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Catholic Spirit of Christopher Columbus
As the sun set, the Salve Regina hymn rang out across the Atlantic. Ninety men stood on the decks of three boats, led in
prayer by Christopher Columbus, the foreign captain they had come to trust. They had kept the same ritual of evening prayers

since they left Spain months ago, but tonight was different. Tomorrow would be the Feast of Our Lady of the Pillar, Spain’s
great patroness. Columbus had promised his men that had they not spotted land by her feast day, he would order the ships to
turn back, a promise he intended to keep. He knew Our Lady would not abandon the enterprise he had worked so hard to
bring about. The signs that they were near land were increasing by the day.
As Columbus climbed the steps to his cabin, his gaze fell instinctively to the western horizon. Off in the distance, he caught
sight of a light, like a candle rising and falling on the waves. Quickly, he called another man, who conﬁrmed the sighting. The
crews on all three ships were alerted, each man was on deck, peering out for signs of land nearby. At 2 a.m., the cry came out,
“Tierra!” Land! The excitement of the crew was such that they hardly noticed the many hours it took to navigate the
treacherous reef that surrounded their new destination. As Columbus knelt on the beach to give thanks, the following prayer
rose from his lips:
“O Lord, eternal and omnipotent God, Thou hast, by Thy holy word, created the heavens, the earth, and the
sea; blessed and gloriﬁed be Thy name; praised be Thy majesty, who hast deigned that, by means of Thy
unworthy servant, Thy sacred name should be acknowledged and made known in this new quarter of the
world.”1

Columbus’ ﬂagship on the ﬁrst voyage was Santa Maria de la
Inmaculada Concepción (Holy Mary of the Immaculate
Conception).

San Salvador
The above prayer, recited in Latin and the ﬁrst spoken in the Americas, was followed by the chanting of the Credo, the Te
Deum, and many other prayers in thanksgiving. As the banners were unfurled, the admiral solemnly proclaimed, “In the name
of Our Lord Jesus Christ…” He proceeded to claim the new land for his sovereigns, but not before ﬁrst claiming it for his
Divine Master, giving it the name San Salvador (Holy Savior).
The details in the above account of the ﬁrst landfall of Europeans in the Americas are rather unknown in modern times.
Historians have typically shied away from the Catholic aspects of Columbus’ journeys, either making passing mention or
ignoring them entirely. Yet a reading of the writings of Columbus himself, along with the testimonies of his contemporaries,
shows that the Catholic spirit permeated all aspects of life and was central to the mission of exploration.
While a detailed retelling of the events of 1492 and afterward is far beyond the scope of this article, we will examine the
Catholic inspirations for the discovery, which are essential to understanding Columbus himself. Contrary to the opinion of
many modern historians, and far from being a minor aberration, Columbus’ militant Catholic faith was the source of his
greatness and inﬂuenced his every action.

Catholic Piety
All evidence shows Columbus was a man of deep devotion who took his faith extremely seriously. One of his
contemporaries, Bartolome de las Casas, described him as a man of righteousness and deep piety:

“He observed the fasts of the church most faithfully, confessed and made communion often, read the Divine
Ofﬁce like a churchman, hated blasphemy and profane swearing, and was most devoted to Our Lady and to the
seraphic father St. Francis…”2
These two devotions had many manifestations. The full name of Columbus’ ﬂagship on the ﬁrst voyage was Santa Maria de
la Inmaculada Concepción (Holy Mary of the Immaculate Conception). During the return of the ﬁrst voyage, when the ships
were in danger of sinking, Columbus and his men vowed a pilgrimage to the ﬁrst Marian church they came to, which they
fulﬁlled in the Azores two weeks later. Upon his return to Spain, Columbus made a pilgrimage to the monastery of Our Lady
of Guadalupe in Extremadura as a solemn act of thanksgiving.

As a Third Order Franciscan, Columbus was
often seen wearing the Franciscan habit.
As a Third Order Franciscan, Columbus was often seen wearing the Franciscan habit, particularly when in the presence of
clergy or nobility. His close personal association with the Franciscans was instrumental in securing contacts in the royal court,
and provided much needed encouragement when it seemed the enterprise would never get the support it required. His son
Diego remained in the care of the Franciscans at the monastery of La Rabida near Palos during the ﬁrst voyage, where the
friars took charge of his education. Upon his return to Spain, Columbus spent the summer of 1493 at La Rabida, preparing
spiritually for the second voyage later that year.
After Columbus’ death, his second son Fernando would write of his father’s piety:
“In matters of religion he was so strict that for fasting and saying all the canonical ofﬁces he might have been
taken for a member of a religious order. And when he had to write anything, he would not try the pen without
ﬁrst writing these words, ‘Jesus cum Maria sit nobis in via.”3
This inscription is found in the majority of Columbus’ letters still extant. The literal meaning, “May Jesus with Mary be with
us on the way” is a ﬁtting prayer for an explorer, and could rightly be considered his motto.

Missionary Zeal
Scholars have been quick to point to the inﬂuence of Marco Polo’s Book of the Marvels of the World upon Columbus and his
contemporaries, and rightly so. Yet the chapter which most inﬂuenced Columbus himself was the introduction. In it, we read
of Polo’s father and uncle, Niccolò and Maffeo Polo, travelling to the Orient while Marco was still an infant. Their extensive
travels eventually put them into contact with Kublai Khan, referred to in the book as the Great Khan.
The Great Khan questioned them about life in Western Europe and the Catholic Faith, in which he took an interest. Upon their
departure, he entrusted them with a letter to the Pope requesting 100 missionaries to instruct his kingdom in the Catholic
faith, along with oil from the lamp at the Holy Sepulcher in Jerusalem. On the return of the Polos to the West in 1268, they
discovered Pope Clement IV had died, and the long interregnum which followed prevented the Khan’s requests from being
fulﬁlled.4
In his petitions to Ferdinand and Isabella over a period of 7 years, it was Columbus’ desire to fulﬁll the Great Khan’s request
which ﬁnally persuaded the sovereigns to approve the journey. Aboard his ﬂagship was a letter to the Great Khan from the
king and queen, and Columbus went to great lengths in order to deliver it. In the prologue to the report on the ﬁrst voyage,
Columbus directly addresses this evangelistic mission:

“I had given [a report] to Your Highnesses about the lands of India and about a prince who is called ‘Grand
Khan,’. . .how he had sent to Rome to ask for men learned in our Holy Faith in order that they might instruct
him in it, yet the Holy Father had never granted his request, and thus so many people were lost, falling into
idolatry and accepting false and harmful religions; and Your Highnesses, as Catholic Christians and Princes,
lovers and promoters of the Holy Christian Faith. . . thought of sending me, Cristobal Colon. . . to see how
their conversion to our Holy Faith might be undertaken.”5

“He was extremely zealous for the honor and
glory of God; he deeply yearned for the
evangelization of these peoples and for the
planting and ﬂourishing everywhere of people’s
faith in Jesus Christ.”
Yet the mission to complete the Khan’s request for missionaries was but one aspect of Columbus’ desire to spread the Gospel.
As Bartolome de las Casas wrote, “He was extremely zealous for the honor and glory of God; he deeply yearned for the
evangelization of these peoples and for the planting and ﬂourishing everywhere of people’s faith in Jesus Christ.”6
Upon his ﬁrst encounter with the natives on San Salvador, Columbus concludes, “I recognized that they were people who
would be better freed [from error] and converted to our Holy Faith by love than by force.”7
On six separate occasions, Columbus wrote to the Holy Father requesting missionaries be sent to the recently discovered
islands, a request which was fulﬁlled. On January 6, 1494, the Feast of the Epiphany, the ﬁrst Mass in the Americas was
offered by a Benedictine who had accompanied the second voyage.
Five centuries after the fact, American Jesuit Fr. John Hardon would remark, “It is one thing to say that Columbus discovered
America. It is something else to realize that he opened the door to the most phenomenal spread of Christianity since the time
of St. Paul.”8

Crusader Spirit
A question arises from the modern reader: “What about the quest for gold?” As Columbus makes clear in his log, the ﬁnding
of gold, spices, and other valuables is central to his mission, but not for the reason most are taught.
On December 26, 1492, Columbus had established a makeshift settlement named La Navidad on the north end of the island of
Hispaniola from the wreckage of the Santa Maria, run aground on a reef. Seeing the hand of Divine Providence, he then
proceeded to write of his desired result:
“I hope to God that when I come back here from Castile. . . I will ﬁnd a barrel of gold, for which these people
have traded, and that they will have found the gold mine, and the spices, and in such quantities that within
three years the Sovereigns will prepare for and undertake the reconquest of the Holy Land. I have already
petitioned Your Highnesses to see that all the proﬁts of my enterprise should be spent on the conquest of
Jerusalem, and Your Highnesses smiled and said that. . . even without the expedition they had the inclination
to do it.”9
Now that Spain was ﬁnally free from Muslim domination (Jan. 2, 1492), the great desire to take the ﬁght to the enemy and
complete the liberation of the Holy Land could ﬁnally be completed. By sailing west, Columbus was aiming to outﬂank
Islam, gaining access to the riches of the East so as to ﬁnance the retaking of Jerusalem. Since the fall of Constantinople in

1453, while Columbus was still a child, calls had come from all corners of Europe to renew the Crusade. Columbus saw
himself as the instrument to fulﬁll the longed-for end.
In a letter to Pope Alexander VI, Columbus reiterates the seriousness of his intentions:
“The enterprise must be undertaken in order to spend any proﬁts therein for the redemption of the Sepulcher
and the Temple Mount unto Holy Church.”10
Historian George Grant succinctly concludes, “Clearly, the motivations of Columbus were shaped by the eons long conﬂict
between Christendom and Islam. The evidence is inescapable. He sailed, not to discover a new world, but to ﬁnd a way to
recover the old one.”11

Our Great Debt to Columbus
The events of 1492 and afterward could have transpired far differently. The richest nation in the world at the time was China,
followed by the Islamic caliphates which stretched from Morocco to the edges of the Far East. Why didn’t the Chinese
expand their empire to the east across the Paciﬁc? Why was it not a Muslim who established lasting contact between the
continents? For that matter, why was it not an Indian who discovered Europe?
Modern historians are at a loss to answer these questions, and conclude that it was simply by chance that events unfolded as
they did. This hardly explains the fact that Spain was the poorest nation in Western Europe at the time, bankrupt from its
completion of the Reconquista. Yet not only did Spain successfully go about colonizing and evangelizing the Americas, it
also kept the Muslims out of the Americas. Had Islam spread to the Americas in place of Christianity, what we know today as
the United States could very well have been the United Emirates.
Columbus believed he was specially chosen by God to bring the Gospel to a people who were living in darkness and the
shadow of death. He believed his given name, Christopher, signiﬁed the mission he was destined to carry out, as his son
Fernando would later explain: “Just as Saint Christopher bore Christ over the waters, so too was he to bear the light of the
Gospel over the vast oceans.”12
In conclusion, spreading the Catholic faith and acquiring riches so as to ﬁnance the retaking of Jerusalem from the Muslims
were at the heart of Columbus’ mission. Any hopes of personal rewards or honors were secondary. In writing the royal
treasurer of Spain at the completion of the ﬁrst journey, he gives the reason all people, present and future, should celebrate
what would come to be known as Columbus Day:
“And now ought the King, Queen, Princes, and all their dominions, as well as the whole of Christians, to give
thanks to our Savior Jesus Christ who has granted us such a victory and great success. Let processions be
ordered, let solemn festivals be celebrated, let the temples be ﬁlled with boughs and ﬂowers. Let Christ rejoice
upon earth as he does in heaven, to witness the coming salvation of so many people, heretofore given over to
perdition. Let us rejoice for the exaltation of our faith, as well as for the augmentation of our temporal
prosperity, in which not only Spain but all Christendom shall participate.”13

Five Myths About Christopher Columbus
1. MYTH: Columbus was sailing to prove the world was round.
FACT: Every educated person at the end of the ﬁfteenth century knew the earth was a sphere, a fact known since
antiquity. What was in dispute was the earth’s circumference, which Columbus underestimated by one-fourth.
2. MYTH: Queen Isabella sold her crown jewels to ﬁnance the ﬁrst journey.
FACT: The royal treasury of Spain was depleted after the completion of the conquest of Granada early in 1492.
However, Luis de Santangel, the royal treasurer, was able to secure funding by reaching out to the Crusading societies
throughout the Mediterranean, as well as other ﬁnancial backers from Spain and elsewhere. The crown put up very little
to ﬁnance the journey.
3. MYTH: There was a priest on board the Santa Maria in 1492.
FACT: Because of the dangers involved, there were no priests or friars on the ﬁrst voyage, despite the deep piety of
Columbus. Many of the paintings of the ﬁrst landfall in the new world on San Salvador show a priest with Columbus—

contrary to the facts. There were ﬁve priests on the second voyage: Benedictine Father Buil; the Jeronymite Father
Ramon Pane; and three Franciscans.
4. MYTH: Columbus introduced slavery to the New World.
FACT: Slavery was already widespread among the native Indians when Columbus arrived. Columbus was insistent on
the fair treatment of the Indians, a policy which gained him many enemies as governor of Hispaniola. Bartolome de las
Casas, a Spanish friar who worked for the protection of the Indians, is quick to excoriate his fellow Spaniards in their
grave abuses, but is ﬁlled with nothing but respect and admiration for Columbus. The mass subjugation and importation
of Africans to the Americas did not begin until a generation after Columbus’ death.
5. MYTH: Columbus died a pauper, in chains, in a Spanish prison.
FACT: Despite the fact that the Spanish crown retracted some of the privileges promised to Columbus, he was
relatively wealthy at the time of his death. Although he returned to Spain in chains in 1500 after his third voyage, the
King and Queen apologized for the misunderstanding and had them removed.
On May 20, 1506, the Vigil of the Ascension, Christopher Columbus lay on his deathbed in his apartment at Valladolid,
surrounded by his fellow Franciscans and his sons. As the friars chanted Compline, his last words echoed those of Christ on
the cross: In manus tuas, Domine, commendo spiritum meum. (Into your hands, O Lord, I commend my spirit.)

In manus tuas, Domine, commendo spiritum meum.
Into your hands, O Lord, I commend my spirit.
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richardcliﬀord • 7 months ago

Recently, people pulled down the Christopher Columbus statue here in Boston. I can't believe that he is being
given a bad name.

12 △

▽ • Reply • Share ›

Kimberly • 7 months ago

This saddens me, the smears against Columbus. I was born on Columbus day, as well as 4 other family
members, so it's always been a special day to celebrate for us.
8△

▽ • Reply • Share ›

Chuck Castiglione • 4 months ago

We have the misfortune to be living in a time of great hypocrisy. Mostly that thanks goes to the radical
Communists masquerading as American Liberal DEMS. Get rid of George Soros & company along with
his ﬁlthy billions and most of the turmoil will go away. George Soros is THE factor behind this
undemocratic behavior.
5△

▽ • Reply • Share ›

wilby1941 • 4 months ago

The Marxists are winning the war of lies.
5△

▽ • Reply • Share ›

Matt • 4 months ago

Thanks for this extremely interesting and informative article about Columbus.
4△

▽ • Reply • Share ›

ARMYGURL-BORAHAE • 4 months ago

I'm so glad I read this because I watched a video of Columbus and it was nothing like this at all! They made me
think he was a very greedy, cold-hearted, pedophile, abuser, executor and a mass murderer. I believed it all
because they said this came from one of the priest who worked with him. Thank God, he knows I love the truth.
4△

▽ • Reply • Share ›

m s t • 7 months ago • edited

Judging people in the past by today's rules and standards is rather disingenuous, when we do not have fuller
details.
In more recent times we have had hellish accounts, but actual documented accounts and photographs and ﬁlm
reels, of what went on in Auschwitz, Bergen Belsen, and from numerous defectors from behind the Iron Curtain
who bore witness to what went on in Soviet Union under Stalin, and what went on under the Khmer Rouge in
Cambodia, the Rwanda genocide, Afghanistan, etc. So it becomes easier to apply today's standards.
In this case, from 500 or so years ago, we still do not what exactly got written or added or deleted in Columbus'
diaries.
We actually need historians who are bold but also TRUTHFUL, who have no particular axe to grind when they
write accounts of people and of events that occurred so long ago.
4△

▽ • Reply • Share ›
El Kobaça > m s t • 4 months ago

Judging people of the past by today's standards is wrong, as you point out. That's why "revisionism" is
such a bad word. And forget most ﬁlms on historical subjects - they are at the whims of producers and
directors, and whomever pulls their strings.
4△

▽ • Reply • Share ›

Marty Dancy • 7 months ago
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There have been many explorers coming from Europe. Why has Christopher Columbus been picked on as a
bad man that killed Indians or was any worse than other explorers? It seems that all of a sudden, Columbus
was guilty of things that were bad when before, I heard nothing bad about him. Where has all this been
drummed up?
4△

▽ • Reply • Share ›
Karen Davidian > Marty Dancy • 7 months ago

I believe it is the same kind of anti-Catholic sentiment that has been claiming that St. Junipero Serra
destroyed the lives of Native Americans in California, and thus the tearing down of his statues and the
devastating ﬁre (most likely arson) of his beautiful San Gabriel Mission yesterday.
5△

▽ • Reply • Share ›
Santiago Matamoros > Karen Davidian • 4 months ago • edited

In the museum of the Santa Barbara Mission is a letter detailing the priest's desperate eﬀorts to
protect the local Indians from the Spanish government.
1△

▽ • Reply • Share ›

claudio ponte • 7 months ago • edited

Colombo was an explorer and accomplished the greatest feat of that Millennium.
4△

▽ • Reply • Share ›

caligula • 4 months ago

All of this anti-Columbus Day nonsense is leftist propaganda encouraging the hatred of European heritage and
Western civilization. Now they are promoting replacing this White man's holiday with "Indigenous Peoples'
Day." There is a certain tribe who is behind it. A certain tribe who does worse to the original inhabitants of their
ethno-state.
4△

▽ 1 • Reply • Share ›
Santiago Matamoros > caligula • 4 months ago

Don't equivocate; say it plainly. Whom are you demonizing?
1△

▽ • Reply • Share ›

Andrew • 4 months ago

This essay points to the REAL basis for the hatred of Columbus by America's ruling elite it is because they hate
traditional Catholicism.
1△

▽ • Reply • Share ›

OldFirstWard • 4 months ago

Those who sabotaged Columbus Day for Americans and Italians, and the bigoted city councils that insulted
Italians by changing the name to Indigenous Peoples day, need to realize that the same vandalism they commit
to Columbus statues, memorials, and other related things can just as easily ﬁnd it's way to the things they
cherish.
1△

▽ • Reply • Share ›

rgenini • 7 months ago

This leaves me confused. A through defense of Columbus would have to start by refuting the Wikipedia article
on Columbus. I wonder why, too, a person of such stellar virtues and piety would never have been proposed for
sainthood. I think that until these questions are answered, the jury is still out.
2△

▽ 2 • Reply • Share ›
Rich DiPalma > rgenini • 7 months ago

Rich DiPalma > rgenini 7 months ago

Hi rgenini. From what I understand around the 1880s the church had been contemplating the
canonization process for Columbus. There had been so much talk that he might become a saint that
Father McGivney (the founder of the Knights of Columbus) chose him as the patron of the organization
when it was founded in 1882. The reason his sainthood was not pursued was because Columbus’
second son was born from a woman that he never married. After his ﬁrst wife (the mother of his ﬁrst son)
died In Portugal he moved to Spain and had his second with another woman who he never oﬃcially
married. His estate was passed on to her and the two sons but because they were not actually married
the cause for sainthood was dropped. Only God knows, but it is my belief that Columbus is now a saint
in Heaven. His name proves his greatest accomplished. Christopher = Christ bearer and Columbus =
dove which symbolizes the Holy Spirit. Christopher Columbus was the bringer of Christ and the Holy
Spirit to the other half of the world.
5△

▽ • Reply • Share ›
Joe (Cincinnati) > Rich DiPalma • 4 months ago

He perhaps could not marry his mistress because she was of lower social class. Times were
diﬀerent back then.
1△

▽ • Reply • Share ›

rgenini > Rich DiPalma • 7 months ago

Thanks for your comment, Rich DiPalma. It could very well be that Columbus's marriage
irregularity could be the reason that despite other virtues he cannot be proposed by the Church
as an example to follow, but unless the Wikipedia article is completely made up and scurrilous it
would be Columbus's brutality with the inhabitants of the lands he discovered that would be a
huge impediment to any cause for sainthood. He apparently observed many forms of piety, and
was eager to spread the Catholic faith. How that translated to treatment of his fellow man is what
is in question. As to his names, they are evocative of what we would want him to be. I have heard
a very interesting suggestion that the names of his ships add up to a prophecy of the
Guadalupan apparition and image: "La Niña Santa María [se] Pinta." Which could be translated
as: "The high-born young lady Holy Mary depicts herself."

△ ▽ • Reply • Share ›
Philipp Merillat > rgenini • 4 months ago

Unless there have been miracles attributed to Columbus as a result of prayers for his intervention, there
is no cause for a canonization to sainthood. A cause for canonization has to begin with evidence that
the soul is in heaven and miracles are being attributed to prayers to that soul. Otherwise, as you pointed
out, stellar virtues and piety might be a preliminary condition to speculate as to the cause for
canonization. But these canonizations are not mere speculations. They sometimes go on for centuries
before conclusion. That's how serious the Church considers them. It's not an opinion poll for
speculating this way or that. Wikipedia is about as authoritative on Catholic matters as Dr. Kevorkian is
on how to attain health and wellness.

△ ▽ • Reply • Share ›
squirrel • 7 months ago

How did Columbus visit the Monastery of Our Lady of Guadalupe when she didn’t appear till 1531?

△ ▽ • Reply • Share ›
rgenini > squirrel • 7 months ago

Because it was a shrine in Spain. Many who came to the New World had a great devotion to Our Lady
under the title of Our Lady of Guadalupe. When Our Lady appeared to Juan Diego she announced
herself in Nahuatl words that mean "She Who Crushes the Serpent." These words happened to sound
very much like "Guadalupe" to the Spanish ear

very much like Guadalupe to the Spanish ear.
1△

▽ • Reply • Share ›

Alisa Rossini > squirrel • 7 months ago

There’s a link within the article that explains this.

△ ▽ • Reply • Share ›
Kimberly > squirrel • 7 months ago

Columbus made several trips to South America.

△ ▽ • Reply • Share ›
Alanson Cleveland • 4 years ago

I am confused by Columbus' diary, the Diario, I realize that it has been many places, passed through many
hands, and is not the orginal copy but an abstract written by Las Casas, but why does Columbus say two,
diﬀerent, diametrically opposing things on the same day?
THURSDAY 11 OCTOBER [1492]
"What follows are the very words of the Admiral in his book, about his ﬁrst voyage to, and discovery of, these
Indies. I, he says, in order that they would be friendly to us because I recognized that they were people who
would be better freed and converted to our Holy Faith by love than by force..."
A few lines later:
"They should be good and intelligent servants, for I see that they say very quickly everything that is said to
them; and I believe they would become Christians very easily, for it seemed to me that they had no religion. Our
Lord pleasing, at the time of my departure I will take six of them from here to Your Highness in order that they
may learn to speak..."
I just want to know what's going on if you can clear it up at all, thanks.
-Alanson Cleveland

△ ▽ • Reply • Share ›
proudmomoﬃve > Alanson Cleveland • 2 years ago

We must also keep in context and into account that Fray Bartolome de Las Casas was regarded at the
time as a progressive, disobedient friar that was not traditional. His views and accounts of the facts may
have been tainted by his own personal views and opinions. The reports that he presented to the Spanish
Court are now regarded by scholars as greatly exaggerated and many invented by him. Even the great
Spaniard Historian of the time Motolinia, denounced him as someone who always was chasing fabulous
stories about others. If he lived in this times, he could ﬁt in as a CNN reporter. His writings have
negatively inﬂuenced the historical view of the Spanish Court, unfortunately.
3△

▽ • Reply • Share ›

The Squirell Channel > Alanson Cleveland • 3 years ago

First of all, he kept 2 diaries, a public one, and a private one. Maybe these two accounts were one for
private, and one for public. He might of changed what really happened, and put it in the public diary (or
"log" as he called it) and put the truth in the private "log". Or vice versa
2△

▽ • Reply • Share ›

Michelle Kunert • 4 months ago

As an Evangelical Christian I admire the "pilgrims" for whom we celebrate "Thanksgiving" for-one of their major
pacts and goals was to "evangelize" in the "new world". All Columbus did really was open the Americas for

Spain to conquer as well as bring slavery to it. Spain not only was conducting "inquisition" against "heretics"
and Jews, but decided in the new world to murder and conquer the native peoples.

△ ▽ 3 • Reply • Share ›
Santiago Matamoros > Michelle Kunert • 4 months ago

Do you know anything at all about history?
1△

▽ • Reply • Share ›

Robert Carballo > Michelle Kunert • 4 months ago

Pure anti-Catholic bigotry and historical ignorance. The Puritans persecuted other Protestant heretics,
like Mary Dyer whom they put to death along with other Quakers. English Protestants started, under the
psychopathic Queen Elizabeth I, the ﬁrst police state in the West, murdering and persecuting Catholics
for simply refusing the new religion started by Henry VIII propelled by his lust and greed. No more
bigoted and cruel group of people have existed in Western civilization than the spiritual children of the
debauched, lying monk that was Martin Luther---a great anti-Semite, by the way, who stated (look it up,
the documentary evidence exists) that the property of Jews should be destroyed and Jews persecuted.
Don't be preaching to Catholics about anti-Semitism: the medieval popes were the great protectors of
Jewish communities and instituted measures to protect them. The mission of the Spanish Catholic
missionaries in California and Florida and the Southwest dwarfs any eﬀorts by the twisted Puritans when
it comes to education, preaching the gospel, and dispensing the sacraments. Miss Kunert, you will have
to answer to God at the judgment not only for your culpable ignorance but for your hatred of the True
Faith; may you repent and ﬁnd at last the salvation that you Protestants are perennially prattling about
on the cheap terms of antinomianism. A true shame that the moderators of this Catholic site seem to
subscribe to the pernicious liberal error that all views must be accepted and given equal time: error, like
those of Miss Kunert, has no rights (that is what the Catholic Church always taught) and are a scandal in
an orthodox medium.

△ ▽ 2 • Reply • Share ›
Santiago Matamoros > Robert Carballo • 4 months ago • edited

Bob, is this the "documentary evidence" that you note?
“the Lord your God is testing you, to know whether you love the Lord your God with all your
heart and with all your soul. You shall walk after the Lord your God and fear him and keep his
commandments and obey his voice, and you shall serve him and hold fast to him. But [he]
shall be put to death, because he has taught rebellion against the Lord your God, who [...]
redeemed you out of the house of slavery, to make you leave the way in which the Lord your
God commanded you to walk. So you shall purge the evil from your midst.
“you shall not yield to him or listen to him, nor shall your eye pity him, nor shall you spare him,
nor shall you conceal him. But you shall kill him. Your hand shall be ﬁrst against him to put him
to death, and afterward the hand of all the people. [...] And all [...] shall hear and fear and never
again do any such wickedness as this among you.
“If you hear in one of your cities [...] that certain worthless fellows have gone out among you
and have drawn away the inhabitants of their city [...] then you shall inquire and make search
and ask diligently. And behold, if it be true and certain that such an abomination has been
done among you, you shall surely put the inhabitants of that city to the sword, devoting it to
destruction, all who are in it and its cattle, with the edge of the sword. You shall gather all its
spoil into the midst of its open square and burn the city and all its spoil with ﬁre, as a whole
burnt oﬀering to the Lord your God. It shall be a heap forever. It shall not be built again. None
of the devoted things shall stick to your hand, that the Lord may turn from the ﬁerceness of his
anger and show you mercy and have compassion on you and multiply you as he swore to

anger and show you mercy and have compassion on you and multiply you, as he swore to
your fathers, if you obey the voice of the Lord your God [...] doing what is right in the sight of
the Lord your God.
That's Moses, not Luther.
Martin Luther was no anti-Semite; his was a theological argument, not a racial one, and he
echoed Moses' commands from Deuteronomy 13. If Luther was an anti-Semite, then so was
Moses.
You're right about Henry VIII and Protestant on Catholic violence (conveniently leaving out the
other side of that terrible and bloody mess), but otherwise you're in the same leaking boat
Michelle's in. Your theological ignorance -- and arrogance -- are just as bad as hers.
You're going to have some splainin' to do too.
2△

▽ • Reply • Share ›
Robert Carballo > Santiago Matamoros • 4 months ago

"some splainin'"---how cute and colloquial. No, it is you in this case who will have much
to account for. You are a defender of error and of one of the most deplorable monsters of
human history---Protestant lies and propaganda notwithstanding.

△ ▽ • Reply • Share ›
Santiago Matamoros > Robert Carballo • 3 months ago • edited

colloquial
No, it's an I Love Lucy reference. (Shocking that someone as unimaginative and
humorless as you doesn't get it.)
I will admit to one mistake: I said that your ignorance and arrogance were just as bad as
Michelle's above, but I was wrong. You make her look Baha'i. At least she hasn't been
openly fantasizing about murdering me.
So, you craven, witless ﬁend, put your money where your projection is: You claim that I
err? Great. Prove it from Scripture.
(You won't be able to, which explains your hostility.)
Go ahead; I'll be waiting.

△ ▽ • Reply • Share ›
Robert Carballo > Santiago Matamoros • 4 months ago

Shame on the TFP for giving space in their blog to the arduous defense by an arrogant
fool of the arch-heresiarch Martin Luther, anti-Semite and instigator of violence against the
Jews in Germany in his time. Not to speak of Luther being the destroyer of Western
Christian unity and precursor of the modern-day apostasy from Christianity in the West.
And you, "Moor Slayer", as you arrogantly and delusionally fancy yourself, will not be
getting any responses from me so you can feed your trolling ego and promote your
ecumenical heresy; you will simply be deleted or blocked, as you richly deserve. Irony: the
authentic Moor Slayer, or Santiago Matamoros, would have no part of the defense of the
heresiarch that was Martin Luther: he believed, as Catholic saints invariably have from
time immemorial, in ﬁghting the enemies of Catholic Truth even at the point of the sword
(hence, his name) if needed---no woke, wimpy, treasonous ecumenicist he. Go back to
your empty rectory or about-to-be-closed monastery or Protestant manse (whatever may
be your tawdry situation) to wallow in your delusions

be your tawdry situation) to wallow in your delusions.
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blocked
(Couldn't ﬁnd kindling and a match, apparently.)
Luther was no heretic; he was a faithful Catholic priest opposing the heresy perpetuated
by the pope and his minions. And as I explained -- read it again, Johann -- he was no
anti-Semite.
As for my nom de guerre, only a clown would think that it refers to actually killing anyone.
The reference is, of course, to St. James the Apostle, inspiration in Spain's 800-year war
to free itself from Islamic tyranny. (An especially apt pseudonym in light of resurgent jihad.)
He didn't murder Christians over doctrine, Muhammad.

△ ▽ • Reply • Share ›
Sarah C. • 7 months ago

Say what you want about his faith, but that doesn't mean he didn't kill, see as slave material, and fetishize the
indigenous Americans, and that is wrong, no matter what.
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I want to see proof that he killed or massacred as some have said. Why has not the church come out to
these accusers to defend him better? Why can't the Italians explain better why they honor him? Why
this sudden criticism when I never heard bad things about him until the 90s or so. Seems strange to me.
I want proof of these people's sudden horrendous accusations against him. Why all this sudden ﬂare up
from Indians about him when they did not ﬂare up before? Every country I know about has had armies
and have gone to war. I don't see the Japanese looting and burning and they had two atomic bombs
dropped on them. Also, they were kept in camps and taken from their homes here in America when
Pearl Harbor was bombed and I don't see them screeching about it. They have done a lot to build up
this country and seem to be good citizens so why all this hatred over what a cop does? Why do all of us
have to suﬀer because of a cop? We did not do anything or own slaves. It does not make sense to me.
9△

▽ • Reply • Share ›
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The Left will use any issue they can as a tool to cut us oﬀ from our history and make us hate our
traditions and our ancestors so that they can impose their ideology more easily and take control.
It is a seriously bad movement. We should do what we can to deprive it of support, and to
oppose it in any way that God gives us to do.
10 △
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Because they use all of those lies to feed into their ultimate revolution.
9△
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Ever notice how the accusers rarely have any substantive proof of the accusations, yet demand
proofs of innocense from those whom they accuse?
It is always easier to accuse than to defend It is simply the point at which we have fallen in these

It is always easier to accuse than to defend. It is simply the point at which we have fallen in these
times.
It also takes time for anyone to go back months and multiply that time by hundreds of years! It is
diﬃcult to go back and, ﬁnd the information, follow and document the chain of custody of the
evidence and then present it.
It takes time and money. Those who are out to smear and discredit know this. They use it to their
advantage!
It is no diﬀerent in the many things we ﬁnd today. A perfect example is the Taliban use of social
media to get a narrative out about supposed atrocities committed by coalition forces.
It is incalculable just how much easier it is to refute this rubbish and smear campaign by the
Taliban and other malefactors in the region, because we have the beneﬁt of the ﬂow of
information and just how possible that we may quickly obtain the information that corrects the
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