
hereditary succession, rescued Armagh from oppression, restored ecclesiastical discipline, re-
established Christian morals, and seeing all things tranquil, Malachy resigned his post as originally



[14] . .. : : :
agreed.” Malachy retired to Bangor to live in rest for a time, among the camaraderie of his
fellow monks, but with few demands on his schedule or solitary study.

Eventually Malachy felt the need to gain meeting with Pope Innocent II in Rome to officially
recognize the archbishops (and the Sees) of Armagh and Cashel with a pallium, an official woolen
cloak of authority, for each to signify the bishopric jurisdiction over the ecclesiastical provinces and
to gain favor and blessing from the papal for the developments within the Church. In 1139, he
gathered a few travelling companions and pack animals and headed to Rome through Scotland,
England, and France. It was during his travels that he arrived at the Cisterian Abbey of Clairvaux,
where he met the future-saint Bernard (who would later be his central biographer). Resting there for
a short time, Malachy became enchanted with the Abbey and made a very close friendship with its
abbot. Abbot Bernard was unusual in his approach to ministry. He maintained fitness of the body by
practicing martial arts and kept those in his presence ready at all times to be counted upon for
defending the Church at all costs. He proved to be such a wellspring of religious passion for
Malachy that when the time came for him to leave the abbey and continue his pilgrimage to Rome,
Malachy made a secret plan to ask for retirement in the seclusion of Clairvaux.

Sixteen months after the journey began Malachy finally arrived in Rome, his heart and mind
lifted and hopeful. Quickly, he was brought to Pope Innocent Il for official audience. Innocent
approved Malachy’s request for the pallia but with strict conditions: Malachy would take on new
responsibilities. He was now the Papal Legate of Ireland with all of its ensuing political intricacies.
This was not what he had wanted; he so desperately desired the peace and serenity of the Abbey. It
was upon leaving the seven-hilled city so frustrated, framed by the breathtaking Western view from
Janiculum Hill that it came upon him. Because of the impiety of the popes, Rome would burn.

As the legend goes, Malachy experienced what is today considered a famous vision commonly
called “The Prophecy of the Popes.” The prophecy is a list of Latin verses predicting each of the
Roman Catholic popes from Pope Celestine II to the final pope, “Peter the Roman,” whose reign
would end in the destruction of Rome. According to this ancient prophecy, the very next pope
(following Benedict XVI) will be the final pontiff, Petrus Romanus or Peter the Roman.

The final segment of the prophecy reads:

In persecutione extrema S. R. E. sedebit Petrus Romanus, qui pascet oves in multis
tribulationibus: quibus transactis civitas septicollis deruetur et judex tremendus judicabit

[15]

populum. Finis.

Which is rendered:



In the extreme persecution of the Holy Roman Church, there will sit Peter the Roman, who
will nourish the sheep in many tribulations; when they are finished, the City of Seven Hills will

be destroyed, and the dreadful judge will judge his people. The End.[&1



The Good News and the Bad News

After studying the history of the Prophecy of the Popes and the surrounding scholarly literature, we
have some good news and some bad news. What’s that? You want the bad news first? Sure, no
problem, let’s get this unpleasantness out of the way.

The bad news is that part of the prophecy may be a forgery which was fabricated in the late
sixteenth century. We say forgery meaning that over half of the prophecies, the first seventy or so
predictions, could be vaticinia ex eventu (prophecy from the event). It seems likely that someone
irrevocably altered the original medieval document and the original is either hidden away or lost to
history. According to Vatican insiders, there is ample evidence that the original twelfth-century
manuscript was discovered in 1556 by a Vatican librarian. Even so, the first known publication of
the “Malachy Prophecy of the Popes” was in Arnold de Wion’s massive eighteen-hundred-page
volume entitled Lignum Vitae (Tree of Life), which was published in 1595. That text will be
presented and examined below. Even though we have good reason to believe a much older document
is still visible, we must accept that the earliest instance of the prophecy surfaced nearly four hundred
years after its alleged origin in 1139. Despite the legend which pleads it was locked away in a
musty Vatican vault those four hundred years, the skeptics still have valid points. Even so, it very
well could be the work of Saint Malachy coarsely corrupted by a forger. Of course, this would fall
neatly in line with the Roman Catholic practice demonstrated by the Donation of Constantine and
Pseudo—Isidorian Decretals. Alternatively, some have suggested it was partially the work of
Nostradamus cleverly disguised to protect his identity. While the identity of the actual prophet
remains unclear, the author was a prophet whether he knew or not.

The exciting news is that the Prophecy of the Popes, although tainted, is still a genuine
prophecy. Despite the superficial insincerity detectable in the first section of “prophecies,” the post
publication predictions show astonishing fulfillments. We have no critical analysis to explain away
the sometimes jaw-dropping, post-1595 fulfillments. Indeed, we are currently at 111 out of 112 and
believers argue they seem to have increased in precision over time. However, we shall deal with the
bad news first. As we shall demonstrate, the Vatican’s penchant for propaganda is undisputed in the
record of history. In Rome’s tradition of the altering of ancient documents for political expediency,
the Prophecy of the Popes was allegedly used as propaganda for Cardinal Girolamo Simoncelli’s
papal ambitions. Nevertheless, if it happened, it was a ploy which did not work as Simoncelli lost to
Gregory XIV, Innocent IX, and Clement VIII. While textual evidence for this conspiracy is provided,
we suggest the reader remain objective and patient in lieu of the more astounding findings.

In recent history, the most popular and exhaustive handling of the Prophecy of the Popes is
arguably the book, The Last Pope, by author and self-proclaimed “prophet” John Hogue. Hogue is a
regular guest on the Coast to Coast radio show with a pretty impressive bio, and we have availed
ourselves of his scholarship. While his own predictions do not typically fare so well, he is a well-
respected figure in Nostradamus studies. Hogue has done some interesting work on the Malachy
prophecy, but we promise that you have yet to learn the greatest parts of the untold story. For
instance, in his 2000 best seller, Hogue laments that one of the oldest sources concerning the



Malachy prophecy, an extremely rare Italian work, was forever lost to history: “There was once a
work entitled La Profezia de’Sommi Pontefici Romani published in Ferrara in 1794 by an
anonymous author. It claimed to trace back to the original paper trail to the time before Wion and
Ciaconnius discovered St. Malachy’s original manuscript. Unfortunately the last copy of Profezia
was destroyed when the convent at Rimini, where it was preserved, was ransacked and shut down
by French revolutionary forces in 1797. If it had survived we might have objective evidence

supporting Ciacconius’ or Wion’s role as recorders rather than presumed forgers.”[i1

Marauding French revolutionaries aside, we have news for John Hogue and anyone who is
fascinated by the prophecy. We found the remaining copy of the “Lost Book” and negotiated it
through Yale University. It reveals that Hogue confused the data. While La Profezia did not burn up
at Rimini, it does claim there was an ancient manuscript at a monastery there. Specifically, it
mentions “a manuscript which could be dated earlier than the sixteenth century in the possession of

: i : :
the Olivetan monks at R1rr11n1.”[_81 The 1794 “lost” book has yielded other game-changing
revelations as well, which we will discuss later.

Historically, the Prophecy of the Popes has enjoyed mixed acceptance. Four hundred years
ago, with so many more popes to go, it was a mere novelty. However, as time runs short, the forecast
understandably becomes more urgent and the criticism more caustic. Beginning in the nineteenth
century, the Jesuits, save one, have been outspokenly critical. As a result, the most recent edition of



the Catholic Encyclopedia suggests that the prophecy is a late sixteenth century forgery, while the
older 1911 edition allows, “it is not conclusive if we adopt Cucherat’s theory that they were hidden

in the Archives during those four hundred years.”[ﬁ1 This refers to the nineteenth-century author,
Abb¢ Cucherat, who is one of the few who argued for the authenticity of the prophecy in his book,
Revue du monde catholique, published in 1871. Even so, scholars have reason to believe that the
prophecy was not actually hidden for four hundred years because similar manuscripts like the
Vaticinia de summis pontificibus, dated as early as 1280, appear to be modeled on the Malachy
prophecy. Still, most critical scholars point out that Malachy’s biographer and dear friend, St.

Bernard, makes no mention of the papal prophecy in Life of St. Malachy of Armagh.[ﬂ1 This
argument from silence is ubiquitous in the literature. Most academic sources are also not very
charitable. The Oxford Dictionary of the Christian Church bluntly states, “The so-called
Prophecies of Malachy, which are contained in a document apparently composed in 1590, have no

connection with St. Malachy except their erroneous attribution to hirn.”[A1 The majority of Jesuit
scholarship presents a united front. The first to call the Malachy prophecy a forgery was Claude
Francois Menestrier (1631-1705), whose Réfutation des Prophéties, faussement attribuée a Saint
Malachie sur [’élection des papes became the dominant Jesuit party line claiming a 1590
conspiracy by a certain Cardinal within the papal conclave. Following suit, M.J. O’Brien’s An
Historical and Critical Account of the So-Called Prophecy of St. Malachy Regarding the
Succession of Popes is a thorough attempt at debunking. Herbert Thurston, another Jesuit, was a
prolific late nineteenth-century critic. He argues that “not one scrap of evidence has ever been
adduced to show that St. Malachy’s prophecy about the Popes had been quoted, or even heard of,
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before it was published by Wion in 1595 .”[_1 This is not actually the case as the esteemed Catholic
scholar, John Lupia, claims that Vatican librarian, Onofrio Panvinio, “in 1556 began to correct and
revise the Vatican Library catalog [and] rediscovered the 12" century manuscript written by St.

Malachy and appears to be the first to publish on his prophecies in 1557 .”[Al In addition to several
oblique references, we will discuss another possible reference to the prophecy published by
Nicholas Sanders in 1571. Most scholars bifurcate the list of 112 Latin phrases at number seventy-
six, due to the circumstances surrounding its publication. Even so, because we have discovered
ample evidence dating the manuscript’s circulation to at least 1570, we will divide the list there. In
so doing, two layers of context are established in the prophecy. This approach is adapted from
biblical scholarship.

Exegesis in biblical studies is always an attempt to derive the original author’s intention for
his original reader and that is the methodology undertaken here. For instance, when scholars study
the New Testament Gospels, they take into account layers of context. There is the context in which
Jesus is interacting in the original historical setting and then there is a layer of context in which the
author of the Gospel is presenting his account to a later audience. Careful study reveals that each
evangelist author, Matthew, Mark, Luke, and John, frames the events of Jesus’ life in unique ways for
their own theological and evangelistic purposes. The underlying context of Jesus can be assimilated
by studying first-century Judaism in Israel. We study the Pharisees to understand Jesus’ criticism of
their traditions. In the same way, the upper level, the author’s context, can be discerned by how he
presents Jesus. Still, the order in which a certain account is presented in a Gospel is often unique.
This requires the careful student to “think vertically” for potential significance.

You might ask, “Is the author making a statement by where he places this parable?” The



context of the evangelist author speaks to why and how he selected, arranged, and adapted the
historical material about Jesus. Additionally, the scholar must “think horizontally” meaning to read

each pericope with awareness of the parallels in other Gospels.[ﬁ1 While each of the four accounts
preserves actual historical data, they are not always chronologically identical because of the
secondary layer of context pertaining to the unique purpose of Mark, Matthew, Luke, and John. This
methodology unveils new insights into the Prophecy of the Popes as well.

At first glance, there appear to be at least two levels of historical context, that of the original
author and then that of the publisher. We will examine the possibility of even deeper contextual
layers in the next chapter but for now we might accept the Malachy legend or perhaps a
pseudepigrapher as the lower contextual level. To determine the upper level, the context of the
publisher/commentator, we discover that is has been suggested that a papal emissary, Nicholas
Sanders (1530-1581), may have made reference to an original Celtic version of the prophecy to

: : : 2 . :
Rome during the reign of Pope Pius V (1566—72).[_51 While he may have obliquely referred to the

prophecy in a book published in 1571, it has also been suggested that the first publication showing
the influence of the Malachy prophecy was by Panvinio in his Epitome Romanorum pontificum
(Venice, 1557). The second-earliest mention is said to be by Girolamo Muzio in his 1570 work, /]

[26] : : : :
Choro Pontificale. There is also record that a specific mention of the prophecy was in a
handwritten account by Don Alphonsus Ciacconus, a Spanish Dominican scholar in Rome, in the

year 1590.[ﬂ1 At that time, Ciacconus was a recognized expert on ancient Greco-Roman
paleography and ancient manuscripts, as well as the history of the papacy. Apparently the publisher,
Dom Wion, had received the text from someone and turned to Ciacconus for his opinion. Ciacconus
ostensibly authenticated the manuscript. We cannot know exactly when it was altered but the textual
and circumstantial evidence points to the original manuscript being tampered with by 1570-1590 to
promote a particular papabile (some argue). In the meantime (1570-1595), it circulated
surreptitiously amongst the Cardinals creating quite a stir. Wion published it with the previous popes
named and interpretations of the fulfillments added in 1595.

Thus, we have discerned two layers of context:

o Lower level of historical context: An original document possibly by St. Malachy or a
pseudepigrapher circa 1139 —1571.

o Upper level of historical context: Alterations imposed and interpretations added circa
1571-1595.

In examining the scans of the original 1595 Latin text, even with no comprehension of Latin,
one can note that explanations of the mottos with papal names cease at the time of publication. Wion
claimed that Ciacconus was responsible for the interpretations but this has been called into serious
question by O’Brien, who suggests it was someone else who simply copied from Onuphrius
Panvinius’ short history of the Popes, Epitome Romanorum Pontijicum usque ad Paulum 1V,
printed in Venice in 1557. He bases this on the case that the interpretations presented by Wion match
Panvinius’ work but disagree with Ciacconus’ own book about the popes, Viltae et res Gesltae



Romanorum Ponlificum el Cardinalium, printed in 1601. While Ciacconius’ work resembles
Panvinius’, it disagrees in important areas that Ciacconius made explicit. O’Brien ponders this
issue: “Now, if Ciacconius was the interpreter of the prophecies, as Wion asserts, Ciacconius must
be pitching into himself, for we find reproduced in Wion’s book the errors of which he complains.
Who then is the interpreter? Is it Panvinius? Or may not the prophecy as well as the explanation have
come from the same hand? May not Wion have been merely duped (which could have been easily
done considering his character); and may he not in good faith have given the prophecy as that of the

28 . : : .
great St. Malachy.”[_1 John N. Lupia, a well-credentialed contemporary scholar, believes it was
vice versa, that Panvinius actually altered his book based on the prophecy. He writes, “In 1557
Panvinio published a history of the pontiffs from the origins to Paul IV (1555—-1559). In it he makes

corrections and additions based on the Prophecies of St. Malachy.”[ﬁ1 Whoever Wion’s interpreter
was, the last comment in Lignum Vitae referred to Urban VII who died in 1590 and the last papal
name listed was Clement VIII who took office in 1592 just prior to the prophecy’s 1595 publication.
In reading the Latin text, underneath “Crux Romulea...Clemens VIII,” the last page simply lists the
remaining mottos in three columns ending with the famous apocalyptic stanza centered on Petrus
Romanus and the destruction of Mystery Babylon headquartered on Vatican Hill in the seven-hilled

city.

Here is the original 1595 Latin text from Lignum Vitae:

S.MALACHIAS, Iimrnili,ﬂ'ﬂun-\c!u:.ﬂ-cucnrcn!u, & Archi=
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& Duncafifede contentusin ca ad finem uique uice permanfic.
Obiicanno 1148.die 2. Novembris. 5. Bermardus in cius wita .
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Eenus nidi, prerer quandam propheriam de Summis Ponaficibus,
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Enfis Laureorii Gregonius .viip gud.s. Laurentiiin Luci-
VvV a NA,C0-

The second paragraph above reads: “Three Epistles of St. Bernard addressed to St. Malachy
are still extant (viz., 313, 316, and 317). Malachy himself is reported to have been the author of
some little tractates, none of which I have seen up to the present time, except a certain prophecy of
his concerning the Sovereign Pontiffs. This, as it is short, and so far as we know, has never before
been printed, is inserted here, seeing that many people have asked for it.”
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pania, Parriarcha Hierufalem.
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) nicus,& thefaorarius §.Martini Turonen
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Picus inter elcas. Nicolaus.iiti. ~ Picenus patria Efcolanos
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ne Ercmita.
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o Cactanus,cuius infignia unde.
thnamr patereus.Beneditus xi.  qui uocabatur Frater Nioo
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) De
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Lups Ceelcitina, + Eugenms. L1 Veﬁcms,ﬂnnnicu:-amur;
gularis Cezleftinus, & Epilcopus Senélis
Amaror Cracis, + Felix. V. qui vocabatur Amadzres Dus Sa-
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Log o b rentibus nazos.
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ew AL ENE .
De Capra & Albergo. Piuf. 11. Senenfis , qui firir  Seereris Cardi-
nalibus Capranico & Albergato.
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ruli 5.Marci.
Pifcatorminorice.  Sixtus. L Pilcatoris Alius, Francifanos.
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Bos Albanus in portu . Alexander VI. Epifcopas Cardinakis Albe-
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Frumentum Bocidum. Marcelles. I caifus infignia cermms & frumé
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Bolchi.

Medium corpus pilard.Gregorins XI1L. coins infignia medius Da
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The bottom two lines by Wion read, “What has been added to the popes is not the work of
Malachy, but of Father Alphonsus Giacon, of the Order of Preachers, the interpreter of this
prophecy.” This may seem confusing in light of the above discussion about Ciacconius. Gaicon is



also Chacon or Ciacconius because he was from Spain, his original name, Alphonso Chacon, was
Italianized to preserve the soft Spanish sound of “ch” in his name into Ciacconius or alternately as
Wion has it “Giacon.” But this last line reveals that the original prophecy was a mere string of
obscure Latin phrases, and that Giacon, Ciacconius, added each pope’s name and explained how the
prophecy applied to him. Because he was an expert on paleochristian and medieval paleography and
manuscripts, Wion’s assertion of Ciacconius’ authentication and involvement carries weight.

Because the comments end with Urban VII who died in 1590 and the last papal name listed is
Clement VIII, the Jesuit, Claude Francois Menestrier (1631-1705), believed that the prophecy first
appeared in 1590. Starting from that assumption, he observed the next prophecy after Urban was “ex
antiquitate Urbis” which translates to “from the old city” with no interpretation offered. This is the
critical point where scholars detect an attempt to influence the conclave when Gregory XIIII was
opposed by one Girolamo Simoncelli. If one were unaware of the previous mentions of the
prophecy, this theory would be convincing. As a representative example of scholarly detective work,
Louis Moreri, a native of Provence born in 1643 and doctor of theology, is chosen. He was the
author of the acclaimed Dictionnaire Historique. As his life’s work, the dictionary contains such a
wide variety of information it is considered to be an early forerunner of the modern encyclopedia. In
the 1759 edition, we read:

“They attribute to him [Malachy] a prophecy concerning the popes from Celestine II. To the
end of the world, but the learned know that this prophecy was forged, during the conclave of
1590, by the partisans of Cardinal Simoncelli, who was designated by these words: ‘De

[31]

anlzguilale Urbis,” because he was of Orvieto; in Latin, ‘Urbs vetus.””

The argument is that the oracle “from the old city” would seem to predict Girolamo Simoncelli
who was at that time the Cardinal of Orvieto which also means “old city.” This is the dominant
opinion of critical Malachy scholars. The scholars could be right; it does seem a little too perfect. It
seems that the conspirators hoped to rig the papal conclave by encouraging the voters to fall in step
with the much venerated Saint Malachy. But even if it were so, it would not undermine the entire
prophecy and there is ample cause to question the conspiracy theory. The anonymous author of the
1794 “lost book” claims to have dug into the Vatican archives and discredited the Simoncelli
conspiracy theory:

“We have consulted good historical accounts, even though many are dated from the
controversial period of 1590 (there are included a large number of secret manuscript reports
from during the time of the Conclaves), and there is not the slightest hint of the plot, nor of any
artifact of the prophecy, that in such circumstances had a lot of interest to the 'others' curiosity.



Indeed, on the contrary, it is undoubted that the conclave, which was in every respect one of the

[32]

more boisterous between the rival parties, no one present was supporting Simoncelli.”

According to this text, not a single Cardinal was in support of Simoncelli. It seems that the
1590 conclave conspiracy theory which began with Menestrier has been debunked. John Lupia
remarks, “Menestrier claimed the prophecies were a forgery dating from the 1590 conclave election
of Gregory XIV, and even names the forger as one of Cardinal Simoncelli’s party, who, apparently,
wanted his candidate to secure the victory. However, there were two editions on the prophecies of

St. Malachy prior to 1590 that renders Menestrier’s claim both impossible and invalid.”[ﬁ1 This
new evidence is a slap in the face to the Jesuit debunkers. Yet it was never the most compelling
reason to think that the Malachy manuscript was tampered with.

To demonstrate why many discern that at least some of the pre-1590 mottos were written after
the fact, we will use an analogy from counter-cult apologetics, specifically in regard to Mormonism.
Joseph Smith claimed that he miraculously translated the book of Mormon directly from gold plates
which were written by a divine hand. Thus, it was a one-generation translation from plates to
Smith’s manuscript. Accordingly, one would then expect the book of Mormon to be sacred scripture
of the most direct and pure translation. The insurmountable obstacle for the veracity of the book of
Mormon is demonstrated by the fact that when the book of Mormon references passages from the
Hebrew Bible, it follows the translated text of the King James Bible a little too perfectly. For
instance, where the King James italicized words, the Book of Mormon follows suit. Obviously, this
proves that Smith copied his references from a King James Bible and not more ancient source
material like the mythological golden plates. A similar case (which will be discussed in detail in a
subsequent chapter) is the so-called Donation of Constantine. For centuries, the popes used this
forged document to claim title to certain lands before a scholar demonstrated that it was written in a
style of Latin that did not exist when it was purportedly composed. We have similar lines of
evidence with the Prophecy of the Popes.

Because we are examining the upper level of context from the time of the publisher
(specifically the interpretations offered prior to 1590), it seems that they were manipulated in line
with what was available at the time. Books were hard to come by. The prophecy follows the
descriptions and details found in a work on the history of the popes by Onuphrius Panvinius:
Epitome Romanorum Pontijicum usque ad Paulum IV, printed in Venice in 1557. The prophecy
transparently follows this reference work. O’Brien argued, “Any person who opens this work and
compares the account of the popes in it from Celestine II to Paul IV, with the corresponding part of
the ‘Prophecy of St. Malachy’ will come to the conclusion that the writer of the latter, if not
Panvinius himself, must have been someone who followed Panvinius’ account rather too
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closely.” This is more than just an assertion; his evidence is detailed and specific:

In Panvinius’s Epitome, the popes’ armorial bearings are given, but not in every case. When
the arms are given, we usually find that they figure in the prophecy, when not given, the



prophecy is a play upon or a description of the pope’s name, country, family, or title, when
cardinal. Moreover, we find in Panvinius the very same antipopes as given in the prophecy.
Even when the pope’s family-name, armorial bearings or cardinalic title is wrongly given by
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Panvinius, we find the forger of the prophecy to perfectly chime in with him.

In other words, it matches too perfectly because, even in the few places where Panvinius’
papal history makes mistakes, the interpretations of the prophecy follow those errors. This only
makes sense if someone was using Panvinius’ book or if it were Panvinius himself. John Lupia
argues that it was Panvinius who discovered the Malachy manuscript and that he changed his papal
history to match the prophecy. This seems a little suspicious and we think it far more likely the
reverse. More than likely, Panvinius discovered the ancient document and altered it in accordance to
his papal history. After all, he would be following Rome’s well-established penchant for altering an
authentic, ancient document to meet new purposes. As we will see later, the prophecies after the
publication date shift focus and clearly reveal that there are two layers of context. The original
prophecy (the lower, an older level of historical context) seems to have been manipulated to match
the interpretation (the upper, the late sixteenth-century level). O’Brien’s parting shot is a zinger:

According to Wion, Malachy’s prophecy was a mere string of meaningless Latin phrases.
How did the supposed interpreter know with what pope to commence? How was he persuaded
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to take up the antipopes?

While O’Brien’s incredulity is clear, the answer to the first question is trivial. As the legend
goes, Malachy was summoned to Rome in 1139 by Pope Innocent II (r. 1130-43). Thus, the
prophecy commenced with the Pope following Innocent Il who was Celestine II (r. 1143—44). The
second quandary concerning antipopes is much more problematic. For instance, in the Malachy
prophecy, predictions 6: Octavius (“Victor IV”) (1159-1164); 7: Pascal III (1165-1168); 8:
Callistus IIT (1168—1177) are antipopes. Antipopes are alternative popes elected in opposition to a
standing pope during various schisms and controversies. The problem is that those antipopes listed
opposed Alexander III (1159-81) but in reality there was another antipope Innocent III (1178—1180)

who is not included in prophecy.[i1 What makes this revealing is this is exactly the same way
Panvinius recorded it. Panvinius neglected antipope Innocent Il as well. Whether Panvinius altered
his text to fit the prophecy or altered the prophecy to fit his own book, the fact remains that the
inclusion of certain antipopes to the exclusion of others is powerful evidence of tampering.

This state of affairs points to the fact that someone, likely Panvinius, redacted the pre-1590
prophecies to conform to Panvinius’ book. If their goal was to influence a conclave, it makes perfect
sense. Panvinius’ work was the authoritative source at the time and likely the only one most people



had access to. By manipulating all of the pre-1590 mottos to have obvious fulfillments that any semi-
studious Cardinal could verify, they launched an ingenious conspiracy to promote Simoncelli as the
candidate of divine destiny. The inclusion of antipopes makes it likely that something of this nature
occurred. Because the lower level of historical context, the original text, was just a series of
nebulous Latin phrases, how could someone like Panvinius, the alleged interpreter Ciacconus or the
publisher, Wion (who discovered the list over four hundred years after their composition), know to
include these and only these specific antipopes? It is just not plausible. If the antipopes are not
included, the whole list gets thrown out of sync. Of course, the original text left no such instructions.
Even so, it is in sync...but not with actual history; rather, with Panvinius’ book!

In summary, there is ample evidence pointing to Panvinius or a sixteenth-century
pseudepigrapher who referenced Panvinius’ book for all of the prophecies up until Paul IV in 1559
(when Panvinius’ book ends). The five popes between him and Urban VII (Pius IV, Pius V, Gregory
XIII, and Sixtus V) would be in recent memory and easy for anyone to describe. It is our belief that
whoever perpetrated the ruse used an actual prophetic document and modified all of the entries prior
to coincide with the principle text on Pontifical history of that time. While this evidence supports the
idea that the older prophecies were altered, it does not explain what has happened over the last four
hundred years since Wion’s publication.



Acrostics, Anagrams, and a Real-Life Conspiracy Code?

Of the two layers of historical context discussed prior, now the lower older level demands our
attention. While we can see ample motivation for the redactor to modify the pre-1590 phrases, there
is no logical reason that a sixteenth-century forger would craft a list so long into the future. Even
more so, there is no good reason he would forecast the destruction of Rome when the papists have an
obvious vested interest to the contrary. This 1s a powerful argument that the post-1595 prophecies
are indeed an accurate representation of the original document. We will likely never know for sure
who wrote the original but it very well could have been Malachy. The reason the post publication
prophecies have a different character and a stranger, ironic, even sarcastic realization is that they are
very likely the genuine article.

It was suggested prior that an Englishman, Nicholas Sanders, may have referenced the original
document in Rome after he journeyed from the British Isles. Sanders (1530-1581) was an Oxford
professor from a staunch Roman Catholic background and a link in a long chain of missionaries sent
to Ireland to combat the spread of Protestantism. His writings are credited as the basis of most
Roman Catholic histories of the English Reformation. Not surprising, given the dubious nature of that
work, the large quantity of inflammatory spurious statements within earned Sanders the nickname of
“Dr. Slanders” in England.

The historical context of this period is during the confusion and crisis surrounding the English
reformation when Elizabeth I, Henry VIII’s daughter, came to the throne of England and Ireland in
1558 advocating Protestant theology. Catholics fearing retaliation for their harsh treatment of
Protestants panicked. This caused papal loyal, Sanders, to vacate his Oxford chair in 1560 and
hightail it to Rome, where he became a priest and doctor of theology. While it lasted, Rome was
good for Sanders.

While in Rome, he hobnobbed with influential papists like Cardinal Hosius whom he served
for a time. It was during this time that he published his books that we will subsequently examine.
Later, he conspired with James Fitzmaurice Fitzgerald to launch a papal military invasion of Ireland.
They wanted to secure Ireland for the Pope and vacate Protestants. Sanders and Fitzgerald landed a
force of some six hundred Spanish and Italian troops under papal authority at Smerwick harbor in
Ireland, instigating the Second Desmond Rebellion. While they enjoyed some superficial success,
this campaign was ultimately unsuccessful and Sanders is believed to have died of cold and
starvation hiding out in hinterland of Ireland in 1581.

It was during the heady days in Rome, around 1571, that Sanders’ authored De Visibili
Monarchia Ecclesiae (“From the Monarchy of the Visible Church”) which provided the first
account of the travails of the English Roman Catholics as a consequence of the reformation. While
the book’s purpose was to generate sympathy for English Catholics, it leads scholars to suspect he
could have had access to the original Prophecy of the Popes document. The clue which suggests that
he must have been aware of the Prophecy of the Popes is that, in his book, he argues, “...to measure

time, nothing is more advisable than the series of the Roman pontiffs!”[ﬁl

This discussion derives from an extremely rare book written in French entitled, La
Mystérieuse Prophétie des Papes (“The Mysterious Prophecy of the Popes™), published in 1951.
The authors of this book were fortunate to find a copy of this sixty-plus-year-old manuscript and to
have worked diligently to translate it to English. What we found is astonishing: nothing short of a



real-life conspiracy code. Written by René Thibaut (1883—1952), a Belgian Jesuit, the book is a
meticulous reading of the prophecy which comes to completely different conclusions than his
skeptical predecessors. Adopting the methodology of a mystic as well as a scholar, he makes a
compelling case that the Prophecy of the Popes is a real supernatural prophecy. Nevertheless, he
argues the author of the prophecy is probably not Saint Malachy but someone who prophesied
pseudonymously in his honor, in the same way a nameless second temple period Jew may have

composed 1 Enoch, perhaps also redacting ancient source rnaterial.[ﬁ1 What Thibaut took into
account that his more severe Jesuit brothers neglected are the layers of historical context discussed
prior. He appropriately recognizes an authentic, more aged layer of text which was massaged by a
sixteenth-century interloper.

Thibaut somewhat agrees with the former analysis that the earlier prophecies were subjected
to tampering, but he argues that the last forty-one suggest a much older document of Celtic origin.
While he is reluctant to authenticate the legend, he refers to the author as Pseudo-Malachy, believing
him to be Irish. He bases this on the stylistic use of numbers and word plays which form many
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acrostics and anagrams. Commenting on the style, he observes, “Note that this way of dividing
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the words to sort various meanings is a method dear to the ancient Irish.” A simple example of

an anagram is seen in the Latin text ‘‘Peregrinusapostolicus’’[ﬁ1 which was the prophecy for the
ninety-sixth pope on the list, Pius VI. The anagram not only reveals the papal name, it does it twice:
PereglinUSaPostollcUS. That’s right! The name “Pius” is rather transparently embedded in the
original Latin text twice! Can you imagine that perhaps we now have even a third level of context to
examine?

This appearance of the name “Pius” is rather astounding considering we have a published copy
dated almost two hundred years before Pius VI was elected. Furthermore, he argues the encrypted
couplet within “Apostolic pilgrim” signifies both Pius VI and the very next pope Pius VII who were
both forced into foreign exile (i.e., pilgrims). He also suggests that the repetition serves as a poetic
refrain. In other words, “Pius! Pius!” is similar to the excited binary “Mayday, Mayday!” that sailors

cry out in dire circumstances.[ﬁ1 He demonstrates many similar patterns of words and numbers
embedded in the list incorporating them into detailed charts and illustrations. His work is
challenging and numinous. The most electrifying is his calculation of the forty popes prior to Petrus
Romanus. Most startling for us, he demonstrates that many of these cryptograms point to one
particular year. But first, he distinguishes the Malachian prophet from those who have set dates for
the end of the world in the past:

But even if he believed that, one has no right to compare it to the false prophets who, in
troubled times like today announced the imminent coming of the Antichrist and the Last
Judgment. For, unlike those birds of ill omen, our prophet has so little intent to frighten his
contemporaries that he provides 40 popes before the supreme deadline! 40 popes, that is to say
more than four centuries! Exactly, in the present case 440 years! The Prophet has an average
11-year pontificate. How do we know? We shall see later, when, in many ways, we will go up



: 44
from the election of Gregory XIII (1572) to 2012 and the Judgment of God. (bold added)[_1

As we write, it is two days before Christmas, 2011. At the risk of sounding like a “bird of ill
omen,” 2012 is here folks! Over sixty years ago, Thibaut derived the ominous date of 2012 by
calculating the average length of papal reign up until the time he wrote his book circa 1950 to be
eleven years. We have verified his math and extrapolated it to our current time. Astonishingly, the
average of eleven has held true to three decimal places, 1/1000™ accuracy. For this simple
derivation, allowing the average of eleven years per reign and a total of forty popes (11 x 40) he
extrapolated 440 years from 1572 (1572 + 440) to arrive at the date for the arrival of Petrus

: [45] : :
Romanus in 2012. In other words, 2012 was seen as an end-times “event horizon” by at least
one Jesuit priest before most readers were born.

Back when gas was nineteen cents a gallon, and certainly well before the apocalyptic frenzy
surrounding the Mayan long count calendar’s finale, Thibaut derived 2012 from the Prophecy of the
Popes. Also note the quote above asserts, “in many ways” this means he derives 2012 from several
distinct methods of cryptographic analysis. These will be examined after we survey some essential
background, but as the final year he derived 2012 exclusively. Indeed, while he (and us)
acknowledges the folly of setting a date for Christ’s coming, he still centers on 2012 but for no other
reason than he believes the prophecy demands it. Because this is a rare book and is written in
French, few of you will be able to do as we have done to verify these claims. But, Google Books

makes it available in snippet view where one can verify multiple instances of 2012.[ﬁ1 As a means
of illustration, when running a computer search on the original French text of the book, the search
term “2012” returns a whopping twenty-four hits. He argues that so many factors point to 2012 as the
culmination that the prophecy demands it. Even so, he represents it more as the conclusion of an age

: . [47 . : : . :
than the great trlbula‘uon.[_1 This seems like special pleading. Apparently, he did not want to
accept Rome’s prophesied demise. Thibaut ends with the quip, “L’année 2012 dira si, oui ou non,
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le prophéte a vu clair” (“The year 2012 will show whether or not the prophet saw clearly”).
Indeed, it will.






Chapter Two:

Prophecy of the Popes and the Year 2012

“It is the glory of God to conceal a thing: but the honor of kings is to search out a matter” (Proverbs
25:2).

When we began researching the prophecy, we started with a healthy dose of skepticism. In
light of the Counter Reformation and the Vatican’s well-documented trail of forgeries, one might
suspect the Prophecy of the Popes to be some sort of manipulation. As we initially delved into the
scholarship on the subject, our worst suspicions seemed to be confirmed. Early on, the evidence that
the pre-1590 prophecies were written after the fact was so convincing that we considered shelving
the project. However, there were a few remarkable twentieth-century fulfillments like Benedict XV,
assigned the motto Religio depopulate, that merited serious pause. There is well-documented history
of the prophecy in the sixteenth century, so any fulfilled mottos after that time demand serious
consideration.

Even more, as our research progressed, unresolved issues fell into place and yielded
unexpected results. We have uncovered a wealth of source material seldom mentioned in the popular
literature. At worst, we have a Jesuit hoax or some papal propaganda. If that is the case, then at the
very least this work provides a platform to refute some errors in theology. We have no illusions of
grandeur and we do not fancy ourselves as end-time prophets with special revelation. Even so, there
1s something remarkable about the fortune we have encountered in the research. We have asked if
this prophecy is really genuine and have concluded at a minimum there is strong evidence that Rome
has (and is) intentionally promoting the prophecy, even though some Jesuits have called it a forgery.
Thus we would not put it past Rome to have arranged events in accordance with a Catholic prophecy
and in some cases they clearly have. Even so, some of the fulfillments were beyond human control.
While we believe demons can make educated guesses and manipulate events to give the illusion of
prophecy, only God can inspire real prophecy (Isaiah 46:9—-10). So why would the God of the Bible
allow the Prophecy of the Popes? We offer three considerations.

First, let us offer a very simple rationale. God uses the most unlikely events to accomplish His
sovereign purpose. He is uniquely capable of turning the tables in unexpected ways. Think of how
God used Satan’s diabolic designs against Jesus. Satan played right into to the Father’s hands,
ensured his own defeat and surrendered the atonement for sins of the world (1 John 2:2). The cosmic
inquisition was ended when Satan, the cosmic grand inquisitor, defeated himself. It seems just that
his earthly counterpart (“grand inquisitor””) meet a similar fate. Through the cross of Calvary, God
effectively, “spoiled principalities and powers [Satan and demons], he made a shew of them openly,
triumphing over them in it” (Colossians 2:15). In the Prophecy of the Popes, Mystery Babylon and
her Pontifex Maximi are similarly made a public horror as the City of Seven Hills is engulfed in
flames. It is truly chilling to imagine.

Second, it seems from the Scriptures that God has a sense of irony that is second to none. Even
a cursory reading of the Old Testament will yield God pouring out His emotions in the livid,
sardonic tones of a jilted lover, “And they shall no more offer their sacrifices unto devils, after
whom they have gone a whoring” (Le 17:7a); and “Go and cry unto the gods which ye have chosen;



let them deliver you in the time of your tribulation” (Judges 10:14). Consider how the Prophet Elijah
taunts the priests of Baal, “Cry aloud: for he is a god; either he is talking, or he is pursuing, or he is
in a journey, or peradventure he sleepeth, and must be awaked” (1 Ki 18:27). Some versions render
this Hebrew, “Cry aloud, for he 1s a god. Either he is musing, or he is relieving himself...” (1 Kings
18:27a, ESV). The point is that God appreciates irony and often employs sarcasm. He also
appreciates a clever riddle (Proverbs 25:2).

Third, God often uses the most unlikely people. From a Catholic perspective, we offer the
words of Pope Benedict XIV: “The recipients of prophecy may be angels, devils, men, women,
children, heathens, or gentiles; nor is it necessary that a man should be gifted with any particular
disposition in order to receive the light of prophecy provided his intellect and senses be adapted for
making manifest the things which God reveals to him. Though moral goodness is most profitable to a

prophet, yet it is not necessary in order to obtain the gift of prophecy.”[ﬂ1 While we are duly
cautious to agree with a pope, it is helpful to recall Nebuchadnezzar’s dream from Daniel 2. God
chose to reveal a prophecy spanning from 605 BC through the second coming of Christ to an arrogant
narcissistic pagan king. Of course, it required God’s holy servant, Daniel, to interpret the dream.
Similarly, God used Balaam, a sorcerer hired by Balak, a Moabite king, who was exceedingly
fearful of the encroaching multitude of Israelites. Accordingly, the king sent for Balaam, a darkened
wizard who now lives in prophetic infamy (2 Peter 2:15; Jude 11; Revelation 2:14). Despite
Balaam’s incorrigible status, God used him to prophesy, “I see Him, but not now; I behold Him, but
not near; A Star shall come out of Jacob; A Scepter shall rise out of Israel, And batter the brow of
Moab, And destroy all the sons of tumult” (Numbers 24:17).

Ronald Allen, professor of Hebrew Scripture at Western Baptist Seminary writes, “In
agreement with many in the early church and in early Judaism, we believe this text speaks
unmistakably of the coming of the Messiah. That this prophecy should come from one who was

unworthy makes it all the more dramatic and s‘[artling.”[&1 Thus, we see that God uses the most
unlikely characters and situations to get His message across. This Pethorian prophecy was well over
one thousand years before the birth of Christ and from a hostile source yet it is probably what led the
Magi to Bethlehem. The nameless author of the allegedly lost La profezia used Balaam as an
example as well, remarking that the gift of prophecy, “is essentially a free supernatural gift, in which
God certifies the truth of His faith by communicating to different souls, sometimes even infidels like
Balaam, in whom altered states have occurred inspiring them spontaneously to speak marvelously of
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the most sublime mystery of God.”[_1 If we conclude the Prophecy of the Popes is authentic
prophecy, then it is so impossibly ironic and judiciously just that it could indeed be inspired. So, we
must decide where to draw the line between the authentic and the forged.

John Hogue acknowledges that there is a line of demarcation after 1590: “roughly halfway

through the succession, the mottoes of St. Malachy suffer a credibility cﬁsis.’ii1 He concurs with
the Jesuit’s conspiracy hypothesis that the prophecy was a sixteenth-century propaganda ploy. Yet,
its counterfeit status is of no ultimate concern as he argues, “Whether these Latin phrases were
composed in 1140 or by someone in the 1590s under the pseudonym of a medieval saint, their author

: [53] .

is a prophet.” Hogue rates the Malachy prophecies accuracy post 1590 at around 80 percent, but
observes that the predictions have only seemed to gain precision through time. In other words, to
Hogue, the more recent ones have exhibited even more remarkable accuracy. He agrees that the



Jesuits went to work discrediting it because the prophesied demise of popery was intolerable no
matter who the source. It follows that Rome would seek to discredit the prophecy because Catholic
eschatology promotes the idea that the Roman Church conquers the world rather than the Malachian
destruction of the City of Seven Hills during the reign of Petrus Romanus. Does Rome believe that it
is destined for destruction?

That i1s why the favorable work of one Jesuit, Rene’ Thibaut is more intriguing. His
background has been particularly difficult to track down. We know he was Belgian-born in a tiny
municipality named Ciney on December 13, 1883. He entered the Jesuit order in September of 1901.
He was on the faculty of a University De Namur which was founded by the Jesuit order in 1831 in
Namur, Belgium. His published books on theology and biblical studies are exclusively in French, but
we have translated a few titles as examples: The Meaning of Christ’s Words (1940), The Meaning
of the God Man (1946), and of course our specimen The Mysterious Prophecy of the Popes

[54] . . . :
(1951). : He died at age sixty-nine in Egenhoven, Belgium on November 23, 1952, shortly after
his book on the Prophecy of the Popes was published.

Of course he 1s not alone as other Catholics like the Abbe Cucherat and the anonymous author
of La profezia dei sommi pontefici romani have argued for the veracity of the prophecy. Contrary to
Hogue’s dramatic speculations about this allegedly lost volume burning up containing the evidence
for the Cucherat’s account of the Janiculum Hill vision (a book which we located, translated, and
read) the unknown author admits the prophecy may or not be authored by Malachy. He wrote,

So what if he is not Malachy? But even so, one might ask, “What are the benefits of such an
argument?” Who has ever claimed that to prove indisputably it is the Saint? Nobody so far has
attempted, and we are far from demanding it and agree with ease that the author is

unknown.[i1

Even so, the anonymous author did mention an older manuscript at a monastery in Rimini and a

later author Joseph Maitre says that it burned up.[il The unnamed author goes on to say that we
should judge the prophecy on its merits and not by who allegedly wrote it. In the modern era,
perhaps one of the better-presented cases is in the Tan Books publication The Prophecies of St.
Malachy with commentary by Catholic scholar Peter Bander van Duren who was a British expert on
heraldry and orders of knighthood. Bander writes, “It is fair to say that the vast majority of
Malachy’s predictions about successive Popes are amazingly accurate—always remembering that he

: .. : N A R
gives only a minimum of information.” Thibaut and Bander are not alone as there are other
contemporary scholars who are impressed by the prophecy.

An Islamic scholar, Martin Lings, who was keeper of oriental manuscripts and printed books
at the British Museum and a friend of C.S. Lewis, has also published in support of the Prophecy of

: : : [58] . .
the Popes in the peer-reviewed journal Studies in Comparative Religion. Lings writes, “Its



brief descriptions continue to be so apt that confirmed skeptics have been driven to wonder whether
the Cardinals did not sometimes choose a Pope to fit the prophecy, or in other cases whether the

Pope himself had not deliberately taken action to make the prophecy ‘come true.”’[ﬂl Quite frankly,
when we first read that, we identified with it. That being the case, his article was one of the first
from a respectable journal which argued it to be a genuine prophetic oracle. He adds, “The prophecy
not seldom refers to unforeseeable things over which neither Pope nor Cardinals could have the

slightest (:ontrol.”[@1 He also points out that the prophecy does not always refer directly to the
pope, himself, and sometimes even after the election it may continue to be a riddle, which is
resolved prior to the demise of the particular pontiff. He provides some pertinent examples which
we shall refer to as we examine the popes in order.

As mentioned in the first chapter, John Lupia, a Catholic scholar and editor of Roman Catholic
News, has written authoritatively in favor of the prophecy. His opinion carries some force as he is
an accomplished researcher with advanced degrees in biblical studies and archeology and a PhD in
art history. In his two article series for Roman Catholic News, he posted the most complete
bibliography we have come across on the Malachy prophecy. He is also a true believer. He

comments, “After 35 years of research on this subject it is my opinion that they are authentic.”[ﬂl
He explains that the Church has had over four hundred fifty years to officially reject the prophecies,
yet it never has. Indeed, we see evidence that the Church has intentionally encouraged belief in the
Malachy prophecy. They even produced a 1942 documentary entitled Pastor Angelicus (the
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prophecy for Pius XII) which incidentally features the pope saluting the fascist soldlers.[_1 That
aside, Lupia presents the most scholarly case for the prophecy’s origin and authenticity we have
seen.

As we explained in chapter one, he cites evidence that Vatican librarian Onofrio Panvinius
discovered the manuscript in 1556. However, whereas Lupia argues that Panvinius altered his papal
history to match the prophecy, we find this to be special pleading of the highest order. Why would
the Vatican librarian use a string of nebulous Latin phrases instead of the historical records at his
disposal to write a papal history? It just does not make sense. Because the prophecy as published by
Wion reflects the same antipopes and errors in heraldry later identified in Panvinius’ book, it seems
far more likely that he altered the prophecy manuscript according to what he believed were the
historical facts. To what end, we don’t know, but most likely it entailed a Vatican-politico
propaganda effort of some sort. Without the original manuscript it is impossible to make an
authoritative assertion, but it seems the most prudent response is to accept the prophecies which
occur sometime after the publication of his book. Because Lupia cites the second-oldest mention of
the prophecy by Girolamo Muzio in his 1570 work, Il Choro Pontificale and Thibaut argues the
same line of demarcation, we adopt that position.

Because most scholars dismiss the prophecies before the publication date as vaticinia ex
eventu, the task of evaluation is greatly reduced. To critically evaluate the prophecy we only need
examine the lower level of context. Hogue follows the conventional theory dividing the prophecy at
Wion’s 1595 publication: “He left us a list of 35 mottos, numbered 77 through 111 that, unlike the
previous 76, are not 100 percent accurate; however, the average of success makes their author one of
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the most astounding prophets in hls‘[ory.”[_1 Yet, Rene Thibaut has a slightly different theory and a
much more sophisticated methodology. Because the Simoncelli conspiracy theory seems to be a



diversion and Thibaut believes the original manuscript begins circa 1571 which concurs with
Lupia’s data, we expand the range to include forty Latin mottos: 71 through 111. As we will
endeavor to show, this range yields some surprising results that seem to authenticate Thibaut’s work.

Thibaut believes Nicholas Sanders referenced the Malachy manuscript in his 1571 book, From
the Monarchy of the Visible Church, when he argued that, “to measure time, nothing is more
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advisable than the series of the Roman pontiffs.” As a result, he was convinced that the last forty
represent the original context. He went so far as to argue, “We also believe we have the right to

ensure the complete integrity of the last 40 repor‘[s.”[@1 He also discounts the Simoncelli
conspiracy but detects the work of the forger in the first seventy-one prophecies. He argues that the
prophecies prior to seventy-two rather obviously point to heraldry (coats of arms) and
acknowledges the all-too-perfect agreement with Panvinius’ work. Thus, he begins the authentic
portion of the manuscript at Gregory XIII in 1572 which adds a few more popes to the list than
Hogue and the Jesuit critics allow.

So how do we evaluate something so mystical, so weird, and so utterly unique? While we must
allow for supernaturalism a priori, our evaluation must acknowledge the standards of science. Good
science is a search for what is true. First, we need to look at the mechanics of the prophecy and what
constitutes a viable fulfillment. Second, we will discuss critical methodology. Critics argue that the
phrases are vague and can be easily twisted into shape in an ad hoc (improvised) manner. This is
largely because of the malleable nature of their referents. For instance, sometimes they refer to
heraldry (Coat of Arms), other times the pope’s name, perhaps his birthplace, or even events in his
career. Thibaut believed that the authentic prophecies spoke more to events that occurred during the
papal reign than specific items like heraldry. Frankly, the prophecies lack a precise target. If the
prophecies had all referred to the same aspect like heraldry, then they would be much more
convincing. We must acknowledge that this elasticity in the target is a major weakness. But even so,
this 1s a puzzle, not an evangelistic tract. It is not supposed to be easy.

Science is defined by a process called the scientific method. Typically, this includes an
observation about a phenomenon, a hypothesis formulated to explain it, and a test performed via a
controlled experiment. The key to the testing process is falsifiability. A positive test result means a
hypothesis is plausible, not proven, but a negative test result proves it false. Hence, the proper test of
a hypothesis is to make a prediction and devise a test such that at least one outcome proves the
theory false. Karl Popper is generally regarded as one of the greatest philosophers of science of the
twentieth century. He 1s famous for establishing the criteria for modern scientific inquiry, two of
which are suggested as:

1. Itis easy to obtain confirmations, or verifications, for nearly every theory—if we look for
confirmations.

2. Confirmations should count only if they are the result of risky predictions; that is to say,
if, unenlightened by the theory in question, we should have expected an event which was

[66]

incompatible with the theory—an event which would have refuted the theory.



Now, we are not exactly trying to prove a scientific theory, but the idea is that we want to have
this sort of methodology in mind as we evaluate the Prophecy of the Popes. We are confident that the
Christian worldview explains the reality we observe much better than the naturalistic theories
advocated by most scientists. Our faith is grounded in evidence of a historical nature and we are
confident and encouraged by the level of intellectual scrutiny that things like the evidence for Jesus’
resurrection can endure. Accordingly, we have no agenda to meet with the Prophecy of the Popes. It
either authenticates itself on its merit or it becomes a conversation piece. We mentioned above that
one prophecy in particular grabbed our attention in a way that prompted willingness to invest in the
research. Benedict XV was assigned the motto Religio depopulate: “religion destroyed.” That
prophecy alone should give the skeptic pause. While only a few of the prophecies show this level of
overt prescience, we now undertake an evaluation of the last ten as a representative sample of the
first level of context: what we now believe represents the original document.

Leo Xlil

February 20, 1878 to July 20, 1903
Lumen in caelo “Light in the sky”

His coat of arms features a shooting star. Our first thought is that this would be easy for the
pope to intentionally fulfill. However, heraldry is considered an art and science in Roman
Catholicism, and there are explicit rules. According to the rules, all bishops adopt a coat of
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arms. He necessarily adopted the coat of arms with a light in the sky many years prior to his
papal ambitions. According to the Catholic Encyclopedia, he was made an archbishop in 1843: a full

thirty-five years prior to becoming pope.[ﬁ1 It doesn’t seem likely that he could have anticipated his
own papacy and intentionally fulfilled the prophecy. Nobody knows how long the current pope is
going to live. If one were to adopt the next prophecy on Malachy’s list as part of his coat of arms
upon becoming a bishop, he would likely miss because someone else would be elected prior to his
ever-achieving papabile status. Notice the shooting start in the top left corner:

169]



Because many of the previous prophecies do seem to speak to heraldry, this is a compelling
fulfillment.

Pius X

August 4, 1903 to August 20, 1914
Ignis ardens “Burning fire”

During an audience with the general Chapter of the Franciscans in 1909, Pius X fell into a
semi-trance with his head sunk on his chest, and after a few minutes he came to and opened his eyes
with a look of horror on his face. He reputedly cried out: “What I have seen was terrible... Will it
be myself? Will it be my successor? What is certain is that the Pope will quit Rome, and in fleeing
from the Vatican he will have to walk over the dead bodies of his priests. Do not tell anyone while I

: 70
am ahve.”[_1

Just prior to his death (August 20, 1914), Pope Pius X had another vision: “I saw one of my
successors taking to flight over the bodies of his brethren. He will take refuge in disguise
somewhere; and after a short retirement he will die a cruel death. The present wickedness of the

: _ : 71
world, is only the beginning of the sorrows which must take place before the end of the W01r1d.”[_1

Is this a vision of the destruction of Rome forecasted in the ending of the Prophecy of the
Popes? It certainly appears to be. Whereas other books about the Prophecy of the Popes point to a
star on his coat of arms as a “burning fire,” we wonder if perhaps this vision of Rome burning isn’t a
better match? This one 1s debatable; we will leave it to the reader to decide.

Benedict XV

September 3, 1914 to January 22, 1922
Religio depopulata “Religion depopulated”

This 1s the kind of prediction we like because it was easily falsifiable. For instance, his reign
could have been marked by a remarkable revival in the Church. It was a risky prediction and
according to Popper, “Confirmations should count only if they are the result of risky

- [72] .. :
predictions.” If Roman Catholicism had grown or even stayed the same this would have been
necessarily falsified. Yet, in remarkable fulfillment, this was the time when Catholicism lost more
adherents in one short period than at any other time in history.

World War I was devastating to the Roman Catholic Church, and then to add insult to injury,
some 200 million left the Russian Orthodox fold to join the Bolshevik revolution or were killed or
persecuted by the communists. A papal historian confirms, “Lenin declared war on religion and on
assuming power was immediately to subject both the Orthodox and the Roman Catholic Churches in
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Russia to murderous persecution.” According to a leading expert on democide (death by



government), “the Soviet Union appears the greatest megamurderer of all, apparently killing near
61,000,000 people. Stalin himself is responsible for almost 43,000,000 of these. Most of the

4
deaths, perhaps around 39,000,000 are due to lethal forced labor in gulag and transit thelreto.”[7_1

Lenin and Stalin specifically targeted religious leaders as they viewed them as a threat. Religion
was heavily depopulated during this period. Indeed, the prophecy demonstrates breathtaking
accuracy here.

Pius XI

February 6, 1922 to February 10, 1939
Fides intrepida “Intrepid faith”

This pope reinstituted the Faustian bargain, which began with the Donation of Constantine
fraud. Pius XI infamously struck a bargain with the fascist dictator Mussolini signing a concordat
February 11, 1929. This deal made the Vatican a temporal power once again (Napoleon had taken it
away). It was eerily similar to the unscrupulous events of AD 752-756. According to John
Norwich’s papal history:

Under the Lateran Treaty the pope regained a vestige of his temporal power. Admittedly the
land over which he was sovereign ruler amounted to a mere 109 acres—about a quarter the
area of the Principality of Monaco—with a population of rather less than five hundred, but the
Holy See was once again to rank among the nations of the world. Moreover, in return for his
renunciation of his claim to the previous papal territories he was given a payment, in cash and
Italian state securities, of 1.75 billion lire, which at that time amounted to some $100 million.
Anticlerical laws passed by the Italian government since 1870, including the Law of
Guarantees, were declared null and void. In return, the Vatican promised to remain neutral and
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not to involve itself in international politics or diplomacy.

Dante likely rolled over in his grave. His “intrepid faith” led to a compromise with a ruthless
dictator in order to put the Vatican back in business as a political state. Norwich adds, “The pope
had even hailed Mussolini as ‘a man sent by Providence,” and in the 1929 elections most Catholics
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were encouraged by their priests to vote Fascist.” He also signed a concordat with the Nazis in

July 20, 1933. A Latin dictionary defines intrepidus as calm, brave, and undistulrbed.[ﬂ1

“cold and calculating” fulfills this one?

Perhaps

Pius Xili



March 2, 1939 to October 9, 1958
Pastor angelicus “Angelic shepherd”

There were rumors of visions and “angelic” phenomena associated with Pius XII during his
papacy. We will discuss one of his visions below but if one understands “angelic” to mean well-
behaved it seems falsified by the revelations from John Cornwell that he was Hitler’s pope.
Cornwell reveals:

Even as news of the Final Solution was coming into the Vatican, he was collaborating with
Luigi Gedda, president of Catholic Action in Italy, to make an hour long movie intended for
world distribution entitled Pastor Angelicus, depicting the “daily life of the Pope and how he
exemplifies the prophecy of the Irish monk Malachy that the 262nd successor to St. Peter was to

be indicated by the name Angelic Shepherd.”n_81

Figure 1: Pius XII signs concordat with the Nazis

The Concordat effectively legitimized Hitler and the Nazi government to the eyes of Roman
Catholics. In light of this, perhaps “fallen angelic shepherd” would have been more fitting? Even
though he intentionally claimed his prophetic motto, it amounts to an ironic sort of fulfillment.



[80]

Not many popes have claimed their Malachy mottos so publicly. Also, if the papists truly
believed it to be a complete sixteenth-century forgery (as most Jesuits would lead us to believe) why
would a pope legitimize it? Pius XII also prophesied, “We believe that the present hour is the dread
phase of the events foretold by Christ. It seems that darkness is about to fall over the world.

[81]

Humanity is in the grip of a supreme crisis.”

John XXIil

October 28, 1958 to June 3, 1963
Pastor & nauta “Shepherd and sailor”

Being the patriarch of Venice, the city famous for its gondolas and a nautical street system, this
one is another match. An interesting sideline is that the ambitious Cardinal Spellman of New York
wanted the papacy bad enough to attempt to make this one happen. The word on the street is that after
reading about the Malachy prophecies, he hired a boat, filled it with sheep and sailed up and down
the Tiber River in full view of the conclave. If it is true, it reveals a tendency of the Romanists to
force the prophecy.

This is the pope that called the Vatican Il ecumenical council although he did not live to see its
completion. In light of the false idea that Vatican II was a reversal of the hardline anathemas
pronounced on all true Christians by the Council of Trent, it is essential to document that this pope
affirmed and praised the Council of Trent during his opening address for Vatican Il on April 29,
1963:

In truth, at the present time, it is necessary that Christian doctrine in its entirety, and with
nothing taken away from it, is accepted with renewed enthusiasm, and serene and tranquil
adherence delivered to the exact words of conceiving and reducing to the form, which



especially shines forth from the acts of the Council of Trent and the First Vatican Council. It is
necessary that the very same doctrine be understood more widely and more profoundly as all
those who sincerely adhere to the Christian, Catholic and Apostolic faith greatly desire, the
same doctrine more fully known and higher instilled in the mind; it is necessary that this certain
and unchangeable doctrine, to which is owed the obedience of faith, be explored and
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expounded in the manner required by our times.

Thus, Vatican Il cannot in any way, shape, or form be represented as a genuine step away from
the extreme hubris displayed at the Council of Trent. Catholic apologists who represent it as such are
engaging in sophistry. They have never truly taken back a single anathema. Even so, this pope is
another feather in Pseudo-Malachy’s cap.

Paul VI

June 21, 1963 to August 6, 1978
Flos florum “Flower of flowers”

He was another apparition devotee but of course he called the unidentified phantom by the
name of Jesus’ birth mother, “Mary.” He spoke at Marian events, visited Marian shrines and issued
three encyclicals relating to the femme phantom. He officially instituted “Mary, Mother of Christ,

Mother of the Church” that is part of the Catechjsm.[ﬁ1 This motto i1s another clear match to
heraldry as his coat of arms includes 3 fleurs-de-lis, the flower symbol used by the French
monarchy. This heraldic device is unique to him amongst the papists. Fleur-de-lis literally means
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“flower of lily,” which matches “flower of a flower” quite well.



[85]

Paul VI was also the pope that Malachi Martin quoted as having said, “the smoke of Satan

which has entered the Sanctuary’ 186 in reference to the satanic enthronement ceremony of 1963. We
also uncovered that Paul VI was active in campaigning for the New World Order. Carl Teichrib
obtained a copy of a little-known speech by Paul VI to the United Nations on October 4, 1965. In his
address, he calls for an expanded UN role in global affairs:

Your Charter goes further than this, and Our message advances with it. You exist and
operate to unite the Nations, to bind States together. Let Us use this second formula: to bring the
ones together with the others. You are an association. You are a bridge between peoples. You
are a network of relations between States. We would almost say that your chief characteristic is
a reflection, as it were, in the temporal field, of what our Catholic Church aspires to be in the
spiritual field: unique and universal. In the ideological construction of mankind, there is on the
natural level nothing superior to this. Your vocation is to make brothers not only of some, but of
all peoples. A difficult undertaking, indeed; but this is it, your most noble undertaking. Is there
anyone who does not see the necessity of coming thus progressively to the establishment of a
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world authority, able to act efficaciously on the juridical and political levels?

This little-known speech supports the idea the UN and Vatican are working together toward a
global government and New World Order. Will Peter the Roman make this long-sought ambition a
reality?



John Paul |

August 26, 1978 to September 28, 1978
De medietate lunae “From the midst of the moon”

He 1s famous for the shortest papacy in history; he only lived thirty-three days as pope. It is
widely believed that he was poisoned because his body was embalmed within one day of his death,
in violation of Italian law (the Vatican is a sovereign state and so is not bound by Italian law). The
sudden embalming raised suspicions that it had been done to prevent an autopsy. However, the
Vatican insisted that a papal post-mortem was prohibited under Vatican law. This was later revealed
to be untrue. It must not be against canon law because in 1830 an autopsy was carried out on the
remains of Pope Pius VIII who was also suspected of being poisoned. The disingenuous 1978 claim
forbidding an autopsy seemingly substantiates claims that John Paul I was poisoned. If not, then why
the obfuscation to prevent a proper investigation?

David Yallop’s book, In God’s Name, proposed a theory involving the Vatican bank’s Paul
Marcinkus and Roberto Calvi of the Banco Ambrosiano. Significant corruption did come to light and
Calvi was revealed to be a member of an illegal Masonic lodge in Italy known as P2. Calvi was
found hung by a rope under Blackfriar’s Bridge in London with what appears to be Masonic

. [88 : : : . :
symbohsm[_1 Catholic theologian George de Nantesgo believes it was murder and has written
about the banking conspiracy and the pope’s alleged discovery of Freemason priests in the
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Vatican. Could this be the same element Malachi Martin called the Roman Phalanx?

As far as his motto, John Paul I was born in the diocese of Belluno (/uno is Latin for moon)
and ascended to the papacy August 26, 1978 on the precise day of a half-moon in its waning phase,
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which corresponds quite neatly to the phrase “midst of the moon.”
match.

This is another compelling

John Paul ll

October 16, 1978 to April 2, 2005
De labore solis “From the labor of the sun”

Pope John Paul II was extremely dedicated to the Mother-goddess worship under the guise of
Mary. Many have called him “Mary’s pope” because of his personal motto Totus Tuus, (Totally
yours), signifying his complete devotion to Mary. A reasonable inference follows that if he was
totally possessed by the goddess apparition then he could not be devoted to Jesus Christ. He spent a
great deal of papacy making pilgrimages to apparition haunting sites and according to the National
Catholic Reporter, “in the assassination attempt of May 13, 1981—the Feast of Our Lady of
Fatima...John Paul believed Mary changed the flight path of the assassin’s bullet to keep him
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alive.” In other words, he did not thank the Lord, he credited “Mary.”



There are some that argue this motto refers to elements of sun worship still detectable in
Romanism. But this prophecy seems to very accurately describe his origin. The motto is also said to
possibly mean “eclipse of the sun,” “pregnancy of the sun,” or “travails of the sun.” John Paul II was
born May 18, 1920, during a partial solar eclipse over the Indian Ocean. He was buried on April 8,

. : : : : 2
2005, during a rare “hybrid” eclipse over South America and the Pac1ﬁc.[9_1 We commend you to
follow the footnoted links as we verified the eclipses at NASA. This is one fulfillment that is clearly
beyond human control.

Pope Benedict XVI

April 19, 2005-?
Gloria olivae “Glory of the olive”

Grand Inquisitor Joseph Ratzinger picked the name Benedict XVI which makes it another self-
fulfilling prophecy. He was born on the feast day of Saint Benedict formerly Joseph Labre thus

sharing the name Joseph as well as Benedic‘[.[ﬁ1 Because the olive branch is a symbol of the
Benedictine monks, most call this the fulfillment of the prophecy. Many commentators are eager to
connect this to the Olivet discourse in Matthew 24 and the end times. Thibaut speculated on this
motto and the two preceding ones back in 1951, “Signs of God’s judgment are obviously figured. Is
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it civil (moon) and religious (sun) anarchy?” His comment seems prescient considering the
recent increase in earthquakes, Muslim uprisings, and global financial collapses. An allusion to the
Olivet discourse may not be so fanciful because world is poised for something.

The Vatican issued a statement in October of 2011 calling for “some form of global monetary

management.”[ﬂl Of course to the biblically literate this harkens, “And that no man might buy or
sell, save he that had the mark, or the name of the beast, or the number of his name” (Re 13:17).
Benedict XVI is the oldest pope to be elected since Clement XII in 1730. He will be eighty-five
years old on April 16, 2012, shortly after this book is released. The reign of Benedict XVI will
necessarily not last much longer. If the Prophecy of the Popes holds true, Peter the Roman could be
in office as early as 2012 but we really do not claim to know. We are simply pointing out what
others have written. Tom Horn and Cris Putnam are not prophets or apocalyptic date-setters, just
researchers and commentators.



The Next and Final Pope? Enter Peter the Roman and a
Latin Cipher Predicting 2012

Even though there seem to be some remarkable fulfillments, what if we have been investigating the
Prophecy of the Popes in the wrong way? What if the real prophecy lies hidden beneath the surface
of the Latin phrases? Jesuit priest Rene Thibaut’s book, The Mysterious Prophecy of the Popes, has
unlocked an entirely different means of investigating fulfillment that no one else seems to have
imagined possible. His work is deeply mystical and prohibitively complex to explain exhaustively. It
is also out of print, exceedingly rare, and written in French which makes it exorbitantly inaccessible
to all but the most dedicated. We can only claim to be scratching the surface of what he presents.
Frankly, we are astounded that the 2012 meme of the last few years did not bring this forgotten
volume to light. Please note that we do realize that date-setting has a well-documented 100 percent
failure rate but, even so, we must acknowledge, there it is, 2012, brazened all over the pages of this
1951 tome. The simplest calculation which derives 2012 for the last pope is based on extrapolating
the average papal reign of eleven years.

Forty popes times eleven years is four hundred forty years:

40x 11 =440

Add that to the year 1572 (the year the genuine portion begins) and you land in 2012:
440 + 1572 =2012

Although Thibaut wrote in 1951, we continued his thesis forward by adding the additional
popes. The average eleven-year reign he predicted held true through John Paul II. It certainly did not
have to. This was a risky prediction and it was confirmed. If John Paul I had lived a normal lifespan
and held a much longer reign instead of dying mysteriously after thirty-three days, this trend might
have ended. We even used papal reigns in days to get 1/365™ accuracy and our results not only
confirmed Thibaut’s work but revealed a potential we did not expect. The following is a chart
rendered from a software spread sheet we used to verify Thibaut’s theory:

Pope (Reign) Prophecy Days 5::‘%: m

Gregory XIII (May 13, 1572 to April 10, 72. Medium corpus pilarum “Half 4715 12.90924568

1585) body of the balls”

Sixtus V ( April 24, 1585 to August 27,  73. Axis in medietate signi

1596) “Axle in the midst of a sign” 4143 11.34316115
Urban VII (September 15, 1590 to 74. De rore caeli “From the dew

September 27, 1590) of the sky” 12 0.03285492
Gregory XIV (December 5, 1590 to 75. Ex antiquitate Urbis “Of the

October 15, 1591) antiquity of the city” 3140859703742
Innocent IX (October 29, 1591 to 76. Pia civitas in bello “Pious city 62 0.16975042
December 30, 1591) in war” '

Clement VIII (January 30, 1592 to March 77. Crux Romulea “Cross of

3, 1605) Romulus” 4781 13.08994774



Leo XI (April 1, 1605 to Saturday, April
27, 1605)

Paul V (May 16, 1605 to Sunday, January
28,1621)

Gregory XV (February 9, 1621 to July 8§,
1623)

Urban VIII (August 6, 1623 to July 29,
1644)

Innocent X (September 15, 1644 to
January 7, 1655)

Alexander VII (April 7, 1655 to May 22,
1667)

Clement IX (June 20, 1667 to December 9,

1669)

Clement X (April 29, 1670 to July 22,
1676)

Innocent XI (September 21, 1676 to
August 12, 1689)

Alexander VIII (October 6, 1689 to
February 1, 1691)

Innocent XII (July 12, 1691 to September
27,1700)

Clement XI (November 23, 1700 to March 89. Flores drcundati “Surrounded

19, 1721)

Innocent XIII (May 8, 1721 to May 29,
1724)

Benedict XIII (May 29, 1724 - February
21, 1730)

Clement XII (July 12, 1730 - February 6,
1740)

Benedict XIV (August 17, 1740 to May 3,
1758)

Clement XIII (July 6, 1758 to February 2,
1769)

Clement XIV (May 18, 1769 to September

22, 1774)

Pius VI (February 15, 1775 to August 29,
1799)

Pius VII (March 14, 1800 to August 20,
1823)

Leo XII (September 28, 1823 to February
10, 1829)

Pius VIII (March 31, 1829 to December 1,

78. Undosus vir “Wavy man” 26
79.. Ge:zs perversa “Corrupted 5736
nation

80. In tribulatione pads “In the 279

trouble of peace”
81. Lilium & rosa “Lily and rose” 7663
82. lucunditas cruds “Delight of

the cross” 3766
83. MO{fzti,Lfm custos “Guard of the 4428
mountains

84. Sydus olorum “Star of the 903
swans”

85. De.ﬂw:lfine magno “From a 2976
great river

86. Bellua insatiabilis “Insatiable 4708

beast”
87. Peenitentia gloriosa “Glorious

: . 483

penitence
88. Iiastrum in porta “Rake in the 3365
door
flowers” 7421
90. De bona religione “From good 1117
religion”
91. Miles in bello
“Soldier in War” 2094
92. Col,z,tmna excelsa “Lofty 3496
column
93. Animal rurale
“Country animal” 6457
94. Rosa Umbriae
“Rose of Umbria” 3864
95. Ursus velox
“Swift bear” 1953
96. Peregrinus apostolicus
g SRR 8961

Apostolic pilgrim
97. Aguila rapax “Rapacious 8559
eagle
98. Cants & coluber
“Dog and adder” 1962

0.07118566

15.70465179

2.406622895

20.98060437

10.31096908

12.1234655

2.472332735

6.231483172

12.89008031

1.322410533

9.213067168

20.31803015

3.058245476

5.733183551

9.571733379

17.67868491

10.57928426

5.347138241

24.53441156

23.43377174

5.371779431



1830) 99. Vir religiosus “Religious man” 610  1.670125103

Gregory XVI (February 2, 1831 to June 1, 100. De balneis Ethruriae “From 5508 1532682021

1846) the baths of Tuscany”

Pius IX (June 16, 1846 to February 7, ‘1‘01. Crux de cruc,e, 11,559 31.64750175
1878) Cross from cross

Leo XIII (February 20, 1878 to July 20,  102. Lumen in caelo

1903) “Light in the sky” 9280 25.40780485
St. Pius X (August 4, 1903 to August 20, ‘1‘03. Ignis ar,cgens 4034 11.04472896
1914) Burning fire

Benedict XV (September 3, 1914 to 104. Religio depopulata “Religion

January 22, 1922) depopulated” 2698 7.386881195
Pius XI (February 6, 1922 to February 10, 105. Fides intrepida

1939) “Intrepid faith” 6213 17.01063486
Pius XII (March 2, 1939 to October 9, 106. Pastor angelicus

1958) “Angelic shepherd” 7154 1958700818
John XXIII (October 28 , 1958 to June 3, 107. Pastor & nauta

1963) “Shepherd and sailor” 1679 4.596950899

108. Flos florum
“Flower of flowers”

John Paul I (August 26, 1978 to September 109. De medietate lunae

Paul VI (June 21, 1963 to August 6, 1978) 5525 15.12695278

33 0.09035103

28, 1978) “From the midst of the moon”

John Paul II (October 16, 1978 to April 2, 110. De labore solis

2005) “From the labor of the sun” 9665 26.4619002
Benedict XVI (April 19, 2005 - April 29, 111. Gloria olivae

2012) “Glory of the olive” 2567 7028214984

112. Petrus Romanus

9
) “Peter the Roman”

Period Average Reign
Average reign 1572 to 1951 (@ when

Thibaut published) 1105255156
Average reign 1572 to 2005 (through John 11.1055246
Paul 1I)

Average reign if Benedict XVI is no longer

pope by April 29, 2012 = 11.00359186

Days in a year = 365.2421

Thibaut’s Formula = 40 popes x average 11-year reign
= 440 years

Arrival of Petrus Romanus = 1572 + 440 =2012

What makes this particularly interesting is that if Pope Benedict were to step down in April, it



would yield a near-perfect eleven. Thibaut did not use decimal numbers, so anytime during 2012
would verify he got it right. He simply predicted it would be in the year 2012. Even so, you can
imagine our shock as we were translating this from French when we saw this story:

[96]

However, that is not the end of his 2012 derivations. Thibaut detects that dates are encoded

into the Latin text in the form of Roman numerals revealing the time span from the election of
Gregory XIII in 1572 to the last pope in the year 2012. He believes the first two prophecies on our
list of forty reveal the year 2012.

text.

71. Medium corpus pilarum

72. Axis in medietate signi

Medivm corpus pilarul Axis in Medietate signi = 4M
Medium corpus pilarum Axis in medietate signi =2D

Medium Corpus pilarum Axis in medietate signi = 1C
And so on... To get the time span in years, we must first extract the Roman numerals from the

Wefind4M,2D,1C, 1L,1X,3V,7I, and then adding up the Roman numerals like such:

M+M+M+M+ D+D+C+ L+ X+V+V+VAHIHHHHHH = 5182



Conversion Table

Roman Numeral Value
I 1

V (note that the Latin u count as numeral v) 5

X 10

L 50

C 100
D 500
M 1,000
Thibaut then argues:

This total does not mean anything; it suggests at the most 1582. We know that in that year
Pope Gregory XIII reformed the calendar. So 1582 would mark out the beginning of a new era.

Thus, it is suggested: M D LV V V X I = 1582.[ﬂl

Honestly, at first this seems a little forced, but he is right that in 1582, Gregory XIII (the same
pope from which the seventy-first motto Medium corpus pilarum was taken) corrected the Julian
calendar with the papal bull Inter gravissimas issued on February 24, 1582. The adjustment took
place officially when October 5, 1582 had ten days added to make it October 15, making up for the
lack of precision in the old calendar. The reason for the reform was that the average length of the
year in the Julian calendar was too long. It treated each year as 365 days, six hours in length,
whereas improved astronomical calculations by the Jesuit Christopher Clavius had proved that
actual length of a year was eleven minutes less. While eleven minutes doesn’t seem like much, over
a few centuries, it starts to make a significant difference in the seasons. Because of Gregory’s
involvement, the reformed Julian calendar came to be known as the Gregorian calendar which is still
in use today. Thus, 1582 really was the beginning of a new way of measuring time and this seems to
reinforce the idea that the genuine portion of the prophecy also begins with Gregory VIII who is
number 72, Medium corpus pilarum.

Picking up Thibaut’s argument, we now have: M D LV V V X IIIIIII = 1582. This leaves a
remainder of 3M’s, 1 D and 1 C which he arranges as MDC = 1000 + 500 +100 = 1600 and MM =
1000 + 1000 = 2,000. Thus, he derives 1600 and 2000. From these he argues the pattern reveals that
the year 2000 will be reached after forty popes. He then says it must be exceeded by twelve years
because between the last M in Medium corpus pilarum and the first M in Axis in medietate signi we
have XII = 12.

Medium corpus pilaruml AXIs In |medietate Signi



Thus, MM (2000) + XII (12) = 2012

If you are like us, you are now scratching your head thinking that this whole calculation seems
completely ad hoc. Frankly, it does, and if we weren’t absolutely certain that this was published in
1951, we would accuse the author of going to extravagant lengths to derive 2012. However, we can
think of no obvious reason the Jesuit mathematician would want to derive 2012 other than he
believed it to be the case. The year 2012 was not even on the radar in 1951, and Thibaut died in
1952. It certainly did not make him famous and his book is now extremely obscure. But, bear with
us, Thibaut does offer a rationale.

He argues that the first motto “Medium corpus pilarum” alone has a value of MMM D C L
VVV II = 3667. From the 3667 he deducts the outer year boundary of 2000 and gets 1667. Now he
seeks a means to reduce this to 1572 (the beginning of Gregory XIII’s pontificate) in the same
manner as he increased 2000 to 2012. He accomplishes this by extracting C and V from the text of
“Medium corpus pilarum’™ and then subtracting the V from the C.

Thus, he derives 100 — 5 = 95.

And then 1667 — 95 = 1572.

Now he has derived the outward boundaries of the Prophecy of the Popes to be 1572 to 2012
from an encrypted Roman numeral scheme in the text of the first two mottos of the authentic text.
Does it seem fanciful? You bet it does! Thibaut realized he was stretching credulity. He wrote, “Did
the author think of this substitution? No, no doubt, but we do not think it is by chance alone! This data
1572-2012 we will find more than once, is it not likely that it is suggested from the beginning of the

40 reports‘?”[ﬁ1 In other words, he seems to be saying that he doubts the prophet actually designed
this, but rather it was the product of supernatural intelligence. He also believes the fact that this span
of years 1572-2012 is supported by enough other means to make it more than likely that even this
multifarious encryption scheme is valid.

His next calculation is a little more compelling to us. This is derived from the famous
apocalyptic conclusion of the Prophecy of the Popes:

In persecutione extrema S. R. E. sedebit Petrus Romanus qui pascet oves in multis
tribulationibus, quibus transactis, civitas septicollis diruetur et ludex tremendus iudicabit
populum suum.

In case you are wondering, S.R.E. is liturgical short hand for Sancta Romana Ecclesia (The
Holy Roman Church) and this 1s the famous apocalyptic passage:

In extreme persecution, the seat of the Holy Roman Church will be occupied by Peter the
Roman, who will feed the sheep through many tribulations; when they are over, the City of



Seven Hills will be destroyed, and the terrible or fearsome Judge will judge his people.

But now we must deal with the Latin and endure the counting of letters. The Latin text contains

26 words with 158 le‘[‘[ers[ﬂ1 out which 64 serve as Roman numerals: 6 M, 5D, 6 C,5L,2 X 20V,
20 I. Thibaut proposes bifurcating the set into a group with the M and C and a group with the D and
L. (The number in parenthesis is the value of the Roman Numerals totaled.)

6M (6000) + 6C (600) = 6600 & 5D (2500) + 5L (250) = 2750

He then uses 15 of the 20 available “I” to add to the second number 2750 + 15 =2765. (Only 5
“I” remain.)

Now he adds the remaining 2X (20) + 20V (100) + 5I (5) = 125.
Then: 6660 + 125 = 6725.

Now things get interesting. First, we need to think big, as in astronomical. Whereas most folks
commonly use the Gregorian calendar, astronomers use the Julian Period, a chronological system

based on the consecutive number of days from January 1, 4713 BC.[M1 If we add 6725 years to
4713 BC we land squarely on 2012. For our other figure, we must acknowledge that we are dealing
with Roman Catholic prophecy. Of course, we have argued that the historical evidence favors it
being more Roman than Christian. The official year system of pagan Rome was known as the 4b

urbe condita which i1s Latin for “since the foundation of Rome™ and it is 753 BC.LIOI;| If we add the
2765 figure to 753 BC, we also arrive squarely on 2012. Thibaut remarks, “Indeed is it not suitable

[102]

to date the ruin of the city of seven hills from its construction?”

Thibaut calculates this period in several more ways based on Jubilee cycles and extracting
Roman numerals that frankly are just too difficult for us to present coherently. We have a rough
English translation of the book and are still processing the extremely complex ciphers. As a
representative example, consider this calculation:

mE(1572**)D{1573)ium C{1574}orpus pilA(1576*)rum

A(r595)xis in mIE(1592*)D{1587)iE(1586) tA(1581tE(1578) 5iG(1576%%)ni
D{1508)E{1603) rorE{ ) C{1604**)E{1608%%)1i

E(1620*)x A(1617)ntiquitA( JtE(1614) nrB(1611)is

piA(1623) C{1627)ivitA{1628%*) in B{1633)E(1636%%)llo

C{1644%rux romulE(1642)A(1640%)

unD(1648%*%)osus vir

G{1657)E(1653)ns pE{ JrvE( JrsA(1651)

in triB{1661)ulA{1662)tionTE(16604**) pA(1668*)C(1672%)is 103
lilium E{16576*)t rosA(1673).



wC(1677un D{1682)itA{1684**)s C{1688**)ruC| )is
montinm C{16g4justos

=il 1699)us olorum
Dryie**)E{r716*) Flr7is)luminE(1710) mA(1708*)G{1703)no

BlrrrB)E(ryzi)llvA{r7z4®*) insA( JtiA( )B{172q)ilis
PE(1738)nitE( IntiA{1736%) G1731)lotiosA(1730)

rA{1741)strum in portA { )
Fr760* larE(1755)8 C{1751)irC{ JumD{1750)A{1747)ti.

Di1ye1)E(1766) B{1768**lonA(176g) rE(1772*liG{1770%)ionE(1777)
milE({1788**)s in B{1785)E{1753)l10.

Clrygo)olumnA(17g2*) E(1794)xCl1706*) E{1800)lsA{T804%)
A({18og)nimA( )}l mrA( JIE(1806)

rosA (1815} umB{r8zo®)riE{1823)
ursus vE({1828**]lox,

PE(1834)rE( )G{1838)inus A(1843)postoliC(1847)us
Alr848%* ) quilA{ | rA{ JpA( )x

Cl1852**)\A({1854)nis E(1856%* )t C{18580luB{18350)E{1862)r
vir rE{1868*)iG(1866)iosus.

1874} E{1870) B{1881)A(1882)InE(1884%*)is [ Jtrurili{ } (1)
C{1Bgyrux D{1Bg6**) E(1896%) C(18g2*)ruC{ JE(18g0)

lnmE(1goz)n in Cligog*)E{1008%) 1o
iGligryInis A{1g16**)rD{1974)E(1913)n5

rEf1919)liG(1923)i0 Di1gz5)E(rgso)popul A{1g3z)tA{ )
F(ro52*)iD(1048%)E(1047)s intrE{ )piD{1042)A(1939)

PA(1956%)stor A{ )nG(r956**)E(1958)1iC{1960%}us
pA(1g67)stor E(1g64%)t nA{1ob1jutAf )

Fi{ig68**)los F{ Jlorum

IMig8n)E{1g8o**imE( (TM1o76%)iE(10975)tA{1g72**|tl(196g) [unE[ )
M1g87)El(10992%) lA(1005)B{zo00%)orE{2z003) solis

Gzorz**) loriA(2012%) olivE{za08%*),

Durant la période embrassée par les 40 derniers signalements [104]
{ref mai 1572-30 avril 2012) on compte exactement 22957 di-

Indeed, you can see in the above parenthesis he arrives at April 2012 from this torturous
calculation. We commend the reader to try and obtain a copy of the book and work this through. In
the interest of getting our book published prior to the dates Thibaut derived we must stick to the
basics. You might be thinking, “As if any of the above was easy to comprehend?” If some of the
above seems overly complex, then we think this next cipher is clear enough to be impressive.

Ancient languages like Latin, Greek, and Hebrew have numbers associated with their letters
which made practice of gematria popular. The mystic use of numbers was familiar to the Babylonian
Jews, and passed from them to the Greeks in Asia. It occurs in the Cabbala, in the Sibylline Books
(I. 324-331), in the Epistle of Barnabas, and was very common also among the Gnostic sects. The
practice also passed into the New Testament with the number of beast: 666. We will get to that later,
but let’s take a look at one more Latin cipher which is based on the one-to-one correspondence
cipher rather than Roman numerals. The last forty Malachy prophecies in Latin contain nineteen
letters which correspond to numbers like this:

Thibaut wanted to know if the prophecy verified his 440 years from May, 1572 to May, 2012
in an explicit manner. He discovered one method using lunar cycles that is pretty impressive. He



explains, “The lunar cycle consists of 19 lunations. Each lunation or lunar month lasts 29 days, 12 h.,
44 m. The lunar cycle of 19 years therefore has 235 lunations. Consequently, in 440 years there will

[105]

235 lunations 23 times and 37 more moons, in short: 5442.” Let us try to explain this more

plainly.

There are approximately 29.53 days in a lunar month which is the time between two full
moons. This is what he also calls one lunation. In astronomy, the Metonic cycle is a period of very
close to nineteen years. The Greek astronomer, Meton, discovered that a period of nineteen years is
almost exactly equal to 235 lunar months. Thibaut divides the 440 years between May, 1572 and
May, 2012 by the nineteen-year Metonic cycle (19 years x 23 = 437 years). This is as close as you
can get with Metonic cycles of nineteen years. Hence, he has calculated the remaining three years;
29.53 days in a lunar month into 365.24 days a year times 3 years equals 37 lunar months:

19 years = 235 lunar months

19 years x 23 = 437 years (remainder of 3 years)
437 years x 23 lunar months = 5405

3 years = 3(365) / 29.5 = 37 lunar months

Lunar months in 440 years = 5405 + 37 = 5442

Actually, it is much easier just to take 440 years x 365.24 days in a year = 160705.6 and then
divide that number by 29.53 days in a lunar year to get 5442.11. This basically just confirms his
calculation. Now we get back to the Latin text! Stay with us, this is simpler than it might appear. He
takes the entire Latin text of the prophecy from 1572 forward and out of the 557 letters he extracts
thirteen letters that equal 5442 in Roman numerals: MMMMM CCCC XL II and then he evaluates the
remaining 544 letters. What follows are scans from the book:



Intervention des 19 letires.

Chaque lettre vaut la quantité de son numéro dans la série
des 19. En faisant la somme de ces valeurs, n'obtiendrait-on
pas le nombre des lunaisons de mai 1572 4 mai 2012 ? Le cycle
lunaire de 19 ans fait songer aux lunaisons. Chaque lunaison ou
mois lunaire dure 29 j. 12 h. 44 m. Le cycle lunaire de 19 ans
compte donc 235 lunaisons. En 440 ans révolus, il y aura par
conséquent 23 fois 235 lunaisons, plus 37 lunaisons : en somme :
5442.

Des 557 lettres retenons de quoi effectuer 5442 en chiffres
romains : MMMMM CCCC XL II. Le choix de XL pour XXXX
est arbitraire, mais 1'usage 'autorise et la suite prouvera qu'il
est heureux. Evaluons les 544 lettres qui restent :

48A = 1font 48

ItB = 2 22

17C = 3 51

18D = 4 72

(N.B.: AE, OE=E) 60E = 5 300

sF = 6 3o

11G = 7 77

641 = 8 512

4oL = g 360

isM= 10 150

32N =11 352

LA MYSTERIEUSE PROPHETIE DES PAPES 65

370 =12 444
5P =13 195
2Q =14 28
44 R =15 660
43S =16 688
29T =17 493
47V = 18 846
6X =19 114
544 5442

Nous retrouvons exactement la somme 5442. Remarquez
qu'il n'est pas nécessaire que le « prophéte » ait effectué le calcul
que nous venons de faire ad cantelam. Il pouvait légitimement
prendre la valeur moyenne 10, celle de la lettre M qu'il répéte
trois fois dans le 1T signalement MediuM corpus pilaruM. Dés
lors, il lui suffisait de compter 544 lettres pour obtenir proba-
blement 5440. S'il a compté 557 lettres, c’est pour fournir autre-
ment le nombre exact 5442 (grice aux 13 surnuméraires MMMMM
CCCC XL II).

Au demeurant, si hasard il y a, la merveille est-elle moindre ? [106]



Translation:

We find exactly the sum 5442. Note, it is not necessary that the “prophet” has made the
calculation that we have. He could legitimately take the average value 10, the letter M that he
repeats three times in the report MediuM corpus pilaruM. Therefore, it was enough to have
544 letters for probably 5440. If he counted 557 letters, otherwise it is to provide the exact
number 5442 (with 13 supernumeraries MMMMM CCCC XL II). Moreover, if it is random, is
the wonder of it less?

Thibaut found 5442 lunar cycles encrypted in the Latin text of the last forty prophecies. That is
four hundred forty years with an average of eleven years per pope which lands squarely on 2012.
What are we to make of all of this? We must observe that much of his work is circular. In other
words, he presumes a time period and then goes looking for it in the text. Given the fanciful lengths
he goes to it seems forced. But what did he have to gain by predicting 2012 back in 1951? We can
only conclude that he believed what he wrote. Furthermore, the obscurity of the book does not
support it being disinformation. The one fact that we cannot argue against is that the average eleven-
year reign had held true since the publication of his book in 1951. Furthermore, he cites April 29,

: : [107] :
2012 twice which makes for a nearly perfect eleven average. 07 If Pope Benedict XVI steps down
in April it will be a staggering authentication of Thibaut’s work but anytime in 2012 will still be
incredible. We affirm his concluding watchword, "The year 2012 will show whether or not the

[108]

prophet saw clearly” but exchange the referent to Rene Thibaut rather than St. Malachy.



The Number of the Beast?

What also makes Thibaut’s work interesting is that he is in line with a long history of scholars who
attempted to decipher encrypted codes within various sacred texts. One of our earliest known
examples of a Christian working like this comes from the second-century Church father, Irenaeus,
who cautioned against the practice of superficially labeling various figures as the Antichrist based
on deriving 666. As an example, he derived several names but he thought one possibility had the
most merit, which has relevance to our discussion here. He wrote, “Then also Lateinos (Lateinos)
has the number six hundred and sixty-six; and it is a very probable [solution], this being the name of

the last kingdom [of the four seen by Daniel]. For the Latins are they who at present bear 1rule.”[Ml
In other words, he thought that the number of the beast is associated with Rome because it is the
fourth kingdom in Daniel’s prophecy. He derived 666 using gematria on the ancient Greek word
»+Ap'YA or in all caps > ™YE which is transliterated lateinos in English.

L=30= > lambda

a=1=  =alpha
t=300= Atau
e=5= M epsilon
i=10= ‘iota
n=50= ‘L2nu
0=70= ¢ omicron

s=200= Asigma

During the Renaissance period, King James 1 of England was convinced that Irenaeus was on
to something. He wrote: “Now as to the Mystery anent the Number of his name; whether it shall be
understood by the number composed of the Letters in that Greek word »@*™YE; which word well

: : : ., [110] :
suites with the Romish Church, Romish Faith, and Latine Service.” The Bishop of Derry and
Chaplain to King James I, George Downame, wrote more extensively on the matter:

Irenaeus, whose master, Polycarp, was a disciple of St. John, reports that those who had
seen John face to face did teach that the number of the name of the beast according to the
computation of the Greeks by the letters which be in it, shall contain 666. He, therefore, set
down three names in Greek letters containing that number, the third of which is LATEINOS,
whereof he writes, But the name Lateinos also contains the number 666, and it is very likely,

: : : : . [111]
because the most true kingdom has this name. For they are Latins which now reign. In
effect, it is as if he had said the name Latin is very likely because it has the number 666, and is
the name of the beast which figures as the most true kingdom, that is the Latin or Roman State.



Therefore, the name of the beast is LATEINOS, that is to say, Latin.

In Hebrew the beast’s name of Roman also comprehends that number. For the beast’s
name, being a noun or collective name may, according to the manner of the Hebrews, be uttered
either in the Masculine or Feminine gender. The Feminine doth better fit the prophecy, not only
because it renders the exact number 666, but because as the beast is the adulterous Roman State
under Antichrist, is elsewhere in the Feminine called the Whore of Babylon, the mother of
fornications. The most usual name of the beast in its own language, that is, the Latin tongue, is
Romanus, which in Hebrew characters, as Master John Foxe theorizes, having reached this
conclusion by earnest prayer, also contains the number 666. That the name Latin or Roman in
the learned tongues is the name whereof the holy Ghost speaks must be true because everything
here spoken of the name agrees perfectly and properly:

(1) It 1s the name of the beast.
(2) It contains the number 666.
(3) He is such a name, to whom all other notes of Antichrist do agree.

(4) Because the name Latinus [being Latin and Lateinos translated into the Latin language]
or Romanus [being Roman translated into the Latin language] is also the name of a man. For

: : : [112]
Latinus was one of the ancient Kings of Italy, and Romanus was one of the Popes.

[113]

Wherefore I doubt not that the name of the beast is Roman or Latin in the learned tongues.

Of course, Irenacus was making a point that it is relatively trivial to derive 666 from a name
so it is always mere speculation. Many scholars point to Nero as the most likely solution, as his
gematria also yields the number of the beast. Here is another interesting figure of note, the current
pope, Benedictos:

’ ..”TM§QY£

'=2, =5, =50, =5, "=4, ™=](), §=20, =300, Y=70, £=200
666






Chapter Three:

Antichrist and the False Prophet

No one likes waiting. Patience, persistence, and perseverance are not popular words. They convey
capricious craving, laborious longing, and unrequited love. While Augustine advised, “Patience is

: : [(114] .. . : : :
the companion of wisdom,” waiting is always proportionately difficult to the object of one’s
passion. How much more intense is the longing when waiting for one of infinite worth?

Christians live in the tension of what is called the “already, but not yet” paradigm. This refers
to the i1dea that Christ inaugurated the kingdom at the first advent but it will not be fully realized until
the second at the eschaton. Gordon Fee writes, “The theological framework of the entire New

Testament is eschatological.”[&1 Thus, there is a tension inherent in the Christian worldview that
eclipses all the yearnings of adolescence. It is the groaning of creation itself (Rom 8:22). Christians
eagerly anticipate the Parousia, which is the transliteration of Greek word which means “presence”
or “coming.” In New Testament theology, it is often used generally to include all of the events

involving the second coming of Chris‘[.[ml Yet we are told that before this restoration of all things
there will be an apostasy and the rise of a man of lawlessness, the infamous Antichrist. Thus, it is
really not so surprising that sincere Christians have been predicting and even identifying the
antichrist throughout history.

The concept of antichrist traces back to Israelite history where Israel as the chosen people of
God were threatened or opposed by a pernicious pagan kings. For example, concerning the
Babylonian king, Isaiah writes, “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” (Is 14:13). Ezekiel paints a similar portrait of the King of Tyre (28:2) and King
Gog of Magog (38-39). While some believe these speak of Satan himself, these passages are also
applied directly to a man as well. This suggests a satanic indwelling reminiscent of Judas in Luke
22:3. This self-proclaimed apotheosis is also found in the “little horn” of Daniel 7 and 8. Even
more, it is seen in Daniel 11:36-37. Antiochus IV Epiphanes who desecrated the second temple
typifies the eschatological figure, and the infamous “abomination of desolation” is seemingly spoken
of as a still future event by Jesus (Mt 24:15). This deified tyrant figure appears in the New
Testament in Paul’s description of the “man of sin” who proclaims himself to be God (2 Thes 2:3—
4). In John’s Apocalypse, he is the beast from the abyss whose image is idolatrously worshipped
(13:1-18). In Mark 13:22, Jesus warns near the time of His return that false Christs (pseudochristor)
and false prophets (pseudoprophtai) will deceive people by doing signs and wonders (cf. Matt
7:15; 24:11, 23-24). All of these texts form a composite picture from which scholars and expositors
have formed a model of who this is and how he might manifest. Historically, the majority of
interpreters including many Catholic scholars (whom we discuss later) have seen the earmarks of
Rome in these prophetic Scriptures.

The Greek term antichristos can be taken two ways as “opponent of Christ” or as “false
Christ.” This is due to the twofold meaning of the prefix “anti.” It can mean “against” or “instead

of.”Ll”] It is only used explicitly in 1 John 2:18, 22; 4:3; 2 John 7, and in other apocryphal



Christian literature. If we look to John’s epistles, we see that “antichrist” is defined as “he who
denies the Father and the Son” (1 Jn 2:22b). This meets the “against” sense of the prefix “anti.” Yet,
John also seems to distinguish between a single Antichrist “who shall come” and a plural “now are
there many antichrists” (1 Jn 2:18). Leon Morris offers, “Perhaps we should bear in mind that John
refers to ‘the spirit of the antichrist’ as well as ‘the Antichrist’ (thus using both neuter and
masculine); indeed, he refers to ‘many antichrists’ in whom that spirit finds expression (1 John 4:3;

2:18).”[M1 Thus, it seems judicious to be flexible in one’s view. Even so, in 2 Thessalonians 2,
Paul’s use of: 1) “man of sin”; 2) “son of perdition”; 3) “opposeth and exalteth himself above all that
is called God”; and 4) “whose coming is after the working of Satan” points to a single individual.
Accordingly, special attention will be given to Paul’s second letter to the Thessalonian church in this
chapter. Due to Paul’s description of a “man” and because Jesus is described as defeating an
individual (cf. 2 Th 2:8; Re 19:20), it seems best to understand the general term “antichrist”
culminating with an ultimate incarnation, “the Antichrist,” just prior to the parousia. What we see in
the Thessalonian letters is that Paul is shepherding a flock acutely experiencing eschatological
tension. While the second (2 Thes 2:1-12) has the important data on the antichrist, it is also
important to look back to Paul’s first letter. Fortunately, a portion of Paul’s eschatological teaching
can be gleaned from the first letter. Fatefully, that letter also addressed a serious misunderstanding
concerning the Lord’s return.

It seems that Paul taught the fledgling Thessalonian congregation a good deal about
eschatology. Nevertheless, because some believers had died since Paul had been there, some
members of the fledgling church feared the deceased would miss out. Paul assured them that at the
coming of Christ, the parousia, the dead would rise first and go to meet the Lord. Then the living
believers would be caught up in clouds and both would remain with the Lord forever (1 Thes 4:13—
18). This famous “rapture” passage is connected to the day of the Lord a few lines later in 1
Thessalonians 5:2. Paradoxically, 1 Thessalonians 5 anticipates the very error that 2 Thessalonians
addresses. Paul had told them, “But ye, brethren, are not in darkness, that that day should overtake
you as a thief” (1 Th 5:4). Even so, this is exactly what they thought had occurred a short while later
albeit due to an intentional deception.

In the second letter, Paul is correcting a dangerous and cruel teaching that the realization of the
kingdom was underway to the exclusion of the Church he founded and dearly loves. Paul’s
thanksgiving in 2 Thessalonians (1:3—12), similar to that in 1 Thessalonians, extols their
characteristic loyalty in suffering and their example to others. The problem is that some believed that
“the day of the Lord” had already occurred. Even worse, the lie was perpetrated under Paul’s name
(2 Thes 2:2). The main text discussed here (2:1-12) is the substantive doctrinal basis for Paul’s
correction.

Paul’s solution to their fear is that “for that day shall not come, except there come a falling
away first, and that man of sin be revealed, the son of perdition” (2 Thes 2:3; emphasis added). The
“falling away” can also be rendered as “rebellion” from the Greek apostasia and most likely
predicts a mass departure within the Church from solid theology and classical Christian doctrine.
This is certainly the position we defend, as one cannot “fall away” or rebel against something as an
outsider (rebellion necessarily occurs from within). While there are those who believe the term
apostasia means a “departure” in the sense of the “rapture”—the church being gathered bodily and
departing the earth before the start of Great Tribulation and the coming of the Antichrist—this idea
has been discredited by many scholars who contend that the word apostasia almost certainly refers
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to a “religious apostasy.” G. K. Beale makes a solid case that apostasia “in the Greek Old and

... ,,[120] : :
New Testaments always refers to a “departure from faith.” For instance, in the book of Acts,
the term is used to render: “thou teachest all the Jews which are among the Gentiles to forsake
Moses” (Acts 21:21a; underline added). Because of Paul’s extensive Pharisaic training, it is also

: : . : [121] C . :
important to note this word’s similar use in the LXX, which implies conclusion that “a
religious apostasy” is how Paul and his first-century readers understood this phrasing.

The second sign is much more enigmatic and occurs when Paul mentions the man of sin who is
revealed, “the son of perdition; Who opposeth and exalteth himself above all that is called God, or
that 1s worshipped; so that he as God sitteth in the temple of God, shewing himself that he is God” (2
Th 2:3-4). This man of sin or alternately “man of lawlessness” is widely considered to be the
Antichrist or the Beast from the abyss in the book of Revelation (Revelation 13, 17). There is debate
on whether these two signs, the apostasy and coming of antichrist, are separate or contingent events.
Some scholars read it as an apostasy and revealing of antichrist, while others see the apostasy led by
the antichrist or vice versa. As with all exegesis, what is essential to interpreting the Thessalonian
letter is what Paul had in mind. Clearly, Paul seems to reference the prophecy of Daniel.
Specifically, the little horn (Dan 7:8; 8:9) and the willful king (11:36).

The parallels between Daniel’s prophecy and Paul’s teaching in vv.3—4 are obvious. Daniel
wrote of a king who would “do according to his will; and he shall exalt himself, and magnify himselt
above every god, and shall speak marvellous things against the God of gods” (Dn 11:36). While
Daniel’s predictions find some fulfillment in Antiochus IV, many scholars see a pivot point at verse
36 where Daniel shifts to the end-time Antichrist. For instance, Stephen Miller contends, “Exegetical
necessity requires that 11:36-45 be applied to someone other than Antiochus IV. The context
indicates that the ruler now in view will live in the last days, immediately prior to the coming of the

[122] : . : : i
Lord.” Daniel also predicts, “And in the latter time of their kingdom, when the transgressors
are come to the full, a king of fierce countenance, and understanding dark sentences, shall stand up”

: : [123] . . :
(Da 8:23) which places him at the eschaton. This blasphemous event also seems to be in focus
in Daniel 12:11. However, in the final analysis, Jesus makes the decisive call on this issue.

What essentially locks the futurist interpretation in for evangelicals is what Jesus predicted in
Matthew 24, “When ye therefore shall see the abomination of desolation, spoken of by Daniel the
prophet, stand in the holy place” (Mt 24:15; underline added). This was, of course, long after the
demonically inspired deeds of Antiochus IV, and yet Jesus speaks of Daniel’s prophecy as a future
event. While it is demonstrable by textual comparison that Paul was informed of Jesus’ warning in

Matthew 24: IS,IM1 we can infer this had not occurred to the Thessalonians. How much of Jesus’
eschatology Paul’s Thessalonian readers would be aware of is a matter of speculation, but it is clear
that Paul meant for them to understand there would be an appearance of an end-time individual with
an apotheosis ambition preceding and forecasting Christ’s return.

Another important exegetical issue is what Paul intended by “temple of God.” Amillennial
supercessionists, like Beale and historicists like Calvin, argue forcefully for a non-literal meaning
where Paul is metaphorically referring to the church. Beale argues, “The same phrase, God’s temple,
is found nine other times in the New Testament outside of 2 Thessalonians, and it almost always
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refers either to Christ or the church.”

exclusively as the pope.[m1 We will explore these ideas thoroughly elsewhere and while many of
the popes were seen by Catholic and evangelical fathers as prophetic types of the final antichrist and
false prophet, John wrote in the first century that many antichrists had already come (1 John 2:18). It
seems that in 2 Thessalonians, Paul is necessarily referring to a final manifestation directly signaling
the day of the Lord sitting in the only “temple of God” known to his readers, the one in Jerusalem.
Paul’s readers obviously did not have the New Testament.

From the same line of reasoning, Calvin views it

While Beale, Calvin, and other strict historicists can rightly argue from later Pauline theology
that the Christian is a temple, this is the exegetical fallacy of presumptuously imposing developed
New Testament theology onto a very early context. The New Testament did not exist and Paul is
speaking instructively and pastorally. He is correcting an error, not speaking mystically. There is
nothing in 1 or 2 Thessalonians which would lead Paul’s readers to think what Beale and Calvin
prefer. The temple was not a symbol in this early context. If anything, the background from Daniel
and Antiochus IV would be in their minds and they would most certainly envision the temple in
Jerusalem. If theological presuppositions are laid aside, it seems clear that Paul meant for his
readers to understand the then-extant temple in Jerusalem and not the metaphorical Church. How
does this fit into the Prophecy of the Popes? The Vatican has always had its eyes on Jerusalem
(covered in our chapter titled “The Burdensome Stone’), which is literally playing out as we write
this book.

Paul then discusses some particulars about this man of lawlessness: 1) he is currently
restrained (2:6—7); 2) he will be killed by Christ (2:8); 3) he is empowered to perform signs by
Satan (2:9); and 4) his followers face fearsome judgment (2:10—12). The identity of the restrainer is
discussed in the chapter “From Peter to Constantine,” but what demands immediate attention is the
“mystery of inequity.” He uses the word mystery in 2:7 because he understands the antichrist
prophecy from Daniel as beginning to be fulfilled in a mysterious manner not clearly anticipated by
Daniel. Although Daniel wrote that the ultimate antichrist appears in full force for all to see, now
Paul sees that, while this devil has not yet come as he will at the eschaton, he is nonetheless already
at work in the early Church through his diabolical deceivers, the false prophets. As far as antichrist,
many interpreters conflate the two meanings of “anti” into a figure who poses as Christ while
initially clandestinely opposing God in allegiance with Satan.

The man of lawlessness is “whom the Lord shall consume with the spirit of his mouth, and
shall destroy with the brightness of his coming” (2 Th 2:8b). This is a quote from Isaiah, “with the
breath of his lips shall he slay the wicked” (Is 11:4b). Daniel also predicts, “he shall be broken but
by no [human] hand” (8:25b). Perhaps Paul also had the Armageddon scenarios from Zechariah
14:12 and Ezekiel 39:4 in mind with this statement. Of course, there is a direct parallel of this end-
time face-off written by John a few decades after Paul’s letter (Rev 19:15-20). In line with his
pastoral intent, Paul’s readers would be comforted to know that the man of sin’s reign of terror
would be short lived. However, as for them then, so with us today, confidence should not lead to
complacency, the text speaks to the future revealing of this figure that will be empowered by Satan to
perform deceptive miracles. Jesus was emphatic, “For there shall arise false Christs, and false
prophets, and shall shew great signs and wonders; insomuch that, if it were possible, they shall
deceive the very elect” (Mt 24:24; underline added). This is a call for Christians to be vigilant and
discerning.




The parousia of the antichrist, “is after the working of Satan with all power and signs and
lying wonders” (2 Thes 2:9). The word rendered “working” is from the Greek energeian and it is
always used of supernatural activity in the New Testament (Acts 2:22, 43; 4:30; 5:12; 6:8; 7:36;

14:3; 15:12; Rom 15:19; 2 Cor 12:12; Heb 2:4).[m1 This supernatural “working” has a parallel in
Revelation 13:2 where the great red dragon empowers the beast. It also appears this beast is not
alone but accompanied by a magic-working compatriot. Paul and his readers were not influenced by
the naturalistic philosophy of our day. Accordingly, he did not likely mean the signs and wonders
will be mere parlor tricks or illusions, but rather genuine, paranormal phenomena. The purpose of
the supernatural acts is to deceive but the works themselves are very real. It seems God allows this
manifestation of supernatural power as a means to execute judgment on the unbelieving world.

The “strong delusion,” from the Greek energeian planes, is highly controversial because it
arguably implies that God intentionally deceives. However, Paul wanted his readers to understand
that it is ultimately self-imposed because they refuse the truth. God is not deceiving innocents and it
is not without precedent. In the Hebrew Bible, God punished people with a “perverse yspirit” (Is
19:14) and intoxication, “but not with wine; they stagger, but not with strong drink” (Is 29:9). The
Jews believed this was because the other nations chose to turn away from Yahweh and only Israel

accepted his MM] God also sent a deceiving spirit to apostate King Ahab that his plans might
fail (1 Kgs 22:22). Here, a similar idea is expressed in that those “who believed not the truth, but
had pleasure in unrighteousness” (v. 12b) are given a ‘“‘strong delusion” from God so that they
believe what is false. It is also implied by the parable of the sower (Mk 4:15 ff.) as wells as in
Romans where Paul writes, “God gave them over...” (Ro 1:24, 26). From the flow of Paul’s
argument here, it seems likely that Paul had the Antichrist’s claim to deity in mind with “what is
false.” The final Antichrist will be irresistible to the unbelieving world and this is their due
judgment.

There are some important lessons for the contemporary church to be gleaned from 2
Thessalonians. Paul stated clearly that the mystery of iniquity was already at work (2:7). This seems
to infer that since his time, the spirit of antichrist has been working to deceive not only the worldly
culture but also the church. Accordingly, Christians should have anticipated the mass falling away
from classical Christian doctrine and values now evident in contemporary society. Evangelicals and
Roman Catholics alike have increasingly deviated from biblical Christianity to espouse heretical
notions like Dominionism, the Prosperity Movement, and Dual Covenant Theology (wherein Jews do
not need to accept Jesus as Messiah). Similarly equated with the coming of the False Prophet and
Antichrist is Ecumenical Modernism, which has witnessed Anglicans and evangelicals reuniting
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with Rome and even the development among major mainline curiosities like the ELC and

[130] :
PCUSA 30 to not only accept homosexual unions but to endorse homosexual clergy. John
MacArthur has argued this represents God’s judgment on our nation in line with Romans 1:18-

[131] : . o : :
32. : John Piper points out that these denominations are knowingly leading people to hell (1 Cor

[132] . : : : : :
6:9). 3 Then there i1s the attack of the “new” atheists like Dawkins, Harris, and Hitchens. Does
all of this represent impetus of the great apostasy? It seems the church is on the very edge of

: . [133], ..
destruction and yet Christianity is spreading like wildfire in China. 33 This too could represent the
fulfillment of Jesus’ prophecy, “And this gospel of the kingdom will be proclaimed throughout the



whole world as a testimony to all nations, and then the end will come” (Matthew 24:14)?

This of course begs the question about Petrus Romanus (who pastures his sheep until these
things are finished and the City of Seven Hills will be destroyed): “Is he the end time’s false prophet
or even perhaps the Antichrist?” It seems clear to Catholics and Evangelicals that the City of Seven
Hills is Rome and to many of them that it is Mystery Babylon as well. But when we turn to the
parallel passages in the Book of Revelation we find not one but two beasts described. Both are
apocalyptic symbols for antichristian forces and/or persons empowered by Satan. The first beast,
commonly referred to as the “Antichrist,” is from the abyss, and the second beast, the one from the

earth, is usually called the “false prophet” (Rev. 16:13; 19:20; 20:10).[Ml In Daniel’s prophecy,
there is a cryptic reference to a ram with two horns, one larger than the other: “...a ram which had
two horns: and the two horns were high; but one was higher than the otheryy, and the higher came up
last” (Daniel 8:3). In Revelation, we see something similar. The land beast or false prophet “had
two horns like a lamb, but he spoke like a dragon” (Rev. 13:11), showing that although he appears as
a Christian leader, his message is deceptive and satanic.

This prophetic tradition appears to be more ancient than many are aware. Some scholars think
John is drawing on the Leviathan and Behemoth monsters for the sea and land beast images from the
intertestamental pseudepigrapha, 1 Enoch 60:9—10:

And I besought the other angel that he should show me the might of those monsters, how they
were parted on one day and cast, the one into the abysses of the sea, and the other unto the dry
land of the wilderness. And he said to me: “Thou son of man, herein thou dost seek to know

what is hidden.”[135]

Scholars of apocalyptic literature also argue the second beast, the false prophet, represents
false religion in general, but we contend here that it is counterfeit Christianity specifically. The false
prophet’s mission is to convince human beings to worship the Antichrist and he is empowered to do
so through overt supernatural signs and wonders. It is here that John’s Apocalypse supplies a sharper
image than what we saw in Paul’s letter to the Thessalonians, which was nearly forty years prior. In
Revelation, we read that it is the second beast that “doeth great wonders, so that he maketh fire come
down from heaven on the earth in the sight of men” (Rev 13:13). With this in mind, we consider
Paul’s teaching that his “coming is after the working of Satan with all power and signs and lying
wonders”(2 Th 2:9). When viewed together, it seems that it is likely the false prophet figure that
instigates the Antichrist’s arrival. According to the respected academic source, Dictionary of
Biblical Prophecy and End Times, “If the dragon, the beast, and the false prophet comprise the

satanic trinity, the false prophet serves as the demonic counterpart to the Holy Spirit.”[ml Perhaps
this was the satanic enthronement ritual (discussed in the next chapter) performed in the Vatican as
described by Malachi Martin in Windswept House? Maybe Petrus Romanus is the satisfaction of that
diabolic incantation.

Peter Goodgame has argued convincingly that the Roman prince seen in Daniel 9:27 who sets



up the Abomination of Desolation is the false prophet rather than the Antichrist.[ml He cites
Revelation 13:14 in which the false prophet “deceiveth them that dwell on the earth by the means of
those miracles which he had power to do in the sight of the beast; saying to them that dwell on the
earth, that they should make an image to the beast, which had the wound by a sword, and did live,”
and Daniel 11:31 which prophecies, “And arms shall stand on his part, and they shall pollute the
sanctuary of strength, and shall take away the daily sacrifice, and they shall place the abomination
that maketh desolate” (underline added). These passages clearly show it is the confederates of the
Antichrist who set up the desolating image. Goodgame also argues that because Daniel refers to the
Antichrist as a king (Hebrew melek) in 7:24, 8:23 and 11:21-35, it seems unlikely that he would call
him a prince (Hebrew nagiyd) in 9:26-27. We can safely assume he is Roman by the phrase, “And
the people of the prince who is to come, shall destroy the city and the sanctuary” (v. 26; underline
added) which necessarily refers to the Roman sacking of Jerusalem in AD 70. Goodgame’s exegesis
and reasoning are sound and compelling.

The implications to the prophecy of Petrus Romanus are self-evident too. In line with Daniel
9:27’s prediction of a covenant for one week, Goodgame argues this infers that a pope will broker
an agreement over Jerusalem. This final seven year period will begin when the future Roman prince
“confirms a covenant” that will involve the nation of Israel and the city of Jerusalem. This
researcher has been led to the belief that this future Roman prince will be the False Prophet of Bible
prophecy, and that he may indeed be a leader of the apostate Roman Catholic Church. It is clear from
Scripture that the False Prophet will be a powerful and well-respected global spiritual leader, and
there is none more powerful or more respected in religious matters than the Roman Catholic

[138]
Pope.

To some, this may seem like a scenario lifted right out of the Left Behind novels, but it coheres
nicely with Malachi Martin’s finishing assertions. As far as Jerusalem, we have gathered
considerable evidence that this process is underway in earnest. Formally classified US State
department memos have been obtained which suggest that “religious figures, non-governmental
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people” should be put in charge of the Holy City. This 1s handled in detail in our chapter “The

Burdensome Stone.”






Chapter Four:

Rosemary’s Baby (Petrus) and the Priests Who Were Dying
to See Him

In the 1968 horror film Rosemary’s Baby by director Roman Polanski, Mia Farrow plays Rosemary
Woodhouse, a naive young housewife who agrees to become pregnant but through a series of spooky
events comes to believe her husband has made a pact with eccentric neighbors Minnie and Roman
Castevet (Ruth Gordon and Sidney Blackmer) to use the unborn child in some sort of occult ritual.

On the night they have planned to try to conceive, Mrs. Castevet brings separate dishes of
chocolate mousse to Rosemary and her husband Guy. Rosemary takes a few bites, but disliking the
chalky under-taste, quietly throws it away. A few minutes later, she becomes dizzy and passes out.
She then has what she thinks is a nightmare in which the Castevets and other neighbors are in her
bedroom watching as she is raped by a demonic presence. The dream is so vivid she suddenly
screams out, “This is no dream—this is really happening!” When she wakes, there are scratches all
over her body, and her husband tells her that in order not to miss the opportunity for conception, he
had engaged her body for sex while she slept.

(Note that Polanski had wanted his wife Sharon Tate to play the role of Rosemary, and Tate
reportedly provided the idea for the key scene in which Rosemary is raped and impregnated. In
tragic, real-life irony, on August 9, 1969, Tate was eight and a half months pregnant when she and
her unborn child were brutally murdered by followers of Charles Manson—Susan Atkins and Tex
Watson. When screenwriter Wojciech Frykowski, who was at Sharon Tate’s home the night of the
murders [and also murdered] asked Tex who he was and what he was doing there, Watson replied,
“I’mthe devil, and I’'m here to do the devil’s business.”)

Following the horrific “nightmare” scene experienced by the movie character Rosemary, she
learns she is pregnant and that the baby is due June 28, 1966 (666). The Castevets recommend an
obstetrician named Dr. Abraham Sapirstein (Ralph Bellamy) who prescribes a daily “vitamin drink”
for her, which he assures is good for her and the unborn child. Minnie Castevet gives her an odd-
smelling “good luck charm” to wear, which also smells of the main ingredient in the vitamin drink
—tannis root (a phonetic play on the term Satanas; Satan).

When before long Rosemary’s dear friend Hutch (Maurice Evans) notices her appearance
becoming gaunt and hears her complaining of severe abdominal pains, loss of weight, and unusual
cravings for raw meat and chicken liver (an ancient witches fertility prescription), he decides to
research the “tannis root” concoction. Mysteriously, before he can share what he finds, he falls into a
coma and dies, but not before waking up long enough to ask a friend to deliver a book on witchcraft
in which he has marked photographs and passages—to Rosemary, along with a cryptic message:
“the name is an anagram.” From this, she deciphers that her neighbor Roman Castevet’s name is the
anagram and that he is actually Steven Marcato, son of Adrian Marcato, a former resident and
devoted Satanist.

Her suspicions grow as she becomes convinced that her husband and neighbors really are
practicing witchcraft, and that somehow this involves her unborn child. Dr. Sapirstein and
Rosemary’s husband Guy learn of her mistrusts, and tell her that neither she nor the baby will be



harmed so long as she cooperates. Right after, she goes into labor and is sedated, and when she
awakens, her baby is gone. She is told the infant died, but she hears a baby crying in another room at
the apartment. Finding a secret door connecting her residence to the neighbors, she discovers a
congregation gathered around her infant son. The baby boy’s eyes are frighteningly deformed, and
she is told that her husband is not the father, that the child is the spawn of Satan.

Although Rosemary’s Baby is based on a novel, ritualized sexual magic is real and the plan to
use it to incarnate the devil’s seed has had a long and curious history among Satanists, secret
societies, freemasons, and even, according to some Catholic priests, the Vatican.

Highly guarded instruction manuals used by secretive Satanist organizations such as The Order
of Nine Angels, the Church of Satan founded by Anton LaVey, and even further back by members of
Ordo Templi Orientis including works by infamous 33rd-degree freemason, Aleister Crowley, have
described how it is through sex that a being is brought into the world and housed in a body of flesh.
Thus it is a mystical exercise that, when combined with magick rituals such as chanting of specific
syllables to project proper vibrations (which open the inner mind and mesmerize the conscious
mind), invite the nebulous spirit to fill the embryonic host. As the participating priestess lies upon
the ground or upon the altar and is aroused by activity of the priest, copulation proceeds while the
priestess visualizes the opening of a celestial gateway and Dark Chaos flowing out of it downward
upon her, providing the mystical seed. Like the ancient Pythian of Apollo, the priestess is also at this
moment a portal to the abode of dark gods.

Rocket scientist and cofounder of the Jet Propulsion Laboratory, Jack Parsons, and his pal L.
Ron Hubbard (Church of Scientology founder) were disciples of Aleister Crowley and recorded one
such event called the “Babalon Working,” which they performed in hopes of incarnating the whore of
Babylon—a demon child or gibbori—through a portal during ritual sex. Parsons later wrote that the
ceremony was successful and that “Babalon is incarnate upon the earth today awaiting the proper

hour of her manifes‘[a‘[ion.”[ml

According to Magick, Liber ABA, Book 4 (widely considered the magnum opus of occultist
Aleister Crowley), ritual magic sex can include (what sounds like) cannibalism and human sacrifice.
Crowley says, “It would be unwise to condemn as irrational the practice of devouring the heart and
liver of an adversary while yet warm. For the highest spiritual working one must choose that victim
which contains the greatest and purest force; a male child of perfect innocence and high intelligence

is the most sa‘[isfactory.”[ﬂ1

As far back as 200 AD, the Christian apologetic work Octavius by Marcus Minucius Felix
described apostate Christians participating in orgiastic rituals in a dark room while worshiping the
head of a donkey and sacrificing a baby for the Host during Black Mass. Most experts believe
similar activity has secretly continued throughout the ages, and that true “Hosts”—that is, the bread
and grape wine used after consecration, which is, according to dogma, changed into the literal
substance of the Body and the Blood of Jesus Christ via transubstantiation—are given by Catholic
priests, who have made diabolical pacts with Satanists, to the attendants of the Black Sabbath.
Among highly placed Church experts who assert such activity is real and even occurs inside the
leonine walls of the Holy See would be: Monsignor Luigi Marinelli (whose 1999 book Gone with
the Wind in the Vatican sold one hundred thousand copies in just the first three weeks); exorcist and
Archbishop Emmanuel Milingo, who in a speech at the Our Lady of Fatima 2000 International
Conference on World Peace, charged high-ranking members of the Church hierarchy of being in



league with “Satan”; and the late exorcist and maverick professor of the Pontifical Biblical Institute,
eminent Catholic theologian and former Jesuit, Malachi Martin. When the Manhatten magazine The
Fatima Crusader asked Martin about the public alarm raised over Archbishop Milingo’s claim that
high-ranking Vatican officials were “followers of Satan,” Martin replied, “Anybody who is
acquainted with the state of affairs in the Vatican in the last 35 years is well aware that the prince of

darkness has had and continues to have his surrogates in the court of St. Peter in Rome.”[ﬁ1 While
a few have tried to discredit Martin by claiming that he was everything from a double agent for
Jewish lobbying groups during Vatican II (to effect the final draft of Nostra Aetate, which would,
among other things, absolve the Jews of the death of Jesus) to maligning him as an outright
“pathological liar” (which the dead cannot defend themselves against), Malachi was in fact a close
personal friend of Pope Paul VI and worked within the Holy See doing research on the Dead Sea
Scrolls, publishing articles in journals on Semitic paleography, and teaching Aramaic, Hebrew, and
Sacred Scripture.

In 1965, Paul VI granted Martin a dispensation from his Jesuit and priestly duties, and Martin
moved to New York, where he dedicated himself to writing about—and sometimes speaking out on
—a variety of issues stemming from the Second Vatican Council, to detailed insider accounts of
papal history, Catholic dogma, and geopolitics. As a member of the Vatican Advisory Council and a
formidable polyglot who could speak seventeen languages (not to mention being personal secretary
to renowned Jesuit Cardinal Augustin Bea), Martin had privileged information pertaining to
secretive church and world issues, including the Third Secret of Fatima, which Martin hinted spelled
out parts of the plan to formerly install the dreaded False Prophet during a “Final Conclave.”

On this, Martin’s claim that an [lluminati-Masonic group made up of Western plutocrats called
“The Assembly” or the “Superforce” had infiltrated the highest levels of Vatican administration and
were working to bring about a New World Order, may have led to involvement by operatives of the
same group concerning his untimely (some say “suspicious’) death in 1999.

This raises questions as well about John Paul 1, who was elected pope in 1978 but who died
only thirty-three days later (33 is an occult masonic marker). Shortly after becoming pope, John Paul
I learned of cardinals, bishops, and high-ranking prelates that were Freemasons. He may have been
murdered to keep him from exposing these men’s plans and/or to deter an investigation he had
launched into the Vatican bank connected with Roberto Calvi, a Grand Orient Freemason and the
Chairman of the Ambrosiano Bank, which the Vatican Bank was primary shareholder of. When in
1978 it was discovered that monies had been illegally laundered for the Mafia through that bank,
Calvi fled Italy and three days later, the Bank’s shares crashed. One day after that, Calvi’s secretary
conveniently committed suicide, and on June 18, Calvi himself was found hanging beneath the
Blackfriar (connected to Freemasons) Bridge in London with a Masonic Cabletow around his neck
and chunks of masonry (left as a symbol?) in his pockets. John Daniel says of this in Scarlet and the
Beast: “At Masonic ritual murders, Masonic symbols are left at the scene for several reasons: (1) to
show Masons that this was a Masonic murder; (2) to warn Masons to follow the Masonic code, or
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suffer like fate; and (3) to prove to Masonic paymasters that the ‘hit” was accomphshed.”[—1
But was John Paul I, like Calvi may have been (and like Malachi Martin infers in Windswept
House), murdered by a Masonic “Superforce” too large and too powerful for him to contain; one that
Martin would later claim was behind the scenes, secretly working to use the Vatican to bring about a
global Antichrist system? “Suddenly it became unarguable that now... the Roman Catholic



organization carried a permanent presence of clerics who worshipped Satan and liked it,” wrote
Martin. “The facts that brought the Pope to a new level of suffering were mainly two: The systematic
organizational links—the network, in other words that had been established between certain clerical
homosexual groups and Satanist covens. And the inordinate power and influence of that

network.”[Ml

Ten years before something “pulled his feet” out from under him while he was preparing for an
exorcism and Malachi Martin fell and later died (at the time he was working on what he promised
would be his most explosive book yet under the telling title: Primacy: How the Institutional Roman
Catholic Church became a Creature of The New World Order ), he had become increasingly
outspoken about pedophilic Satanism at the heart of the Vatican throughout the College of Cardinals
and all the way down to local parishes, which he said were in league with a secret Masonic
diabolicus that began following the “enthronement of the fallen Archangel Lucifer” in the Roman
Catholic Citadel on June 29, 1963. This horrid rituale, as Martin had called it, had two primary
objectives: 1) to enthrone Lucifer as the Prince over Rome; and 2) to assure the sorcerous inception
and embodiment in flesh of that immaterial spirit that would fill Petrus Romanus.

In The Keys of This Blood: The Struggle of World Dominion, Martin had written:

Most frighteningly for John Paul, he had come up against the irremovable presence of a
malign strength in his own Vatican and in certain bishops’ chanceries. It was what
knowledgeable Churchmen called the “superforce.” Rumors, always difficult to verify, tied its
installation to the beginning of Pope Paul VI’s reign in 1963. Indeed Paul had alluded somberly
to “the smoke of Satan which has entered the Sanctuary”...an oblique reference to an
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enthronement ceremony by Satanists in the Vatican.

Martin concealed even greater detail of this luciferic “enthronement ceremony by Satanists in
the Vatican” in his book, Windswept House:

The Enthronement of the Fallen Archangel Lucifer was effected within the Roman Catholic
Citadel on June 29, 1963; a fitting date for the historic promise about to be fulfilled. As the
principal agents of this Ceremonial well knew, Satanist tradition had long predicted that the
Time of the Prince would be ushered in at the moment when a Pope would take the name of the
Apostle Paul [Pope Paul VI]. That requirement—the signal that the Availing Time had begun—
had been accomplished just eight days before with the election of the latest Peter-in-the-

[146]

Line.



The specific date given by Martin—June 29, 1963—and the combination of the specific names
Peter (whom the Pope is successor of in Catholicism) and Paul, is important. June 29 is the Feast or
Solemnity of both apostles, Peter and Paul. This is a liturgical feast in honor of the martyrdom of
both Saints and according to Wikipedia a holy day of obligation in the universal Church in which the
faithful are “obliged” to participate in mass. Among other things, this means on this specific date a
perfectly timed sacrilegious parody of the Catholic mass was completed during the Enthronement of
the Fallen Archangel Lucifer (which occultists know would hold high satanic energy) as well as
simultaneously an offense made against the martyrdom of Peter and Paul during the Church’s Feast in
their names.

Martin stated publicly on more than one occasion that this enthronement of Lucifer in Rome
was based on fact, and that to facilitate the black magic, a parallel ceremony was conducted
simultaneously in the United States in Charleston, South Carolina. The reason this location was
selected has remained obscure to many, but given what Malachi said about the Masonic connection,
it makes sense that South Carolina was chosen: It is the site of the first Supreme Council of the
Scottish Rite Freemasonry in the United States, called “the Mother Lodge of the World,” where in
1859, champion of luciferian dogma for the Masonic-Illuminatus, Albert Pike became Grand
Commander of the Supreme Council, where he served the Order of the Quest until his death in
Washington DC on April 2, 1892. Pike was known as a Satanist in his adopted state of Arkansas and
loved to sit naked in the woods astride a phallic throne while participating for days in drunkenness
and debauchery. Today, his body is proudly entombed at the House of the Temple, headquarters of
the Southern Jurisdiction of the Scottish Rite Freemasonry in Washington DC.

According to the logic of former Sirhan Sirhan attorney, Day Williams, this makes Charleston,
at the thirty-third parallel, even more perfect for the sacrifice and parallel ceremony described by
Martin because, “If a life is taken close to the...33rd Parallel, this fits with the Masons’ demonic
mythology in which they demonstrate their worldly power by spilling human blood at a
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predetermined locale.” Martin added additional reasons for the South Carolina location:

Such unobtrusive elements as the Pentagram and the black candles and the appropriate
draperies could be part of the Ceremonial in Rome. But other Ruberics—the Bowl of Bones
and the Ritual Din, for example, the sacrificial animals and the victim—would be too much.
There would have to be a Parallel Enthronement. A Concelebration could be accomplished
with the same effect by the Brethren in an Authorized Targeting Chapel. Provided all the
participants in both locations “targeted” every element of the Event on the Roman Chapel, then
the Event in its fullness would be accomplished specifically in the target area. It would all be a
matter of unanimity of hearts, identity of intention and perfect synchronization of words and
actions between the Targeting Chapel and the Target Chapel. The living wills and the thinking
minds of the Participants concentrated on the specific Aim of the Prince would transcend all

[148]

distance.



Martin’s chilling description in Windswept House of the methodical profanation of everything
virtuous and innocent during the “Parallel Enthronement” between the Targeting Chapel and the
Target Chapel included indescribably foul Invocations, sadistic animal sacrifices, and repeated
violations of a young “Ritual Victim” on an altar. For the uninitiated, the very idea this happened
strains credulity. Yet when John F. McManus, for The New American, June 9, 1997, asked Father
Martin if the Black Mass in South Carolina had actually occurred, it led to an enlightening Q and A:

McManus: Your book begins with a vivid description of a sacrilegious “Black Mass” held
in 1963 in Charleston, South Carolina. Did this really happen?

Martin: Yes it did. And the participation by telephone of some high officials of the church in
the Vatican is also a fact. The young female who was forced to be a part of this satanic ritual is
very much alive and, happily, has been able to marry and lead a normal life. She supplied
details about the event....

McManus: In addition...you depict numerous other cardinals and bishops in a very bad
light. Are these characterizations based on fact?

Martin: Yes, among the cardinals and the hierarchy there are satanists, homosexuals, anti-
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papists, and cooperators in the drive for world rule.

Even more explosive, near the end of Windswept House there is an often overlooked section
providing explicit details of the enthronement ceremony and its true purpose to create a satanic pope.
Martin provides details of the “Roman Phalanx,” another name for the Vatican satanic cult, as well
as describing their ultimate goal:

As a body, they had sworn “the Sacred Oath of Commitment” administered by the Delegate.
Then each man had approached the Altar to give “Evidence” of his personal dedication. With
blood drawn by the prick of a golden pin, each had pressed his fingerprint beside his name on
the Bill of Authorization. Henceforth, the life and work of every member of the Phalanx in the
Roman Citadel was to be focused on the transformation of the papacy itself. No longer was the
Petrine Office to be an instrument of the “Nameless Weakling” [Jesus]. It was to be fashioned
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into a willing instrument of the Prince, and a living model for “the New Age of Man.”

Thus it appears frighteningly evident that, like in the movie Rosemary’s Baby and in the
visions and fears of so many Catholic seers, a ceremony for invoking the incarnation of Satan’s seed
—or installing it ritualistically inside a young person or chosen priest—was indeed performed, and
a blood oath of dedication enacted for its goals by highly placed Satanists inside the Roman Catholic
Citadel a little less than fifty years ago.

Whether Martin was killed and his death covered up for revealing this satanic scheme to use
the Catholic Church as a launching pad for a luciferic novus ordo seclorum may never be known.
One year before he died, however, Martin’s very good friend, Father Alfred Kunz, was brutally
murdered at his St. Michael Catholic Church in Dane, Wisconsin. Kunz had been investigating the
same Satanism among “priests” that Martin had warned about, and had told Martin in the weeks
before his murder that he feared for his life.

When Kunz was found dead with his throat slit, Martin claimed in various media that he had
“inside information” that the Vatican “luciferians” had murdered him because he was getting ready to
blow the lid off their conspiracy. The satanic animal sacrifice described by Martin in Windswept
House as part of the “enthronement of the Fallen Archangel Lucifer in the Vatican” seems eerily
comparable to what was indeed discovered in Dane County during the first hours of the murder
investigation, including a calf which had been found sacrificed on a farm near St. Michael’s Church
exactly twenty-four hours before Kunz was last seen alive. According to police reports, the calf’s
throat was slit, as was Father Kunz, and its genitals cut off. There are details we will not discuss in
this book due to their horrific nature, but deep within occultism there are reasons for removing the
genitals of a sacrifice having to do with blasphemy of the Old Testament description of animals
being accounted unworthy as offerings to the Lord if their testicles are bruised, crushed, torn, or cut
(Lev. 22:24). According to survivors of ritual Satanic abuse (including Egyptian-Masonic Satanism),
human sacrificial victims are sometimes laid on a table and their genitals likewise removed in order
to make them “unworthy” or unfit for salvation (though versions of such abuse in South Africa are
called “muti” murders, and some people pay large sums of money for genitalia from these human
sacrifices in the belief it will bring them fertility, health, and good fortune). Then there is the ancient
occult idea that decapitated persons cannot partake in the resurrection, thus dark rituals can include
mutilation of the head, throat, and genitals where damnation of the victim is meant as a magical
curse. In the case of the Dane County murder, was a black ritual performed between the hours of 10
p.m. March 2 and 4 a.m. March 3, 1998, to “target” Father Kunz and to “mark” him unfit for
redemption?

During our investigative research for this book, we made formal requests of the Dane County
Sheriff’s Office for pertinent case files (DCSO Case # 98011295) pertaining to the ongoing
investigation of the Father Kunz homicide. After first being told the files we requested would be
given us, on December 15, 2011 we received a letter from the office of Lieutenant Mark Twombly
signed by Sheriff Mahoney that the District Attorney would need to approve the release of the files
(in other words it would take a court order) and therefore the request had been denied. Since this is
an active, ongoing case, the sensitive records are not to be made public at this time and this is
understandable. In filing a second request for less delicate documents, we were able to obtain a



packet of files, but none of these provided solid clues to the larger question of conspiracy related to
the murder of Father Kunz—specifically, was evidence discovered at the crime scene that his
murder was somehow connected to his conservative position on Vatican II, and, more importantly,
that he had information on certain pedophile priests and Satanists (that had earned him fierce
enemies within the Church) reaching all the way to the Catholic hierarchy in Rome involved in
ceremonies or behavior related to the enthronement of Lucifer and a ritual conducted for the purpose
of transmigrating a particular spirit into Petrus Romanus?

“In the absence of an arrest, the Kunz case has developed into a sinister religious Rorschach
for many—certainly among those close to the case who consider themselves traditionalists within the

troubled Roman Catholic Church,”[&1 wrote Chuck Nowlen in the 2001 cover story for Las Vegas
Weekly, The Devil and Father Kunz. At that time, Nowlen had interviewed Peter Kelly, a Monroe,
Wis., attorney and master’s divinity student who had produced Kunz’s weekly radio show. Given
that Kelly was a good friend of Kunz and had spent substantial time with him in private
conversations, his response to Nowlen’s questions reveal a lot about what Kelly personally believed
lay at the root of the murder: “This is a time of major crisis within the church, and the breakdown
tends to be along traditional and conservative versus liberal lines. I think it’s getting almost to the
point of complete collapse. And, yeah, I know: Some people delve into a so-called satanic influence
in the church, and everybody sort of rolls their eyes and laughs. But, I tell you, the nexus is really
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there.’

Still, Nowlen wondered, could someone within the Church really have killed Kunz—or
ordered him killed?

“Absolutely,” the lawyer confirmed, “as unbelievable as that might sound to some
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people.” =









Chapter Five:

Mysticism and the Guardians of the Hidden Knowledge

With what Malachi Martin swore to in the previous chapter concerning a Masonic diabolicalus
inside the Vatican, a few years ago, during research for the book Apollyon Rising 2012, our team
made a trip to Washington, DC where we met with two members of the Scottish Rite Freemasonry.
We joined one of them at The House of the Temple, the headquarters building of the Scottish Rite of
Freemasonry, Southern Jurisdiction, where the Rite’s Supreme Council, 33™-Degree, have their
meetings, and the other at the George Washington Masonic Memorial in Alexandria, Virginia. While
both men were very helpful and informative, they became evasive when we started asking specific
questions about a DC connection to the Vatican and secret rituals that are performed in the Temple
Room on the third floor at the House of the Temple invoking the “birth” of a promised seed. We
discuss that in particular in the next chapter, but for now, stay with us, as this is going to take a few
pages to unveil.

What most in the public do not understand is that, in spite of denial by some Masons, theirs is a
religious institution with rituals and even prophetic beliefs concerning a human-transforming final
world order, founded on and maintained by dozens of doctrines defined by Manly P. Hall, in The
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Lost Keys of Freemasonry as “the principles of mysticism and the occult rites.” The reason
lower-degree Masons would deny this is because the Masters of the Craft intentionally mislead
them. Speaking of the first three degrees of Freemasonry, Albert Pike admitted in Morals & Dogma:

The Blue Degrees are but the outer court or portico of the Temple. Part of the symbols are
displayed there to the initiate, but he is intentionally misled by false interpretations. It is not
intended that he shall understand them; but it is intended that he shall imagine he understands
them. Their true explication is reserved for the Adepts, the Princes of Masonry.... It is well
enough for the mass of those called Masons to imagine that all is contained in the Blue Degrees;
and whoso attempts to undeceive them will labor in vain, and without any true reward violate

: o [155]
his obligations as an Adept. 2

At these lower degrees, most members of Freemasonry belong to what is maintained as a
fraternal organization that simply requires belief in a “Supreme Being” while avoiding discussion of
politics and religion in the lodge, using metaphors of stonemasons building Solomon’s temple to
convey what they publically describe as “a system of morality veiled in allegory and illustrated by
symbols.” We’ve known several of these types of Masons, all of whom were sincere members of
society who worked together in a brotherhood for common benefit and to pool resources for
charitable goals. None of these lower-degree Masons with whom we have been acquainted would
ever, insofar as we know, participate in a conspiracy toward a global world order in which people
will be politically and spiritually enslaved. But as one former Freemason told us, “This is the veneer



of the lower degrees that exists on the Order’s public face. What is happening with at least some of
the members at the 33" level, or among the York Rite Knights Templar and the Shriners, is another
matter altogether. When I was part of the brotherhood, I watched as specific members with the
correct disposition and ideology were identified, separated, groomed, and initiated into the higher
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degrees for reasons you would find corresponding with the goals of a New World Order.’

Famous Freemason Foster Bailey once described how the Masons not included among this
elite are unaware of an “Illuminati” presence among Master Masons, who in turn are the guardians of
a secret “Plan™:

Little as it may be realised by the unthinking Mason who is interested only in the outer
aspects of the Craft work, the whole fabric of Masonry may be regarded as an externalisation of
that inner spiritual group whose members, down the ages, have been the Custodians of the Plan.
... These Master Masons, to whom TGAOTU [The Great Architect of the Universe] has given
the design and Who are familiar with the tracing board of the G.M. [Grand Master]| on high,
are...sometimes known as the Illuminati and can direct the searchlight of truth wherever its
beams are needed to guide the pilgrim on his way. They are the Rishis of the oriental

philosophy, the Builders of the occult tradition.L157]

Part of the carefully guarded Illuminati “Plan” Bailey referred to involves the need for each
Mason to navigate the meaning behind the various rituals in order to discover the secret doctrine of
Masonry involving the true identity of deity and what this means now and for the future. Manly Hall,
who rightly called the Great Seal of the United States “the signature” of that exalted body of Masons
who designed America for a “peculiar and particular purpose,” described these two kinds of
Masons as members of a “fraternity within a fraternity,” the elect of which are dedicated to a
mysterious arcanum arcandrum (a “sacred secret”) unknown to the rest of the Order:

Freemasonry is a fraternity within a fraternity—an outer organization concealing an inner
brotherhood of the elect.

...1t 1s necessary to establish the existence of these two separate yet independent
orders, the one visible and the other invisible.

The visible society is a splendid camaraderie of “free and accepted” men enjoined
to devote themselves to ethical, educational, fraternal, patriotic, and humanitarian concerns.

The invisible society is a secret and most august fraternity whose members are
dedicated to the service of a mysterious arcanum arcandrum.

Those brethren who have essayed to write the history of their craft have not



included in their disquisitions the story of that truly secret inner society which is to the body
Freemasonic what the heart is to the body human.

In each generation only a few are accepted into the inner sanctuary of the work...the
great initiate-philosophers of Freemasonry are...masters of that secret doctrine which forms the
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invisible foundation of every great theological and rational institution.

Among dedicatories to those who support this “invisible” secret doctrine, there is a memorial
alcove in the heart of the House of the Temple called the “Pillars of Charity.” Here, between two
vaults on either side—one containing the exhumed remains of former Sovereign Grand Commander
Albert Pike and the other containing Sovereign Grand Commander John Henry Cowles, marked by
busts of each man on marble pedestals—a stained-glass window depicts the all-seeing eye above the
words Fiat Lux emitting thirty-three beams of light downward onto the phrase ordo ab chao from
ancient craft Masonic doctrine, “order out of chaos.”

In between meetings with the anonymous Masons who met with us during research for
Apollyon Rising 2012, we stepped into this shrine and read the names of those who are hallowed
there on reflective golden inscriptions for contributing at least 1 million dollars to advance the cause
of Scottish Rite Freemasonry, including the George Bush family, whose work to initiate the New
World Order is universally understood.

At the House of the Temple, like elsewhere, “The Brotherhood of Darkness™ (as our friend Dr.
Stanley Monteith calls it) intentionally hides in plain sight the occult aspirations of the secret plan,
which ultimately will be realized in a one-world order and one-world religion under Petrus
Romanus and the son of Lucifer—Apollo/Osiris/Nimrod—or, as Manly Hall put it:

The outcome of the “secret destiny” is a World Order ruled by a King with supernatural
powers. This King was descended of a divine race; that is, he belonged to the Order of the
[llumined for those who come to a state of wisdom then belong to a family of heroes-perfected
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human beings.

When Hall offered this astonishingly perceptive commentary about the future Masonic “King”
who is “descended of a divine race” of “Illumined” (luciferic) “heroes-perfected” (half-man, half-
god) human beings, he nailed exactly what the Cumaean Sibyl’s prophecy on the Great Seal of the
United States says will occur concerning the coming of Apollo/Osiris/Nimrod. But it may surprise
some readers to learn that even US Presidents and Vice Presidents believed in this hidden message
on the Great Seal...and were dedicated to seeing the prophecy fulfilled.



Roosevelt, Wallace, and the Mystic from Russia

Of all the Masonic symbols associated with the founding of America, Manly Hall viewed the design
of the Great Seal of the United States as the highest signature of occult planning by those men who
were dedicated to fulfilling Bacon’s Rosicrucian dream of the New Atlantis. Other scholars agreed
with this assessment and recognized the symbolism of the Seal as pointing to the “secret destiny of
America.” This included Rhodes Scholar James H. Billington and Harvard professor Charles Eliot
Norton, who described the Great Seal as hardly other than an “emblem of a Masonic Fraternity.” In
1846, 33"-Degree Freemason and noted author James D. Carter inadvertently confirmed this as well
when he admitted the Masonic symbolism is clearly known whenever “an informed Mason examines
the Great Seal.”

Yet for all the volumes written in the early years about the arcane meaning behind the symbols
and mottoes of the Great Seal, it was not until the 1940s that, perhaps by providence, the significance
of the seal started finding its defining moment.

It happened when during the summer of 1940, two-term President Franklin D. Roosevelt
decided to run for an unprecedented third term and chose as his running mate for the Vice-
Presidency, secretary of agriculture and 32nd-Degree Mason, Henry Wallace. Among other things,
Roosevelt needed an unyielding supporter for the fading New Deal and saw in Wallace a farm-bred
intellectual whose scrubbed Midwestern looks would appeal to a cross section of Americans—from
ranchers to big-city unionists. Democratic National Committee Chairman Jim Farley couldn’t have
disagreed more, and made his opinion known not only to Roosevelt but to his wife, Eleanor, a strong
and respected civil rights activist who, after discussing the liberalism and mysticism of Wallace,
phoned her husband and told him, “I’ve been talking with Jim Farley and I agree with him. Henry
Wallace won’t do.” But FDR was determined to have his Masonic brother as his second in command
and drafted a speech in which he would refuse the party’s nomination unless Wallace was
designated for VP. The first lady followed by giving a speech of her own—a first time in which a
woman addressed the Democratic National Convention—asking the delegates to respect her
husband’s reasoning. Wallace went on to become thirty-third vice president of the United States
under the thirty-second president, Franklin D. Roosevelt—himself a 32nd-Degree Mason and Knight
of Pythias (Shriner) with an equal thirst for mysticism. Of course, at the time, the delegates could
hardly have imagined such weird instruments as a 1938 White House interoffice memo from Wallace
to Roosevelt that illustrated how deeply mysticism was already a part of the two men’s relationship.
It read in part:

I feel for a short time yet that we must deal with the “strong ones,” the “turbulent ones,” the
“fervent ones,” and perhaps even with a temporary resurgence, with the “flameless ones,” who
with the last dying gasp will strive to reanimate their dying giant “Capitalism.” Mr. President,
you can be the “flaming one,” the one with an ever-upsurging spirit to lead into the time when
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the children of men can sing again.



If at first this strange language befuddles the reader, it becomes much clearer when the history
of Wallace, who openly referred to himself as a “practical mystic,” is brought to light, including his
veneration of Agni Yoga Society founder and theosophist Nicholas Roerich. Known in his native
land as Nicolai Rerikh, Roerich and his wife had migrated from the Soviet Union to the United States
in the 1920s where they made a name for themselves on the New York scene as teachers of Madam
Blavatsky’s theosophical Secret Doctrine. Roerich’s particular devotion to mysticism was,
however, increasingly focused on apocalyptic themes surrounding the coming of a new earthly order,
which struck a chord with Wallace. This came to light later when Wallace began the VP race and
was threatened with embarrassment by the Republicans, who had come into possession of a series of
letters written by Wallace in the 1930s. Some of the communications were addressed to Roerich as
“Dear Guru,” and described the anticipation Wallace felt for “the breaking of the New Day,” a time
when a mythical kingdom would arrive on earth accompanied by a special breed of people. Earlier
letters by Wallace simply addressed the mystic as “Dear Prof. R,” and reflected the yearning
Wallace felt to become Roerich’s disciple and to make contact with those supernatural masters who
populated Blavatsky’s spiritual universe. In early 1934, Wallace wrote Roerich:

...Long have I been aware of the occasional fragrance from that other world which is the
real world. But now I must live in the outer world and at the same time make over my mind and
body to serve as fit instruments for the Lord of Justice. The changes in awareness must come as
a result of steady, earnest recollectedness. I shall strive to grow as rapidly as possible.... Yes,

the Chalice is fillin: L161].

The phrase by Wallace “I must...make over my mind and body to serve as fit instruments for
the Lord of Justice” is a direct reference to Helena Blavatsky’s Secret Doctrine to which Wallace
and Roerich were dedicated. On page 332 of her related work, Blavatsky explains that “Osiris” is
this Lord of Justice who rules over the “Seven Luminous Ones” or seven stars that Wallace would
later speak of and under which the United States would serve following the inauguration of the New

World Order and the resurrection of Osiris/Apollo.[ﬁ1 The other phrase, “Yes, the Chalice is
filling” corresponds to Holy Grail teachings by Roerich concerning a mystical cup, called the
“Chalice of Buddha” or sometimes “the Blessed One” which was (at least metaphorically) a vessel
of knowledge to those who honored the messianic figure and which would be filled by the
appearance of the King of the New World Order—Osiris/Apollo to Masons. Though in the 1930s
and 40s such coded letters gave Wallace an air of mystery as well as space for criticism in his
political life; Roosevelt, too, was more than a casual acquaintance of Roerich. John C. Culver and
John Hyde in their biography American Dreamer: The Life and Times of Henry A. Wallace note
how:



Roosevelt, perhaps influenced by his mother’s enthusiasm for Eastern art and mysticism,
took a personal interest in the Roerichs’ causes. Roosevelt met Roerich at least once, met with
Roerich’s associates on several occasions, and between 1934 and 1936 personally
corresponded with Helena Roerich several times. “Mr. President,” she wrote in a typical letter,
“Your message was transmitted to me. I am happy that your great heart has so beautifully
accepted the Message and Your lightbearing mind was free from prejudice.”

Indeed, it was Roosevelt who suggested to Wallace that he read an allegory by Arthur
Hopkins called The Glory Road, which served as the basis for the coded language in the guru
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letters.



Behind the Guru Letters: Belief in the Great Seal Prophecy

Although Roosevelt would be the one to set in motion the push to place the Great Seal of the United
States on the US one-dollar bill, Wallace claimed it was he who first brought the seal’s oracular
significance to Roosevelt, believing the symbolism of the emblems carried inference to Roosevelt’s
“New Deal,” and, more important, a Masonic prophecy toward a New World Order. Wallace
describes the meeting he had with Roosevelt:

Roosevelt as he looked at the colored reproduction of the Seal was first struck with the
representation of the All-Seeing Eye—a Masonic representation of the Great Architect of the
Universe. Next, he was impressed with the idea that the foundation for the new order of the ages
had been laid in 1776 but that it would be completed only under the eye of the Great Architect.
Roosevelt, like myself, was a 32"d-degree Mason. He suggested that the Seal be put on the
dollar bill...and took the matter up with the Secretary of the Treasury [also a Freemason].... He
brought it up in a Cabinet meeting and asked James Farley [Postmaster General and a Roman
Catholic] i1f he thought the Catholics would have any objection to the “all-seeing Eye,” which he
as a Mason looked on as a Masonic symbol of Deity. Farley said, “No, there would be no
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objection.”

Regardless of who between Roosevelt and Wallace first perceived the seal’s Masonic
prophetic significance, surviving records clearly show it was Roosevelt (and in his own handwriting
no less) who instructed that the obverse side of the seal be placed on the right back of the dollar and
the reverse side of the seal with the pyramid and all-seeing eye be put on the left so that it would be
the first thing a person saw when reading the back of the dollar from left to right. Thus, most
Americans “were left with the impression that the mysterious pyramid and its heralding of a ‘new
order’ were the foremost symbols of the American republic,” notes Mitch Horowitz in Occult

America.[ml It is natural to thus assume Wallace and Roosevelt also pondered the eagle on the
Great Seal with its thirty-two feathers on the right wing and thirty-three on the left, representing the
327 and 33" degrees of Freemasonry, because in addition to being 32™-Degree Masons, Roosevelt
was the thirty-second president and Wallace the thirty-third vice president, an especially remarkable
numerological “coincidence” given that Roosevelt was succeeded by Harry Truman, the thirty-third
president of the United States and a 33™-Degree Freemason! Additionally, in a 1991 hardcover book
on American Presidents by the Smithsonian Institution (the world’s largest research complex,
founded by Freemason James Smithson) titled The Smithsonian Treasury: Presidents, it says on
page 72 that when Franklin Roosevelt died during the closing days of World War II, the

responsibility “to formulate policies for a new world order” fell to Freemason Harry Trurnan.[ml
A painting on the same page depicts Truman standing over four other Masons—Joint Chiefs of Staff
Admiral William D. Leahy; Army Air Force General Henry H. Arnold; Army Chief of Staff George
C. Marshall; and Navy Commander in Chief Ernest J. King—a fitting diagram given that all this is



depicted on page 72 of a Smithsonian work, an intriguing choice for a statement on the vision for a
new world order given what the number seventy-two means within Masonic Gnosticism regarding
the seventy-two fallen angels or “kosmokrators” that currently administer the affairs of earth and
who are magically bound within the US Capitol Dome to bring about a New World Order (discussed
elsewhere).

As a mystic and Mason, Wallace (like we do) undoubtedly believed these numerologies were
not coincidence. Furthermore, what is now known is that Wallace viewed the unfinished pyramid
with the all-seeing eye hovering above it on the Great Seal as a prophecy about the dawn of a new
world with America at its head. Whenever the United States assumed its position as the new capital
of the world, Wallace wrote, the Grand Architect would return and metaphorically the all-seeing eye
would be fitted atop the Great Seal pyramid as the finished “apex stone.” For that to happen,
Wallace penned in 1934, “It will take a more definite recognition of the Grand Architect of the
Universe before the apex stone [capstone of the pyramid] is finally fitted into place and this nation in
the full strength of its power is in position to assume leadership among the nations in inaugurating

‘the New Order of the Ages.”’[ﬁ1

Finding or making “a more definite recognition” of this messianic figure appears to have
secretly obsessed Wallace (as well as Roosevelt) while also playing a key role in the decision to
include the Great Seal on the US dollar. Both men were fascinated with the concept of a new breed
of people—new Atlantians for the New Atlantis similar to Hitler’s contemporaneous exploration for
the Aryan supermen—Ied by an earthly messiah. Incredibly, if this supernatural leader were to be a
magical reincarnation or resurrection of deity, the body or DNA of this savior may have been kept in
or represented by a coffin (echoing the coffin symbolism on Masonic aprons), cryptically mentioned
in correspondence between Wallace and Nicholas Roerich. On March 12, 1933, Wallace wrote
Roerich:

Dear Guru,

I have been thinking of you holding the casket—the sacred most precious casket. And |
have thought of the New Country going forward to meet the seven stars [Blavatsky’s “Seven
Luminous Ones” that serve under “Osiris,” the Lord of Justice, and under which the U.S. would
serve at the fulfillment of the Sibyl’s novus ordo seclorum prophecy on the Great Seal] under
the sign of the three stars [possibly the three belt stars of Orion, related in myth to Osiris]. And
I have thought of the admonition “Await the Stone.”

We await the Stone and we welcome you again to this glorious land of destiny, clouded
though it may be with strange fumbling fears. Who shall hold up the compelling vision to those
who wander in darkness? In answer to this question we again welcome you. To drive out
depression. To drive out fear.... And so I await your convenience prepared to do what I am to
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0.



Investigative mythologist William Henry says this letter from Wallace made it clear that
Roosevelt, Nicholas Roerich, and Henry Wallace “were in search of this Divine Child...and his
secret...Stone...[and that] they awaited...in the ‘New Country’ [America as the New

Atlantis].”[m1 Central to the fulfillment of this scheme was the “sacred casket” that Wallace
mentioned in his letter to Roerich, considered in esoteric circles to be the same as the casket or
“coffin” of Osiris, and the Chintamani “Stone” or magical meteorite and holy relic believed to have
been left by “missionaries” to Earth from the region of the star Sirius in the constellation Canis
Major (The Great Dog). The “Stone” supposedly held properties that could give eternal life and was
believed by devotees to be the true Cup of Christ. This mythology is also connected with Shambhala
(which Roerich was looking for), a legendary kingdom in Tibet where supposedly enlightened
immortals secretly live and who currently are guiding human evolution toward a one-world order. In
fact, a portion of the Chintamani Stone was reportedly carried by Roerich as an emissary in 1935 to
the founders of the now defunct League of Nations, whose goal also was to create a one-world
order.

Whatever the case for Wallace, like Manly Hall had, he and Roosevelt viewed the all-seeing
eye above the unfinished pyramid as pointing to the return (or reincarnation) of this coming savior,
whose arrival would cap the pyramid and launch the New World Order. The all-seeing eye on the
Great Seal is fashioned after the Eye of Horus, the offspring of Osiris (or Osiris resurrected), as both
men surely understood. Aliester Crowley, 33™-Degree Freemason (the “wickedest man on earth”)
and a Roerich occult contemporary, often spoke of this as the “New Age of Horus” and the breaking
dawn of the rebirth of Osiris. That such mystics and Freemasons simultaneously used such identical
language is telling, given that the Great Seal’s mottoes and symbolism relate to both Osiris and
Apollo specifically, yet as one. Osiris is the dominant theme of the Egyptian symbols, his
resurrection and return, while the mottoes of the seal point directly to Apollo, and the eagle, a pagan
emblem of Jupiter, to Apollo’s father. For instance, the motto annuit coeptis is from Virgil’s Aeneid,
in which Ascanius, the son of Aeneas from conquered Troy, prays to Apollo’s father, Jupiter [Zeus].
Charles Thompson, designer of the Great Seal’s final version, condensed line 625 of book IX of
Virgil’s Aeneid, which reads, Juppiter omnipotes, audacibus annue coeptis (“All-powerful Jupiter
favors [the] daring undertakings”), to Annuit coeptis (“He approves [our] undertakings™), while the
phrase novus ordo seclorum (“a new order of the ages”) was adapted in 1782 from inspiration
Thompson found in a prophetic line in Virgil’s Eclogue IV: Magnus ab integro seclorum nascitur
ordo (Virgil’s Eclogue 1V, line 5), the interpretation of the original Latin being, “And the majestic
roll of circling centuries begins anew.” This phrase is from the Cumaean Sibyl (a pagan prophetess
of Apollo, identified in the Bible as a demonic deceiver) and involves the future birth of a divine
son, spawned of “a new breed of men sent down from heaven” (what Roosevelt, Wallace, and
Roerich were looking for) when he receives ‘“the life of gods, and sees Heroes with gods
commingling.” According to the prophecy, this is Apollo, son of Jupiter (Zeus), who returns to Earth
through mystical “life” given to him from the gods when the deity Saturn (Saturn is the Roman
version of the biblical Satan) returns to reign over the Earth in a new Pagan Golden Age.

From the beginning of the prophecy we read:



Now the last age by Cumae’s Sibyl sung Has come and gone, and the majestic roll Of
circling centuries begins anew: Justice returns, returns old Saturn’s reign, With a new breed of
men sent down from heaven. Only do thou, at the boy’s birth in whom The iron shall cease, the
golden race arise, Befriend him, chaste Lucina; ’tis thine own Apollo reigns.

He shall receive the life of gods, and see Heroes with gods commingling, and
himself Be seen of them, and with his father’s worth Reign o’er a world....

Assume thy greatness, for the time draws nigh, Dear child of gods, great progeny of
Jove [Jupiter/Zeus]! See how it totters—the world’s orbed might, Earth, and wide ocean, and
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the vault profound, All, see, enraptured of the coming time!

According to Virgil and the Cumaean Sibyl, whose prophecy formed the novus ordo seclorum
of the Great Seal of the United States, the New World Order begins during a time of chaos when the
earth and oceans are tottering—a time like today. This is when the “son” of promise arrives on earth
Apollo incarnate—a pagan savior born of “a new breed of men sent down from heaven” when
“heroes” and “gods” are blended together. This sounds eerily similar to what the Watchers did
during the creation of the nephilim and to what scientists are doing this century through genetic
engineering of human-animal chimeras. But to understand why such a fanciful prophecy about
Apollo, son of Jupiter, returning to Earth should be important to you: In ancient literature, Jupiter
was the Roman replacement of Yahweh as the greatest of the gods—a “counter-Yahweh.” His son
Apollo is a replacement of Jesus, a “counter-Jesus.” This Apollo comes to rule the final New World
Order, when “Justice returns, returns old Saturn’s [Satan’s] reign.” The ancient goddess Justice, who
returns Satan’s reign (Saturnia regna, the pagan golden age), was known to the Egyptians as Ma’at
and to the Greeks as Themis, while to the Romans she was Lustitia. Statues and reliefs of her adorn
thousands of government buildings and courts around the world, especially in Washington, DC, as
familiar Lady Justice, blindfolded and holding scales and a sword. She represents the enforcement of
secular law and is, according to the Sibyl’s conjure, the authority that will require global
compliance to the zenith of Satan’s dominion concurrent with the coming of Apollo. What’s more,
the Bible’s accuracy concerning this subject is alarming, including the idea that “pagan justice” will
require surrender to a satanic system in a final world order under the rule of Jupiter’s son.

In the New Testament, the identity of the god Apollo, repeat-coded in the Great Seal of the
United States as the Masonic “messiah” who returns to rule the earth, is the same spirit—verified by
the same name—that will inhabit the political leader of the end-times New World Order. According
to key Bible prophecies, the Antichrist will be the progeny or incarnation of the ancient spirit,
Apollo. Second Thessalonians 2:3 warns: “Let no man deceive you by any means: for that day shall
not come, except there come a falling away first, and that man of sin be revealed, the son of
perdition” (Apoleia; Apollyon, Apollo). Numerous scholarly and classical works identify
“Apollyon” as the god “Apollo”—the Greek deity “of death and pestilence,” and Webster’s
Dictionary points out that “Apollyon” was a common variant of “Apollo” throughout history. An
example of this is found in the classical play by the ancient Greek playwright Aeschylus, The
Agamemnon of Aeschylus, in which Cassandra repeats more than once, “Apollo, thou destroyer, O



Apollo, Lord of fair streets, Apollyon to me.”[ﬂ1 Accordingly, the name Apollo turns up in ancient
literature with the verb apollymi or apollyo (destroy), and scholars including W. R. F. Browning
believe apostle Paul may have identified the god Apollo as the “spirit of Antichrist” operating
behind the persecuting Roman emperor, Domitian, who wanted to be recognized as “Apollo
incarnate” in his day. Such identifying of Apollo with despots and “the spirit of Antichrist” is
consistent even in modern history. For instance, note how Napoleon’s name literally translates to
“the true Apollo.”

Revelation 17:8 likewise ties the coming of Antichrist with Apollo, revealing that the Beast
shall ascend from the bottomless pit and enter him:

The Beast that thou sawest was, and is not; and shall ascend out of the Bottomless Pit, and
go into perdition [Apolia, Apollo]: and they that dwell on the Earth shall wonder, whose names
were not written in the Book of Life from the foundation of the world, when they behold the
Beast that was, and is not, and yet is.

Among other things, this means the Great Seal of the United States is a prophecy, hidden in
plain sight by the Founding Fathers and devotees of Bacon’s New Atlantis for more than two
hundred years, foretelling the return of a terrifying demonic god who seizes control of Earth in the
new order of the ages. This supernatural entity was known and feared in ancient times by different
names: Apollo, Osiris, and even farther back as Nimrod, whom Masons consider to be the father of
their institution.

We are willing to bet, however, few people know how Washington, DC’s mirror city, the
Vatican, also believes in the Cumaean Sibyl’s novus ordo seclorum prophecy, so much so in fact
that they even had Michelangelo gloriously encode it on the ceiling of the Sistine Chapel.



Pythians, Romanists, and the Sign of the 6th Knuckle

According to the Greeks, the greatest outcome of the love affair between Zeus and Leto was the birth
of the most beloved—and soon to reappear oracle gods—Apollo. More than any other deity in
ancient history, Apollo represented the passion for prophetic inquiry among the nations. Though
mostly associated with classical Greece, scholars agree that Apollo existed before the Olympian
pantheon and some even claim that he was at first the god of the Hyperboreans—an ancient and
legendary people to the north. Herodotus came to this conclusion and recorded how the
Hyperboreans continued in worship of Apollo even after his induction into the Greek pantheon,
making an annual pilgrimage to the land of Delos, where they participated in the famous Greek
festivals of Apollo. Lycia—a small country in southwest Turkey—also had an early connection with
Apollo, where he was known as Lykeios, which some have joined to the Greek Lykos or “wolf,”
thus making one of his ancient titles, “the wolf slayer.”

Apollo, with his twin sister Artemis, was said by the Greeks to have been born in the land of
Delos—the children of Zeus (Jupiter) and of the Titaness Leto. While an important oracle existed
there and played a role in the festivals of the god, it was the famous oracle at Delphi that became the
celebrated mouthpiece of the Olympian. Located on the mainland of Greece, the omphalos of Delphi
(the stone the Greeks believed marked the center of the earth) can still be found among the ruins of
Apollo’s Delphic temple. So important was Apollo’s oracle at Delphi that wherever Hellenism
existed, its citizens and kings, including some from as far away as Spain, ordered their lives,
colonies, and wars by its sacred communications. It was here that the Olympian gods spoke to mortal
men through the use of a priesthood, which interpreted the trance-induced utterances of the Pythoness
or Pythia. She was a middle-aged woman who sat on a copper-and-gold tripod, or, much earlier, on
the “rock of the sibyl” (medium), and crouched over a fire while inhaling the smoke of burning laurel
leaves, barley, marijuana, and oil, until a sufficient intoxication for her prophecies had been
produced. While the use of the laurel leaves may have referred to the nymph Daphne (Greek for
“laurel”), who escaped from Apollo’s sexual intentions by transforming herself into a laurel tree, the
leaves also served the practical purpose of supplying the necessary amounts of hydrocyanic acid and
complex alkaloids which, when combined with hemp, created powerful hallucinogenic visions.
Another drug possibly used by the Pythia is known as DMT [dimethyltryptamine]. This chemical—
naturally produced in the pineal gland and present in some wild plants—has been used for thousands
of years by shamans to contact the spirit world. Others suggest that the Pythia may have employed a
version of the psychoactive drug “absinthe” to induce a spirit-traversing mental gateway—a practice
also employed throughout Greek paganism as well as by shamans of other cultures but condemned in
the Scriptures (Galatians 5:20; Revelation 9:21 and 18:23) as pharmakeia—the administering of
drugs for sorcery or magical arts in connection with demonic contact. The book, Forbidden Gates:
How Genetics, Robotics, Artificial Intelligence, Synthetic Biology, Nanotechnology, and Human
Enhancement Herald the Dawn of TechoDimensional Spiritual Warfare , discusses this
phenomenon in more recent times, saying of absinthe in particular:

This unique, distinctive distilled liquid of pale green color was known in the late nineteenth
and early twentieth centuries as the “green fairy.” Although its consumption almost became an
obsession across Europe and more mystical cosmopolitan centers in America like New



Orleans, it was most closely associated with the bohemian artistic culture thriving at the time. It
was a favorite of eclectic artists such as the painter Salvador Dali and writer Oscar Wilde, due
to its reliable propensity to facilitate their contact directly with their inspirational spirit
“muses.” Occult magician Aleister Crowley was so devoted to absinthe for its spiritual
invocation capabilities that he wrote his famous lengthy poem, “The Green Goddess,” in its
honor. It was the only alcoholic beverage banned across Europe (as well as North America)
because the diagnosed ‘“‘absinthism” addiction and effects were deemed much worse than
regular alcohol. The curious matter about absinthe is that it is distilled from the wormwood
plant, which has the official name of Artemis absinthium. Artemis was a Greek and Roman
goddess who was (a) considered a “huntress”’; (b) associated with fire and keys; and (c) the
sister of Apollo. She was associated with the goddess Hecate, who was known as a “luminal”
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god who controlled the access to portals in the spirit world. L (Emphasis added)

Whatever the case may have been for the ancient Pythian or Sibyl, it was under the influence of
such “forces” that she prophesied in an unfamiliar voice thought to be that of Apollo, himself. During
the Pythian trance, the medium’s personality often changed, becoming melancholic, defiant, or even
animal-like, exhibiting a “possession” psychosis that may have been the source of the werewolf
myth, or lycanthropy, as the Pythia reacted to an encounter with Apollo/Lykeios—the wolf god.
Delphic “women of python” prophesied in this way for nearly a thousand years and were considered
to be a vital part of the pagan order and local economy of every Hellenistic community.

Whether by trickery or occult power, the prophecies of the Sibyls were sometimes amazingly
accurate. The Greek historian Herodotus (considered the father of history) recorded an interesting
example of this. Croesus, the king of Lydia, had expressed doubt regarding the accuracy of Apollo’s
oracle at Delphi. To test the oracle, Croesus sent messengers to inquire of the Pythian prophetess as
to what he, the king, was doing on a certain day. The priestess surprised the king’s messengers by
visualizing the question and by formulating the answer before they arrived. A portion of the
historian’s account says:

The moment that the Lydians (the messengers of Croesus) entered the sanctuary, and before
they put their questions, the Pythoness thus answered them in hexameter verse: “...Lo! on my
sense there striketh the smell of a shell-covered tortoise, Boiling now on a fire, with the flesh of
a lamb, in a cauldron. Brass is the vessel below, and brass the cover above it.” These words
the Lydians wrote down at the mouth of the Pythoness as she prophesied, and then set off on
their return to Sardis.... [When] Croesus undid the rolls...[he] instantly made an act of
adoration...declaring that the Delphic was the only really oracular shrine.... For on the
departure of his messengers he had set himself to think what was most impossible for any one to
conceive of his doing, and then, waiting till the day agreed on came, he acted as he had
determined. He took a tortoise and a lamb, and cutting them in pieces with his own hands,
boiled them together in a brazen cauldron, covered over with a lid which was also of
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brass. (Herodotus, Book 1, 47)



Another interesting example of supernatural insight by an Apollonian Sibyl is found in the New
Testament book of Acts. Here, the demonic resource that energized her visions is revealed.

And it came to pass, as we went to prayer, a certain damsel possessed with a spirit of
divination [of python, a seeress of Delphi] met us, which brought her masters much gain by
soothsaying: The same followed Paul and us, and cried, saying, These men are the servants of
the most high God, which shew unto us the way of salvation. And this did she many days. But
Paul, being grieved, turned and said to the spirit, I command thee in the name of Jesus Christ to
come out of her. And he came out the same hour. And when her masters saw that the hope of
their gains was gone, they caught Paul and Silas.... And brought them to the magistrates, saying,
These men, being Jews, do exceedingly trouble our city. (Acts 16:16-20)

The story in Acts is interesting because it illustrates the level of culture and economy that had
been built around the oracle worship of Apollo. It cost the average Athenian more than two days’
wages for an oracular inquiry, and the average cost to a lawmaker or military official seeking
important state information was charged at ten times that rate. This is why, in some ways, the action
of the woman in the book of Acts is difficult to understand. She undoubtedly grasped the damage
Paul’s preaching could do to her industry. Furthermore, the Pythia of Delphi had a historically
unfriendly relationship with the Jews and was considered a pawn of demonic power. Quoting from
Spiritual Warfare: The Invisible Invasion, we read:

Delphi with its surrounding area, in which the famous oracle ordained and approved the
worship of Asclepius, was earlier known by the name Pytho, a chief city of Phocis. In Greek
mythology, Python—the namesake of the city of Pytho—was the great serpent who dwelt in the
mountains of Parnassus.... In Acts 16:16, the demonic woman who troubled Paul was
possessed with a spirit of divination. In Greek this means a spirit of python (a seeress of
Delphi, a pythoness)...[and] reflects...the accepted Jewish belief...that the worship of
Asclepius [Apollo’s son] and other such idolatries were, as Paul would later articulate in 1

Corinthians 10:20, the worship of demons.[174]

The Cumaean Sibyl (also known as Amalthaea), whose prophecy about the return of the god
Apollo is encoded in the Great Seal of the United States, was the oldest of these Sibyls and the seer



of the underworld who, in the Aeneid, gave Aeneas a tour of the infernal region. This adds to a
mystery of adoption of the Pythians and Sibyls by the Vatican as “vessels of truth.” These seers,
whose lives were dedicated to channeling from frenzied lips the messages of gods and goddesses,
turn up in Catholic art, from altars to illustrated books and even upon the ceiling of the Sistine
Chapel, where five Sibyls including the Delphic (like Paul cast a demon out of) join the Old
Testament prophets in places of sacred honor. Yet it is the Cumaean who not only sits so prominently
inside Catholicism’s most celebrated chapel, but who’s painting, on close examination, unveils a
secret—a magnificent clue—which her Italian Renaissance artist left concerning her, and her
returning Lord’s, origin and identity. For upon consideration, the portrait reveals “the sign of the 6™
knuckle.” The Cumaean’s left thumb is inside a book and the fingers of her left hand wrapped outside
in standard book-holding fashion. A clearly visible extra knuckle is portrayed, secreted perhaps by
Michelangelo to depict a sixth digit bent under the palm, or to illustrate that a sixth finger had been
lost or cut off at the knuckle. Either meaning is deeply occultic, and as students of history and the
Bible clearly know, this ties both the Sibyl and her prophesied savior Apollo to the offspring of the
fallen Watchers, the Nephilim (see 2 Samuel 21:20), of which Apollo/Osiris/Nimrod was chief.

This is the tip of the iceberg. What it has to do with Petrus Romanus and his Apollonian master
continues in the following chapter.
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Chapter Six:

Domes, Obelisks, Grimoires, and Magic Squares: The Dark
Secret behind Washington, DC and the Vatican City

Undoubtedly the vast majority of people, when looking at Washington, DC and at the Vatican, never
comprehend how these cities constitute one of the greatest open conspiracies of all time. There,
reproduced in all their glory and right before the world’s eyes, is an ancient talismanic diagram
based on the history and cult of Isis, Osiris, and Horus, including the magical utilities meant to
generate the deity’s return.

The primeval concept—especially that of sacred Domes facing Obelisks—was designed in
antiquity for the express purpose of regeneration, resurrection, and apotheosis, for deity incarnation
from the underworld to earth’s surface through union of the respective figures—the Dome (ancient
structural representation of the womb of Isis) and the Obelisk (ancient representation of the erect
male phallus of Osiris).

This layout, as modeled in antiquity, exists today on the grandest scale at the heart of the
capital of the most powerful government on earth—the United States—as well as in the heart of the
most politically influential Church on earth—the Vatican. Given this fact and the pattern provided by
the apostle Paul and the Apocalypse of John (the book of Revelation) that the end times would
culminate in a marriage between political (Antichrist) and religious (False Prophet) authorities at the
return of Osiris/Apollo, it behooves open-minded researchers to carefully consider this prophecy in
stone, as it defines the spiritual energy that is knowingly or unknowingly being invoked at both
locations with potential ramifications for Petrus Romanus, the year 2012, and beyond.

The US capital has been called the “Mirror Vatican” due to the strikingly similar layout and
design of its primary buildings and streets. This is no accident. In fact, America’s forefathers first
named the capital city “Rome.” But the parallelism between Washington and the Vatican is most
clearly illustrated by the Capitol building and Dome facing the Obelisk known as the Washington
Monument, and at St. Peter’s Basilica in the Vatican by a similar Dome facing a familiar Obelisk—
both of which were, according to their own official records, fashioned after the Roman Pantheon, the
circular Domed Rotunda “dedicated to all pagan gods.” This layout—a Domed temple facing an
Obelisk—is an ancient, alchemical blueprint that holds significant esoteric meaning.

For those who may not know, the US Capitol building in Washington, DC is historically based
on a pagan Masonic temple theme, Thomas Jefferson, who shepherded the antichristian “Roman
Pantheon” design, wrote to the Capitol’s architect, Benjamin LaTrobe, defining it as “the first temple
dedicated to...embellishing with Athenian taste the course of a nation looking far beyond the range
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of Athenian destinies” (the “Athenian” empire was first known as “Osiria,” the kingdom of
Osiris). In 1833, Massachusetts Representative Rufus Choate agreed, writing, “We have built no
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national temples but the Capitol.” Why is the Capitol building referred to as a “temple?”

Apollyon Rising 2012 explains:

In 1793, when the cornerstone of the U.S. Capitol building was laid by George Washington



in full Masonic garb and ritual, Maryland Grand Master Joseph Clark (who can be seen

standing behind Washington in the mural[i1 depicting the event at the George Washington
Masonic National Memorial), the Annapolis architect and builder who designed and built the

Maryland State House Dome,[ml was there that day as the Grand Master Pro Tempore. He
proclaimed: “I have...every hope that the grand work we have done today will be handed
down...to as late posterity as the like work of that ever memorable temple to our order erected
by our Grand Master Solomon. The work we have done today, laying the cornerstone of this
designed magnificent temple, the Capitol of our...States...by the virtuous achievements...of our
most illustrious Brother George Washington” (emphasis added). In other words, Master
Freemasons including George Washington, Ben Franklin, and Pierre L’Enfant designed and
dedicated the Capitol building to be a temple of pagan spiritual energy modeled after their
mystical version of Solomon’s temple (they note that Solomon married himself to paganism
through his wives) built by Hiram Abiff (Osiris). Freemason David Ovason adds that when the
cornerstone ceremony was performed, it was intentionally set to coincide with a specific
astrological time when, among other things, the head of the Dragon (Caput Draconis) would be
in Virgo/Isis. This was, Ovason says, to procure approval of those pagan gods that Jefferson
and Washington solicited. To futher illustrate that this was no coincidence, Ovasion points out
how the cornerstones for the Washington Monument and the White House were likewise
dedicated via Masonic ritual under the same astrological conditions related to Isis and Osiris,

though laid in different years.[lg()]

William Henry and Mark Gray in their book, Freedom'’s Gate: Lost Symbols in the U.S.
Capitol, add that, “The U.S. Capitol has numerous architectural and other features that

unquestionably identify it with ancient ‘[emples.”[ﬁ1 After listing various features to make their
case that the US Capitol building is a “religious temple”—including housing the image of a deified
being, heavenly beings, gods, symbols, inscriptions, sacred geometry, columns, prayers, and
orientation to the sun—they conclude:

The designers of the city of Washington DC oriented it to the Sun—especially the rising Sun
on June 21 and December 21 [the same day and month as the end of th