
«Truth will make you free» (Jo. 8, 32)

Chiesaviva SPECIAL EDITION
JANUARY 2019

MENSILE DI FORMAZIONE E CULTURA
FONDATORE e Direttore (1971-2012): sac. dott. Luigi Villa
Direttore responsabile: dott. Franco Adessa
Direzione - Redazione - Amministrazione:
Operaie di Maria Immacolata e Editrice Civiltà
Via G. Galilei, 121 25123 Brescia 
Tel. e fax  (030) 3700003
www.chiesaviva.com
Autor. Trib. Brescia n. 58/1990 - 16-11-1990
Fotocomposizione in proprio  
Stampa: Com & Print (BS)
contiene I. R. 
e-mail: info@omieditricecivilta.it
Poste Italiane S.p.a. 
Spedizione in Abbonamento Postale
D.L. 353/2003(conv. L. 27/02/2004 n° 46) 
art. 1, comma 2, DCB Brescia.
Abbonamento annuo: ordinario Euro 40, 
sostenitore Euro 65 - una copia Euro 3,5 
arretrata Euro 4(inviare francobolli). 
Per l’estero: Euro 65 + sovrattassa postale.
Le richieste devono essere inviate a: 
Operaie di Maria Immacolata e Editrice Civiltà 
Via G. Galilei, 121 25123 Brescia, 
C.C.P. n. 11193257
I manoscritti, anche se non pubblicati, 
non vengono restituiti
Ogni Autore scrive sotto la sua 
personale responsabilità

The Apostolate of Our Lady of Good Success
1288 Summit Ave Suite 107 - Oconomowoc, WI. 53066 - phone 262-567-0920 - www.ourladyofgoodsuccess.com



IntrODUCtIOn

This is the fourth and concluding in-
stallment of my series on Archbishop
John C. nienstedt and Archbishop
Carlo Maria Viganò, the Papal Nun-
cio to the United States from 2011 to
2016, whose name by this time is rec-
ognizable by most Catholics in the
pews as the author of the eleven-page,
“time bomb” testimony released on
August 25, 2018, on moral corruption
in the Church.

I believe Viganò’s initial testimony is
essentially correct in confirming the existence of a mas-
sive hierarchial and clerical homosexual “collective”
that operates within and without the Vatican, as well as
in key dioceses around the world. I documented that
very same collective in the United States and the Vatican
12 years ago in the rite of Sodomy – homosexuality
and the roman Catholic Church in which more than 40
homosexual/pederast members of the Catholic hierarchy
were identified.
However, there are at least two major deficiencies that I
find most disconcerting about the Viganò August testimo-
ny that I would like to mention here.

first, as far as “truth-telling” in the McCarrick case is
concerned, the full truth is that Cardinal McCarrick is a
third-generation homosexual predator, the first and sec-
ond generation of leaders in this particular line being ho-
mosexual Cardinal Francis Spellman of New York and his
successor, homosexual Cardinal Terence Cooke.

This means that Viganò’s timetable is
hopelessly flawed, as the rise of the
homosexual network in the roman
Catholic Church dates back almost
100 years, ten decades before Francis
came on the scene and before the “Un-
cle Teddy” scandal hit the streets.

Second, Viganò ends his initial testi-
mony with the admonition: “Let us
heed the most powerful message St.
John Paul II left us as an inheri-
tance: “Do not be afraid! Do not be
afraid!”
Are we talking about the same John

Paul II who defended to the death the notorious serial
pederast Cardinal hans Groër, O.S.B. Archbishop of
Vienna, who claimed an estimated 2,000 victims (no ty-
po) during his long clerical career? 
Are we talking about the same John Paul II who put
more clerical homosexual prelates into the hierarchical
ranks than any other post-conciliar pontiff, second per-
haps, only to the sodomite Pope Paul VI?
And lest we forget, are we talking about the same John
Paul II, during whose pontificate of more than 26
years, the most vile and salacious “sex initiation” pro-
grams – programs which attack body, mind, and soul –
were visited upon countless innocent parochial school
children?
With specific reference to McCarrick, the record of John
Paul II is chiseled in stone:

– he appointed McCarrick bishop of Metuchen, NJ on
November 19, 1981.

Randy Engel.

by Randy Engel

OPUS DEI’S
rOlE

In thE VIGAnÒ AffAIr
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– he appointed McCarrick archbishop of newark, NJ
on May 30, 1986 by which time it was common knowl-
edge among New Jersey priests that McCarrick was a
sexual predator.

– he appointed McCarrick archbishop of washington,
D.C. on November 21, 2000.

– he elevated McCarrick to the cardinalate on Febru-
ary 21, 2001.

When it comes to blame regarding the ascendency of “Un-
cle Teddy” up the clerical ladder, it’s clear that the main
culprit was John Paul II and not francis.
Did Viganò write this because he concluded that these
facts about John Paul II have disappeared down “the mem-
ory hole”? Was Viganò blinded by the fact he himself was
ordained a bishop by John Paul II after being appointed
Apostolic Pro-Nuncio to Nigeria? So why does Viganò
think he can give Pope John Paul II a free pass?
And speaking of free passes, Viganò mentions the names
of several homosexual cardinals and bishops, but fails to
identify them as such, including Cardinal Donald wuerl,
the catamite of the late Cardinal John Wright. It would
have been very timely for Viganò to heap coals upon Fran-
cis’ head for the pope’s unbridled praise of Wuerl when
the cardinal archbishop of Washington, D.C. retired on
October 12, 2018, but so far, he hasn’t done that.
However, the real question that I will address in this article
is:

In whAt wAy IS OPUS DEI 
BEhInD VIGAnO’S ACtIOnS?

COUlD hE BE ACtInG 
In DEfErEnCE tO OPUS DEI’S

DESIrE tO COntInUE thE Myth 
Of “JOhn PAUl thE GrEAt?”

Or IS thErE AnOthEr OPUS DEI 
PUrPOSE BEhInD thIS?

Because this article is not a detailed review of Viganò’s
original testimony, nor his second testimony of September
29, 2018, symbolically released on the feast day of the
archangels, Saint Michael, Saint rafael and Saint
Gabriel – the patrons of the different fields of apostolate
that make up Opus Dei– nor his third testimony which was
recently published on October 19, 2018. 
Nor is this article a regurgitation of Viganò’s Statement on
the Archbishop nienstedt controversy which has already
been refuted in Part III of this series. The former nuncio
has not as yet replied to my September 12, 2018, challenge
of his interpretation of events surrounding the nienstedt
homosexual scandal.

thIS ArtIClE 
IS An In-DEPth lOOk

At thE hIDDEn hAnD Of OPUS DEI
In thE VIGAnO AffAIr 

AnD thE rOlE
thAt thE PrElAtUrE hAS PlAyED

In BrInGInG thE AffAIr 

tO wOrlD-wIDE AttEntIOn wIth
SUCh AStOnIShInGly 

SPEED AnD COntInUAlIty.

The Viganò affair is not a matter of the usual slow Vatican
“leaks,” but a carefully orchestrated and coordinated
“tsunami” of “the work,” which acts in secret and hides
behind its unidentified members and “apostolates.”

OPUS DEI DOMInAtIOn 
Of thE CAthOlIC MEDIA

It is also crucial that readers understand the pervasiveness
of Opus Dei’s voice and point-of-view  in the Catholic
media – and that these influences are rarely, if ever, iden-
tified as coming from Opus Dei. During the last three
decades, using its numeraries or wealthy supernumeraries
or philanthropic cooperators, the Prelature has established
and/or taken over many Catholic media outlets includ-
ing Ewtn, the national Catholic register, and lifeSite
news. It was these three media sources that originally
brought the Viganò story to the attention of Catholics the
world over.
Other Opus Dei media outlets that promoted Viganò’s alle-
gations of corruption at the Vatican and the call for Pope
Francis’ resignation include Our Sunday Visitor, Catholic
Canada, Catholic news Agency (CNA), and ACI
Presna (Spanish) to name a few.
With this in mind, the significance of this installment con-
cerning the public figures and the media-outlets involved
in the Viganò affair will be clearer.  I will begin with the
pivotal roles played by two Italian Vaticanists, Aldo
Maria Valli and Marco tosatti in the proposed writing,
editing, translation and publication of the Viganò’s testi-
mony.

Mgr. Carlo Maria Viganò.
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VAllI BlOG 
rEVEAlS DEtAIlS Of InItIAl COntACt

Milanese journalist Aldo Maria Valli
Thanks to Valli’s posting on his blog of August 27, 2018,
titled “So Monsignor Viganò gave me his memorial.
And that’s why I decided to publish it,” we have some
important information on the initial planning stages of Vi-
ganò’s testimony.
According to Milanese journalist Aldo Maria Valli, he re-
ceived a surprise phone call at his home from Monsignor
Carlo Maria Viganò in “almost summer” of 2018, that is
in late May or early June.
However, Philip Pullella of reuters puts the same initial
phone call and meeting several months earlier in March
2018.
The discrepancy in dates is of utmost importance because
if the March date is correct, then it would demonstrate
that Viganò had “in conscience” decided to write his
exposé months before the McCarrick scandal involving
a minor became public knowledge in mid-June 2018. This
would also mean that at least five months went into the
planning, timing and execution of Viganò’s testimony be-
fore its release on August 25, 2018.

Now, back to the initial phone call from Viganò to Valli.
Viganò explained somewhat nervously that he needed to
meet privately outside the Vatican with Valli, and the lat-
ter invited the former nuncio to his home for dinner.
According to Valli, he and Viganò were casual acquain-
tances. Each knew the other largely by reputation but not
personally.

Viganò drove himself to Valli’s home on the outskirts of
Rome at the appointed day and precise time. And after fa-
milial introductions were made between Valli’s wife, Sere-
na, and their daughters, a formal meal commenced, during
which time Viganò freely lamented the sorry state of af-
fairs at the Vatican.
The former nuncio talked at length, uninterrupted, about
his extensive diplomatic career including his experiences
as the head of the Vatican City Governorate and papal
nuncio to Nigeria and the United States. At some point in
his monologue he cited names and circumstances of per-
sons and events related to the Church’s financial solvency
and other controversial matters of state.
Valli and his family listened with a sympathetic ear as the
77-year-old diplomat stated his desire to carry out his du-
ties with integrity even in the face of opposition and
praised his host for the “courage and freedom” he has
demonstrated in his writings.
The dinner ended, Viganò took his leave, and promised
Valli that they would meet again.
After his guest had left, Valli said he believed that the ini-
tial meeting was a kind of “trial” by which the nuncio
sought to determine the trustworthiness of the journalist,
and he believed that a close bond of trust and friend-
ship had indeed been forged between Viganò and him-
self.

Sometime in mid-August 2018, a second meeting was
scheduled, again at Valli’s home. this time Viganò fo-
cused specifically on the McCarrick homosexual/ped-
erasty scandal in the United States and the recent release
of the Pennsylvania Attorney General’s August 14, 2018,
report on clerical sex abuse in five Catholic dioceses. So
the second meeting must have occurred after August 14,
2018.
the nuncio made it clear that everyone in the United
States and the Vatican knew about McCarrick’s sexual
liaisons with seminarians for years before news of the
sexual assault of a minor broke out publicly in late August
2018.
One would be surprised if, indeed, Valli himself, had not
been privy to rumors and gossip of McCarrick’s habitua-
tion to sodomy via the Vatican grapevine, as this writer

Aldo Maria Valli.
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knew that McCarrick was a sexual predator of semi-
narians as early as 1987.
Viganò made a point of stating that the sex abuse issue in
the Church centers largely around homosexuality and ped-
erasty, and not pedophilia. Oddly enough, Valli claimed he
and his wife “were stunned” by the comment, but he of-
fered no explanation why that would be, given the many
clerical homosexual scandals that have ravaged the Vati-
can in recent years.
Finally, Valli interrupted his guest to ask “why are you
telling us these things? And what do you want from
me?”
Viganò briefly explained that he had written a preliminary
testimony or memorial on the corruption in the Vatican, in-
cluding Pope Francis’ role in the cover-up of the McCar-
rick scandal. He added that he would give the document
he prepared not only to Valli, but also to another Italian
blogger, an Englishman, an American and a Canadian.
Translations of the original document, written in Italian,
would be put into Spanish and English.
As the second meeting ended, Viganò promised to meet
again with Valli in a few days at which time he would pre-
sent the journalist with the testimony. Valli had already
made up his mind to cooperate with the enterprise.

Viganò’s third meeting with Valli took place at a secret
location, at which time the journalist read the 11-page
memorial and agreed to publish it on his blog.

In a later phone call, Viganò informed Valli that the date
for the publication of Viganò “time bomb” was set for
Sunday, August 26, 2018, when Francis would be return-
ing to Rome from his Dublin trip by plane and the pontiff
would likely be engaging in one of his notorious sponta-
neous press conferences. Wasn’t that very clever of Vi-
ganò?
It was also at this time that Viganò announced that he
planned to go abroad to a secret residence and would
remain incommunicado for a period of time. Valli said
the two men said goodbye for the last time, but this would
turn out not to be accurate, and Valli would continue to
have communication with the former nuncio.
Valli’s interim report, “Viganò Speaks: I’m not the crow
and I do not act for revenge. I just want the truth to
emerge,” appeared on August 28, 2018. 

In August 31, 2018, the UK Catholic herald reported that
Viganò had given new interviews to Valli as well
as Catholic world report and life Site news.
On October 9, 2018, Valli ran another interview with Ital-
ian scholar Alessandro Gnocchi on his own blog in sup-
port of Viganò. To his credit, Gnocchi insists that the re-
cent scandals at the Vatican are decades old and can be
traced back decades prior to the Second Vatican Council.
On October 19, 2018, Viganò sent Valli his third commu-
nique on the Prefect for the Congregation for Bishops,
Cardinal Marc Ouellet’s open letter disavowing Viganò ar-
guments. Viganò’s response was titled “Monsignor Vi-
ganò: ‘here is how I respond to Cardinal Ouellet. It’s

time to come out in the open.’” According to Viganò, his
testimonies are “to be continued.” About that, there can be
no doubt.

SO whErE’S 
thE OPUS DEI COnnECtIOn?

thus far, Viganò has not mentioned Opus Dei in any of
his public statements, and neither has Valli. nor has the
Catholic/Vatican press or any secular media mentioned
a possible connection between the Viganò affair, Valli
and Opus Dei.

About all that most Catholics outside of Italy know about
Valli is that he is a journalist, a popular blogger, a “conser-
vative” Catholic, and is married and has six children.
If you look at Wikipedia’s biographical data on Aldo
Maria Valli, you will learn some other things about him:
He was born on February 3, 1958, in Rho, a municipality
of Milan; he graduated from Sacred Heart University in
Milan with a degree in political science; from 1980 to
1984, he was the editor of the publishing house Ares and
the monthly Studi Cattolici, to which he still contributes;
by the 1990s, he has established himself in the field of
Italian radio and television; in April 1995 he moved to
Rome and became a Vaticanist which included following
40 of John Paul II’s journeys around the world; and in
the latter part of his media career, he joined TG 3, then TG
1 (the Italian state-owned television news broadcasting of-
fices).
The only reference made to the Prelature in the Wikipedia
biography of Valli was the TG 1 television special
titled Opus Dei, which aired on September 28, 2008. It
traced the controversial history of Opus Dei and its
founder and mission.
This fact, in itself, is not any particular proof that Valli is a
member of Opus Dei. his association with Ares and Stu-
di Cattolici, however, is proof of his strong affiliation to
Opus Dei.
You see, Ares is the Milan publishing house of Opus
Dei and has exclusive rights in Italy for the works of Jose-
maría Escrivá, and Studi Cattolici (Catholic Studies) is
the monthly magazine of Opus Dei. It is “a magazine of
culture, a means of dialogue with modern society in its ar-
ticulated pluralism of ideas and opinions,” and has a wide-
international circulation.

So at the age of 22, Valli was assigned the editorship of
two of Opus Dei’s prize entities, which means he was
initially a celibate numerary of Opus Dei, and later, af-
ter he married, he continued his membership in Opus
Dei as a supernumerary. Opus Dei would never had
outsourced two of its most important literary flagships
to an outsider.
So Aldo Maria Valli is an important member of Opus
Dei.

Let’s move on to Italian journalist, Marco Tosatti.
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MArCO tOSAttI 
PEnS VIGAnO’S tEStIMOny

the announcement that the well-known Vaticanist and
former writer for the liberal Italian daily la Stampa
(Turin), Marco tosatti, had aided Viganò in the writing
of the former nuncio’s testimony broke into the head-
lines of rome papers on August 28, 2018.
Tosatti’s story is similar to that of Valli’s.

Tosatti said that Viganò had surprised him with a phone
call “a few weeks” before their actual meeting at Tosatti’s
Rome apartment on August 22, 2018. The officially retired
journalist, who has covered Vatican news for decades, said
he knew the former nuncio as an acquaintance, but not as a
friend.
When Viganò arrived for the August 22 meeting, he
brought with him a draft of his statement which tosatti
recognized as not being suitable for publication. It
needed much revision in both style and content. Tosatti
said it took three hours for him and Viganò working side-
by-side to re-work and edit the 11-page text to conform to
standard journalistic requirements. In addition, charges
against prelates that could not be substantiated were re-
moved.
When Tosatti completed the text to Viganò’s satisfaction,
he then proceeded to draw up a list of publications that
would be willing to publish the memorial in its entirety.
These included the U.S.-based national Catholic regis-
ter, lifeSite news, the Italian daily la Verità and the
Spanish religious website Info Vaticana. In addition, like
Valli, Tosatti would publish the explosive testimony on his
blog, Stilum Curie.
Time also had to be given to having the Italian document
translated into Spanish and English.
the date of release was set for Sunday, August 26,
2018, in order to coincide with Pope Francis’ last day in
Ireland and his return plane flight.
Before Viganò left the apartment, he told Tosatti that he
feared for his life, and he was unsure if he could go
through with the arrangement.
When the journalist took him to the door and attempted to
kiss the prelate’s ring, his visitor refused to let him. Tosatti
said that Viganò was crying when he left the apartment.
Tosatti later recalled that it was he who finally convinced
Viganò to release his testimony in light of the earlier Penn-
sylvania report, which had opened a rare public relations
opportunity for the former nuncio to make his case. Inter-
estingly, when tosatti (who like Valli has been a leading
critic of Pope Francis) was interviewed by reuters on
August 28, 2018, he denied that there was any “conser-
vative conspiracy” afloat and said that the timing of
the Viganò testimony was “a mere coincidence.”
Like Valli, Tosatti has continued to respond to the Viganò
story. 
On October 8, 2018, Tosatti responded to the October 6,
2018, Vatican (non) statement issued by Cardinal Ouellet
instructing Viganò to abandon his rebelliousness and re-
turn to the Francis fold. 

On October 19, 2018, Tosatti received Viganò’s third testi-
mony (letter) which lashes out, this time, against Cardinal
Ouellet concerning Ouellet’s silence on matters directly
related to Viganò’s earlier charges against Pope Francis.

tOSAttI’S COnnECtIOnS 
tO OPUS DEI

On June 24, 2010, Marco Tosatti gave a very personal in-
terview to reporter José M. Ballester Esquivias.
Tosatti told  the reporter that he was a cradle Catholic and
that his early childhood was irrevocably shattered by the
death of his famous sports writer father in an airplane
crash in 1949, when Tosatti was still an infant. For most of
his adult life he said he was an “anti-religious person,” al-
though his interest in returning to his Catholic roots
was gradually stimulated by his professional journalis-
tic career, which involved his regular contact with Pope
John Paul II. Rediscovering the historic fact of the Resur-
rection was for him a turning point in his conversion.
his conversion, tosatti said, was also greatly influ-
enced by the writings of Opus Dei’s founder, Jose-
maríaEscrivá, especially Camino (The Way), the hand-
book that guides the spiritual life of Opus Dei adher-
ents. Although he has stated that he was not a numerary or
supernumerary of Opus Dei, the record is clear that, as a
journalist, he has maintained close and favorable ties
with the Prelature.
For example, in 2014, tosatti was a defender of Opus
Dei Bishop rogelio ricardo livieres Plano of the Dio-
cese of Ciudad del Este, Paraguay, who had given per-
mission for the sexual predators of the infamous U.S.-
based Priestly Society of St. John to reestablish itself in
his diocese. livieres also raised the Society’s founder,
homosexual/pederast father Carlos Urrotigoity, to the
number two position in the chancery as vicar general,
with access to a bevy of young men at the local semi-
nary.
Every year, the Information Communication Service of
Opus Dei in France in connection with the faculty of com-
munication of Opus Dei’s Pontifical University of the
Holy Cross in Rome hosts various seminar and special
press events for hundreds of journalists from all over
France. 
On Tuesday, June 17, 2014, the day after the annual Opus
Dei Eucharistic Celebration to honor the feast of St. Es-
crivá, tosatti, who speaks fluent french, gave a talk
sponsored by Opus Dei on the theme “the Popes and
the Diplomacy of Gestures,” at the Espace Bernanos
Catholic cultural center in Paris.
Like Aldo Maria Valli, Tosatti has appeared as a guest at
the Pontifical University of the Holy Cross in Rome to dis-
cuss topics of interest to other journalists.
On November 14, 2015, on the Spanish pro-Opus Dei
webpage titled Opusdeialdia, a question was posted on
the merit or lack of merit of ex-numerary Maria del Car-
men tapia’s book “Beyond the threshold: A life in
Opus Dei,” published in 1997.
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In responding to the question, the commentator noted:
Marco tosatti published an article in “la Stampa” de
torino on December 21, (2001), in which he summa-
rized the history and evolution of the image of Opus
Dei in Italian public opinion during the last years. the
journalist added that, in his opinion, the upcoming
canonization of Josemaría Escrivà (held on October 6,
2002) would not raise controversy.
Tosatti affirmed that Maria del Carmen Tapia – who in
1992 had repeatedly expressed her disagreement with the
beatification – now declared that she “bows to the Pope’s
decision…”

Given Tosatti’s attachment to Escrivá’s written spiritual di-
rection, and his personal and professional defense and pro-
motion of Opus Dei, it is clear that he is definitely in the
Opus Dei camp. And there is another, not so subtle con-
nection, from a media angle.

A SECOnD lOOk At tOSAttI’S 
MEDIA rECOMMEnDAtIOnS

In connection with the Viganò affair, there is a need to re-
examine the media outlets that Tosatti recommended to
Viganò at their August 22, 2018, meeting – national
Catholic register and lifeSite news, la Verità, and the
Spanish religious website Info Vaticana.

Let’s begin with Info Vaticana, which was launched in
2013 in Spain by two young men, Gabriel Ariza and fer-
nando Beltrán. It publishes in Spanish and Italian.
The religious website’s goal is to try to “fill a gap in the
vigorous analysis of what happens in the Church.” 
Pretty ambitious for two young men, no?
On June 30, 2017, Gabriel Ariza posted a story on Marco
Tosatti explaining that Info Vaticana would now be carry-
ing the journalist’s blog Stilum Curiae.
Info Vaticana is owned by Grupo Intereconomia, which
in turn is owned by Julio Ariza Irrigoyen, Gabriel
Ariza’s father, a wealthy and prominent businessman,
journalist and politician from Navarra. Julio Ariza com-
pleted his law studies at Opus Dei’s collegial flagship, the
University of Navarra, and yes, he is a married supernu-
merary of Opus Dei.
Under the Opus Dei system of building media anonymous
“apostolates,” Info Vaticana is an Opus Dei clone.

Next, comes the Italian daily, la Verità, (the truth)
which went on the Milanese newsstands in 2016. The di-
rector and founder of the paper (and digital version) is the
Italian journalist and television producer Maurizio Belpi-
etro. In one of its promotions, la Verità names more than
25 prominent journalists and commentators who write for
the newspaper. the list includes a number of Opus Dei
members and associates including economist and banker,
Ettore Gotti tedeschi, a former President of the IOR
(Vatican Bank) and well-known Opus Dei supernumer-
ary. So, I believe we can say that la Verità is, at least,
Opus Dei “friendly,” especially since it was among the
first Italian publications chosen to run the Viganò testimo-
ny of August 2018.

Finally we come to three of Opus Dei’s most important
U.S.-based media outlets which have played a major role
in the Viganò saga – the national Catholic register, for-
merly owned by the Legionaries of Christ, Ewtn which
bought the register in 2011, and lifeSite news, a popular
internet news service cofounded by the Canadians Steve
Jalsevac and John-Henry Weston. The Opus Dei connec-
tion is through Jalsevac, who is Catholic.

Since November of 2017, when I started “OD wAtCh,”
a news column critical of Opus Dei, which appears regu-
larly on AkA CAthOlIC, I’ve been monitoring daily
the Prelature’s media outlets, aka “media apostolates”
around the world, especially in Spain, Italy and the United
States. The nCr (bought out by Ewtn), lifeSite news,
and Ewtn itself have been at the top of that list from the

Marco Tosatti.
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beginning as primary Opus Dei media outlets.
They still are, even more so after the Viganò case.
the role that all three played in promoting and
sustaining the Viganò affair, day after day, has
confirmed my initial beliefs that Opus Dei is
the hidden hand acting behind the scenes to
move the Viganò matter forward.
The reader is free to accept my findings, or await a
more detailed report on my investigation of Opus
Dei’s world-wide media outlets that should be
ready early next year.

In the meantime, the reader can chew on another
Opus Dei bone, this one related to the translation
of Viganò’s testimony by Diane Montagna, Rome
correspondent and journalist for lifeSite
news. Before joining lifeSite news, Montagna
was the Rome correspondent for the English edi-
tion of Aleteia, which has had a long-time rela-
tionship with Opus Dei. But most importantly,
she holds a License in Sacred Theology from the
International theological Institute, Gaming,
Austria, one of Opus Dei’s most important edu-
cational entities for studies on marriage and fami-
ly in Europe.

OPUS DEI’S “ChArISM”
Of PUBlIC rElAtIOnS

Many Catholics around the world are blissfully unaware
that Opus Dei even exists, but even those who do know
about Opus Dei are not aware of the Prelature’s
“charism” of communications and public relations.
This “charism” has a great deal to do with Opus Dei’s
role in the Viganò affair, and deserves at least a brief ex-
planation, although one could write several volumes on
the subject.
Opus Dei’s Pontifical University of the holy Cross in
Rome was established in 1984. It is comprised of four
schools of theology, canon law, philosophy, and Church
communications.
Opus Dei’s school of Church communications [School of
Social Institutional Communication] was created in 1996.
The program is open to priests, religious and laymen, in-
cluding media and public relations staff from diocesan of-
fices.
Officially speaking, «the school’s programs offer courses
in four key areas: 

– the nature of communication and the elements upon
which it is based; 

– The Church in cultural context;
 – the theological, philosophical and canonical content of

the faith and its impact on the identity of the Church
as an Institution;

– the application of these theories, practices and com-
munication techniques to institutions of the Church,
bearing in mind their particular identity.»

Some Catholics might ask why the one, holy, catholic and
apostolic Church founded by Jesus Christ, the Second Per-
son of the Blessed Trinity, has need of public relation
academicians and prompters when the only product it
is “selling” is the eternal truths of the Catholic faith
necessary for the salvation of men. However, Opus Dei
does obviously believe that such a high level of profes-
sional business and communications acumen is needed.
What this actually means in practice is very well shown by
briefly citing the life and times of Opus Dei’s most famous
numerary and master of interlocution, papal image-maker
and molder of Catholic opinion – Joaquín navarro-Valls.

JOAqUÍn nAVArrO-VAllS 
– thE PAPAl GAtEkEEPEr –

Like the young Karol Wojtyła, the young Navarro-Valls
was a consummate actor who had a passion for the theater.
he became the second most important man at the Vati-
can, next to the pope himself, when Pope John Paul II
appointed him head of the holy See Press Office in
1984.
Born in November 16, 1936, to an affluent Spanish family,
Navarro-Valls attended the Cartagena German school in

One of the symbols of Opus Dei.



his hometown and later studied medicine and psychiatry at
the University of Granada and University of Barcelona.
He also served in the Spanish military.
According to the Prelature’s official obituary of Navarro-
Valls, published on the day of his death, July 5, 2017, the
young man’s first contact with Opus Dei came when he
was a medical student in Granada and he applied to
the Albayzín (Granada) hall of residence. he was
quickly recruited by Opus Dei and became a celibate
numerary. Later, at the direction of Opus Dei, he attended
the University of Navarre in Pamplona, Spain, where the
talented and multi-lingual scholar and physician accumu-
lated two additional degrees in journalism and commu-
nications.
from 1970 to 1975, navarro-Valls joined Msgr. Jose-
maría Escrivá in rome to promote the interests of
Opus Dei and to enable navarro-Valls to gain practical
writing and reporting experience as a foreign corre-
spondent for the Spanish tabloid “ABC”.
Popular with his fellow journalists, navarro-Valls was
later elected president of the foreign Press Association
in rome.
In 1984, Pope John Paul II, who was well acquainted
with Opus Dei from his years in kraków, appointed
psychiatrist/journalist Navarro-Valls to head the Vatican

Press Office and modernize the Vatican’s communication
vehicles, a task for which the 48-year-old numerary had
long preparation. It was also the same year the pope be-
stowed pontifical status upon holy Cross University.
From that time until the death of John Paul II on April 2,
2005, Navarro-Valls never strayed from the pope’s side.
He accompanied the pope on all his many travels around
the world, including the pontiff’s vacations. he became
the pontiff’s constant companion, confidant and advi-
sor, and also the gatekeeper of persons given access or
refused access to the holy father.
Navarro-Valls’ first book was appropriately titled, Manip-
ulation in Advertising (1970). When one considers that
following Navarro’s appointment, everything that John
Paul II publicly said or wrote was first filtered through his
publicist – well, it’s the stuff that horror films are made of.
navarro-Valls’ appointed mission, unfortunately, wasn’t
as much promoting the Catholic faith, as it was in “sell-
ing” John Paul II, or to be more accurate, the public
image of John Paul II. In a more honest and transparent
time one would have quipped, “Navarro-Valls not only
made the man, he also made the man a saint.”
Most biographers of John Paul II have assiduously avoid-
ed this particular issue.
They have also avoided what would seem to be another ef-

Joaquín Navarro-Valls became the second most important man in the Vatican, next to the Pope himself, when John Paul II appointed him 
Head of the Holy See Press Office in 1984. Navarro-Valls continued to “sell” “holiness” and “omniscience” of Opus Dei, 

maintaining its status as a high-level numerary within the restricted circle of Opus Dei, in Rome. 
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fect of Navarro-Valls: under John Paul II, Opus Dei
quickly rose in power and influence at the Vatican and
navarro-Valls became a household word among
Catholic families the world over.
At the same time navarro-Valls continued to “sell” the
“holiness” and “omniscience” of Opus Dei, he retained
his status as a high-level numerary within the inner circle
of Opus Dei in Rome. This meant that navarro-Valls con-
tinued to live at the “Villa tevere”, the headquarters of
Opus Dei in the suburbs of Rome, that he had an Opus
Dei confessor, and that he reported on a regular basis to
his assigned “spiritual director,” to whom Navarro-Valls
was required to spill out his guts, in typical Opus Dei fash-
ion, on everything in his life, including the alleged corrup-
tion of the Vatican and Catholic cardinals and bishops of
dioceses around the world. In short, what navarro-Valls
knew, Opus Dei knew.

I suspect that McCarrick’s name was on the top of a run-
ning list of names of sodomite hierarchy, clergy, and reli-
gious that Opus Dei acquired from its favorite and om-
nipresent numerary, Navarro-Valls. I believe this because I
knew that Cardinal Theodore McCarrick, then Archbishop
of Newark, was a homosexual and a predator of young
seminarians as early as 1987, the year I started investigat-
ing leads for the rite of Sodomy. If his name went to the
top of my list, it presumably was also on the top of Navar-
ro-Valls’ list.
As far as his professional work as the pope’s spokesman, it
appears that Navarro-Valls played and manipulated the
Vatican press corps as well as Jascha Heifitz played his
Stradivarius – that is to say “exquisitely.” For instance, it
is no secret that Navarro-Valls openly played favorites
among the Vatican press corps. As John Allen, Jr., former
Rome correspondent for the liberal national Catholic re-
porter and current editor of CrUX news service, admits,
he was lucky enough to be one of Navarro-Valls’ favorites.
But as Allen candidly points out in his biographical nota-
tion of Navarro-Valls on the occasion of the numerary’s
death, «There were some journalists, either because of the
size of their audience or because he trusted them, with
whom he would share insider information, and others
whose phone calls and emails he would never return.» 
(https://cruxnow.com/obituary/2017/07/05/joaquin-navar-
ro-valls-take-will-not-look-upon-like/)

After his ascent to the Papal throne, Pope Benedict XVI
kept navarro-Valls on for one-year, at which time the
Opus Dei numerary announced his retirement and was re-
placed by the Jesuit superior Reverend father federico
lombardi – the Jesuits being the time-honored enemies
of Escrivá and Opus Dei.
On July 11, 2016, father lombardi retired and was suc-
ceeded as director of the Holy See Press Office on August
1, 2016, by American Greg Burke, an Opus Dei numer-
ary like navarro-Valls, which means that Opus Dei was
back in the driver’s seat when the Viganò story was
published.
Now the question before us is this: 

IS OPUS DEI
USInG ArChBIShOP CArlOS VIGAnÒ

tO MAnIPUlAtE 
thE CAthOlIC MEDIA

AnD PlAy thE CAthOlIC lAIty 
fOr fOOlS,

AS nAVArrO-VAllS DID, 
fOr PUrPOSES
ABOUt whICh 

wE knOw nOthInG?

In light of this possibility, it is interesting to note that since
the Viganò affair began, a number of secular media
sources have referred to the generic term “conservative
forces” as being behind the initial Viganò exposé and its
continuing exposure. But neither the secular nor the
Catholic press has explicitly identified Opus Dei as be-
ing the primary culprit in this contemporary game of
thrones. Is this because of the effectiveness of Opus
Dei’s program to keep itself hidden?
Former journalist, David Gibson, Director of the Center on
Religion and Culture at Fordham University in New York

Josemaría Escrivà de Balaguer, founder of Opus Dei.
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and a Francis supporter came the closest to hinting at
something like this when he observed that, «this whole
thing was carefully coordinated with conservative
Catholic media and carefully timed.»
(https://www.voanews.com/a/defenders-rally-around-
pope/4547910.html)
Robert Moynihan in his August 26, 2018, Letters (Moyni-
han report) from Rome rules out any suggestion that
“Viganò is serving someone else…” Moynihan says that
the former nuncio comes from a wealthy Milanese family,
and is therefore “acting in Prima Persona – as an inde-
pendent agent.”
However, Moynihan fails to explain how Viganò, who just
a few weeks ago couldn’t write a literate press release and
needed the help of at least two journalists, Valli and Tosat-
ti, has somehow managed to write two more eloquent and
informative testimonies (three if we count the Nienstedt
response) with more to come.
Nor has Moynihan explained how Viganò, hiding away at
a secret location, has managed to get his beautifully timed
and technically well written media releases into world-
wide circulation in multiple languages.

Now if we look at the relatively powerful “new move-
ments” in the Church including the “conservative” Le-
gionaries of Christ, Regnum Christi, and Communion and
Liberation, as well as Focolare, and the Neocatechumenal
Way, none can compare with Opus Dei in terms of a
world-wide mega-media outreach and control of the
Catholic media especially in the United States, and
rome.

PUttInG thE VIGAnO/OPUS DEI 
PUzzlE tOGEthEr

Thus far, this writer has concretely documented that that
Viganò’s top two ghost writers have serious connections to
Opus Dei as has the official translator of Viganò’s public
works.
I have also demonstrated the connection between the
American and Italian publications that brought Viganò’s
initial and continuing complaints to the attention of the
American and Italian Catholic population.
But there are important pieces of the Viganò/Opus Dei
puzzle that are still missing.
For example, we do not yet know the exact nature of Vi-
ganò’s relationship with Opus Dei, when that relationship
began, who initiated that relationship, the extent of the
role Opus Dei has played thus far in his media campaign
against Vatican “corruption,” and if Opus Dei has provid-
ed Viganò with any information and documentation on the
past and current sexual abuse scandals currently rocking
the Holy See.
Of course, the reason that we don’t know the answer to
these questions is because Viganò, the champion of trans-
parency, has, so far, kept this information on Opus Dei se-
cret from us.
The only thing we do know about that relationship is that
it has been “friendly,” at least in the past. According to
Opus Dei records, when he was Papal Nuncio in the U.S.,
Viganò was the main celebrant of a Mass for Opus
Dei’s founder, Josemaría Escrivá, on his feast day, June
26, at the Cathedral of Saint Matthew the Apostle in
Washington, D.C.

A lIttlE hUMIlIty PlEASE

A final comment on Viganò’s transparency: I think it
would be somewhat refreshing and salutary for the former
nuncio to acknowledge the fact that others have blazed
the trail in bringing the homosexual Collective to the
attention of Catholics. He and his Opus Dei writers could
in humble honesty stop pretending his pronouncement
against sodomy and pederasty are somehow new and vi-
sionary.
Such a pronouncement was dramatically positioned in Vi-
ganò’s third testimony of October 19, 2018. He opens with
his repeated claim that he desires only “to bear witness to
corruption in the hierarchy of the Catholic Church,”
even though it has been and remains a “painful decision.”

Cover of the book: “Opus Judei” with the pseudonym of the author.



12                                                                                                                                                           “Chiesa viva”   ***   Special Edition January  2019

He then repeats his condemnation of the “plague” of ho-
mosexuality. «It is hypocrisy to refuse to acknowledge
that this scourge is due to a serious crisis in the spiritu-
al life of the clergy and to fail to take the steps neces-
sary to remedy it,» Viganò says.

Of course, this is exactly what Saint Peter Damian said in
his magnificent treatise on clerical sodomy, the Book of
Gomorrah written in 1049. That’s nearly 1,000 years ago,
folks. 
And father Enrique rueda wrote in his classic text, the
homosexual network – Private lives and Public
Policy written in 1982. That’s 36 years ago, folks. 
And my own 1300-page study, the rite of Sodomy –
homosexuality and the roman Catholic Church pub-
lished in 2006. That was 12 years ago, folks.

So, Viganò is really a Johnny-come-lately with regard to
the very real dangers posed by the Homosexual Collective,
whenever and wherever it has raised its head in civilized
society. Some of the names and the faces of homosexual
Vatican prelates mentioned in his testimonies may be new
to some, but the tails that have bound them together to
their Master, have been recognizable down through the
centuries. And the Master’s name is Satan.

COMInG fUll CIrClE 
wIth nIEnStEDt

Since the Viganò and Opus Dei dog and pony show erupt-
ed on the scene last August, there has been a nagging
question in my mind related to Viganò’s motivation in
mounting his anti-homosexual and anti-Francis media
campaign.
Certainly, Viganò has placed a well-deserved albatross
around Francis’ stiff, modernist neck for which he de-
serves credit. But let us not forget that Viganò continues to
carry an albatross around his own neck in the person of
Archbishop John C. nienstedt, formerly of the Archdio-
cese of St. Paul and Minneapolis and the Napa Institute of
Irvine, California.
Now if Viganò can plainly see the gross moral splinter in
McCarrick’s eye and is demanding his pound of flesh from
Francis on the cover-up of McCarrick’s homosexual/ped-
erast, why has Viganò failed to see that same-sized splinter
in nienstedt’s eye?
The reader will remember Viganò’s two-page Nienstedt
memo that the former Vatican emissary sandwiched in be-
tween his first and second testimonies.
That would have been the perfect opportunity to make
amends for having interfered in the archdiocesan investi-
gation of Archbishop Nienstedt in April 2014. And it
would have demonstrated that Viganò is sincere in his at-
tempt to purge the Catholic hierarchy of homosexual
predators. After all, Nienstedt was charged with the same
delicts as McCarrick including the sexual solicitation of
seminarians.
But Viganò didn’t do this. he did just the opposite.

Why then the selective outrage? Why is McCarrick a
“monster” and Nienstedt not?

lEt thE twO BEAStS 
DEVOUr OnE AnOthEr

In closing, I’d like to state that if anyone believes that my
criticism of Archbishop Carlos Viganò is somehow a ma-
neuver to let Francis off the hook for his many moral and
doctrinal trespasses against the Catholic faith, I would
highly recommend a thorough reading of my open letter to
Francis titled “On a Papal Commission of Inquiry into Ho-
mosexuality, Pederasty and la lobby Gay in The
Catholic Church” released on November 9, 2013.

Cover of the book, “the rite of Sodomy” by the famous and award-winning
American journalist randy Engel. The 1300-page book with 350 books of
bibliography, published in 2006, provides the names and details of all
Cardinals, Bishops, Monsignors and Priests who have had problems with
American justice for their impure vice against nature.
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This concluding article in the Nienstedt series reflects the
wisdom of the old adage that the enemy of my enemy is
not necessarily my friend. That is to say, the fact that
the team of Viganò and Opus Dei are issuing valid crit-
icisms about francis’s tragic and heretical papacy does
not make Viganò and Opus Dei a friend of Catholic
traditionalists.

In this account of the ongoing battle over corruption of the
Catholic Church, 

I lEAVE thE DOOr OPEn
On thE qUEStIOn 

AS tO whEthEr Or nOt
VIGAnÒ 

hAS BEEn An InnOCEnt DUPE
Or OnE Of thE 

CUnnInG “COOrDInAtOrS”
In thIS PlAnnED 
MEDIA CAMPAIGn

wE ArE nOw wItnESSInG.

As for Opus Dei and Francis, I say, «A Plague o’ both
your houses.»

Archbishop John C. nienstedt, former bishop of the Archdiocese of St. Paul
and Minneapolis and a prelate attached to the napa Institute of Irvine, Calif.,
was involved in an archiepiscopal investigation in April 2014, where he was
accused of having committed the same homosexual predatory crimes as Card.
McCarrick. why then, according to Viganò, is Cardinal theodore
McCarrick a “monster,” while Archbishop nienstedt is not?
From 2016, Archbishop J.C. nienstedt became a permanent guest of the
napa Institute of Irvine, an oasis of rich, cultured and influential Catholics,
where Nienstedt could not find a welcoming place, without the approval of
Archbishop José horacio Gómez, the first numerary member of Opus
Dei and leader of the napa Institute. Among the Bishops who form the
Committee of Ecclesiastical Councilors, there are also the following members
of the Opus Dei: Bishop kevin william Vann, Archbishop Samuel Aquila
and Bishop robert Chrles Morlino, while active is also the presence of the
information from Opus Dei: Eternal Word Television Network (Ewtn).

Cardinal theodore McCarrick of New York succeeded Card. T. Cooke at
the head of the diocese after being his personal secretary. Card. terence J.
Cooke, in turn, succeeded Cardinal Spellman at the head of the diocese of
New York after being his personal secretary. Card. francis Spellman,
Archbishop of New York, was the most powerful prelate in the United States,
in the period that preceded the birth of the National Episcopal Conferences.
these three homosexual cardinals show that the plague of
homosexuality/pederasty goes back three generations.
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A BrIEf BIOGrAPhy
Of JOSEMArÍA ESCrIVÀ 
DE BAlAGUEr

He was born on  January 9, 1902, in
Barbastro (Huesca), the second of six
children. His father, José Escriba
Corzan, was a textile merchant, like
the whole family. One night, they fled
from Barbastro to avoid creditors!1

Even the entry of the Msgr. [to the
seminary] according to the writer,
Carandell, was dictated by the bad eco-
nomic conditions of his family.2 In any
case, the same Escriva declared: «I
never thought of becoming a priest,
nor of dedicating myself to God ... In
fact ... I felt anticlerical!»3

And he will still say himself: «I had
neither a single virtue nor a peseta!»4

Even later, in a homily he gave at the
“campus” of the University of Navarre,
on October 8, 1967, he would say: «the lord has not
given me a religious vocation and to wish it would be a
disorder for me. I am a secular priest who passionately
loves the world ... we must love the world, because it is
good!»
However, he would remain in the Logrono seminary from
October 1918 to September 1920, the year he moved to
Zaragoza; (but, according to Carendell, Escrivà would
have been “expelled” from the seminary!5) 
His biography is rendered somewhat obscure by himself.

Whereas it is clear, however, he
worked hard to create a story that was
entirely favorable to him, so as to
change even his surname, just to con-
ceal his origins. Why? 
His main biographers, in fact, Carlo
Escrartìn, author of a “A Biographi-
cal Profile of Monsignor Josemaría
Escrivà de Balaguer,” and Salvador
Bernal, who wrote: “notes from the
life of the founder of Opus Dei,”
both present Monsignor Escrivà as a
son of an illustrious family, who had
been involved in great things since
childhood! But this is not so! 
On the certificate of Baptism, pre-
served in the Cathedral of Barbastro,
one can read: «In Barbastro ... on
January 13, 1902, Don Angelo Malo
... solemnly baptized a child, born at
10 pm on the 9th Day, legitimate son
of Don José ESCrIBA.»6

Hence, Msgr. Escrivà was born ... “Escriba!”
So, why did Mons. Escriba feel the need to hide his ori-
gins? When he was a student at the Middle Institute of
Logrono, between 1915 and 1918, his surname was still
Escriba; but he was already signing “Escrivà!” On June
16, 1940, an edict appeared, published in the “Official
Gazette of State,” in which one can read that the brothers
Carmen, José Maria and Santiago Escriba y Albas «were
authorized to change their first surname to “Escrivà de
Balaguer”.» Therefore: between [19]18 and 40, Msgr. Es-

A fAlSE
“BEAtIfICAtIOn”?

about the “Beatified”
Josemaría Escrivà de Balaguer

The Theology student,
Josemaría Escrivà (1918 -1919)

1 “El Pais” of January 21, 1986.
2 L. Carandell, “Vida y milagros de monsenor Escrivà de Balaguer,” Edito-
rial Laia, Barcelona 1975, p. 118.
3 S. Bernal, “Monseñor Escrivà de Balaguer,” Rialp 1976, p. 55.

4 Idem, p. 31.
5 L. Carandell, op. cit., ed. Orion, Santafé de Bogota, p. 147.
6 J. M. Escriba, “Opus JuDei,” ed. Orion, Santafé de Bogota,p. 123.

by Father Luigi Villa Th. D.
Published on “Chiesa viva” nn. 297-298, July-August and September 1999 
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crivà had already changed his first surname “Escriba” to
Escrivà; in 1940, he also added the title “de Balaguer.”
In 1960, he was called “Josemarìa (in one word) Escrivà
de Balaguer;” and in 1968 he signed with an added title
of nobility: “Josemarìa Escrivà de Balaguer y Albàs,
Marquis of Peralta!”
It should be noted, however, that
this concession of the noble title
was vitiated by several anomalies
and irregularities; that is: in the
Deputation of Nobility, in 1968,
the manipulation of the surname
Escriba was hidden, fraudulent-
ly; in fact, it does not appear in the
request for rehabilitation of the ti-
tle of “Marquis of Peralta,” re-
quested by Josemarìa Escrivà de
Balaguer y Albàs.7

Another irregularity lies in the fact
that the title of “Marquis” had
been granted, on February 12,
1718, by the Archduke Charles of
Austria to Don Tomàs de Peralta,
but only as a personal and non-
transferable title; and it was so
because none of the sons, nor other
legitimate heirs of Don Tomàs, had
ever claimed that non-transferable
title. 
So? What reason can justify the
fact that Msgr. Escrivà, founder of
an institute that pursues the sancti-
fication of its members, has asked
for a noble title?8

Even Juan Gomis, another writer,
in the magazine “El Ciervo,” wrote an article “que es es-
to, monseñor?” [what is this Monsignor?], in which
the question is asked: «how is it possible for a priest to
aspire to these honors?»
And the “Nobel Prize” [winner] of literature, Camilo José
Cela, wrote: «religious are neither marquises nor
counts ... none of this can be taken seriously! People
laughed a lot about this marquisate!»9

And it should not be underestimated that the purchase of
that noble title, at that time cost him the sum of 250,000
pesetas!10

A “BIOGrAPhy” Of hAlf trUthS

In fact, his family was like so many in Spain; however, his
“official biographers” speak only of his nobility. (A fa-
mous family member claimed for himself the title of
"Baron of San Filippo," in the same process in which the

Peralta marquisate was attributed!) and they present him
as a child prodigy and an intelligent young man and, there-
fore, excellent in studies, for which they give him a cur-
riculum of studies ending in a doctorate in “Civil law,”
and this just while he was in the Seminary of San Carlo, in

Zaragoza. 
But these biographers, however,
do not explain why he had not
gone to the seminary of his own
city, nor do they mention that his
fellow students of Zaragoza con-
sidered him as one of their group,
rather mediocre, and that one of
his professors considered him to
be a “inconstant and haughty
person!” ... As they do not talk
that he quarreled with a partner,
called Julio Cortés, from which he
took not a few beatings ... and this
because Escrivà had actively par-
ticipated in the dispute! Nor did
his biographer, Salvador Bernal,
write that the young man, who lat-
er became a priest, had written to
him asking for forgiveness (in
1952) ... And this, of course, so
that the biography of Monsignor
did not suffer any stain!
However, Escrivà, an ordained
priest, was sent to a tiny humble
rural parish, not sufficient enough,
however, for his aspirations. For
this reason, as soon as it was possi-
ble, he moved to Madrid.
But there are many obscure points

in his life, as, for example, those related to the “clashes”
that the first followers of his blossoming “work” had
with the members of the various political and religious
bodies of Spain after the “Civil War.” In fact, Salvador
Bernal reports that «after 1939, the difficulties became
more intense, especially in Madrid and Barcelona,   as a re-
sult of an “authentic and tenacious campaign” against
Opus Dei and its founder!”
The Opusdeists, that is, always despised the “critics” of
the Work, always hiding, however, the “reasons” and “ar-
guments” expressed by them. Indeed, they vilified them
as “perverted” and “demented!”
this, however, does not explain, for example, the ar-
rests of various members of Opus Dei, in Barcelona,   
denounced as “homosexuals;” nor does it explain why
some authors, such as Daniel Artigues, have revealed that,
in various countries, recognized Masons helped Opus
Dei, and that Escriva always refused to condemn them
in public!

Josemaría Escrivà, a seminarian in Zaragoza.

7 Idem, p. 126.
8 L. Carandell, “Vida y milagros de monsenor Escrivà,” p. 64.
9 Cit. in J. M. Escriba”, op. cit., p. 129.

10 Idem, p. 128. – Cfr. “Jesus ynfante,” “la prodigiosa aventura del Opus
Dei,” op. cit., p. 32.
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An ex-numerary of the Opus, Alberto Moncada, reported
that, in the house on Via Lagasca, in Madrid, the Spanish
Falange was criticized, and accusations were launched
“against other apostolic organizations (other than Opus
Dei!), in particular against the Jesuits.”
florentino Pérez Embib was particularly angry against
the “official Catholics,” whom he
called “wealthy servants of the
Vatican!”
Moncada also wrote that, in the
Collegio Romano (in the central
headquarters, therefore, of the
Opus in Rome!) when Mgr. Escriva
spoke of ecclesiastical politics, he
did it, “generally, to praise or
criticize people and institutions,”
and that “this kind of contempt,
towards other forms of interpret-
ing Catholicism, one could do at
home.”
Although he was of a violent char-
acter, and anything but humble,
Mgr. Escrivà boasted of his “direct
line with God” (!!); that is: God
spoke to him and even dictated
the manner in which his work
was to be carried out! Therefore,
each of his indications had to be
considered as the certain will of
God! Certainly, the reverse of the
way of the Saints, who were very
humble even when they received
direct revelations from the Lord!
Monsignor Escrivà, on the con-
trary, was filled even more with
pride and this was demonstated in
his daily actions. In fact, it was he who taught his “sons”
(!) to despise every other form of interpretation of
Catholicism; different, that is, from the form of his Work! 
One of his most important “numeraries” at the time, Is-
mael Sánchez Bella, used to say that Christianity “starts
again with Opus.” And he even said to the Opusdeists:
«let us not fall into the errors of the religious who, in
order to abandon the earthly city, got lost in juridical
matters and made the Church take on an appearance
not desired by Jesus Christ» 
And again: «the work, because it was inspired by God,
thus father (Escrivà) returns to the spirit of the early
days of Christianity.»

Also Maria Angustias Moreno Cereijo, in her book:
“l’Opus Dei. Anexo a una historia,” quotes what a
priest of the Opus preached to them: «we are the rem-
nant of the people of Israel; we are what remains of the
faithful people to God, the only one who can save the
Church today. to this Church, in which it seems that
the holy Spirit stands with his arms crossed. we are
the ones who, with our fidelity to the father, must save
it!»

In his contempt for other Catholic institutions, Escrivà al-
so included the “Society of Jesus,” but, perhaps, because
it took away a lot of intellectual and economic elites
(which is the main objective of Opus Dei!). For this rea-
son, the priest of Opus, Juan Bautista torello, in his
book: “the Spirituality of the laity,” wrote: «Jesuit

spirituality, with its obedience
“like a cadaver” (...) could do lit-
tle to create a genuinely secular
spirituality, since instead of de-
veloping it in freedom and per-
sonal responsibility, it very easily
ended up in an – understandable –
“spirit of body,” in an “exploita-
tion” of temporal values, so that
the laity end up being nothing
more than the worldly “long
arm” of the Order in question.»
But what Torello criticized in the
Jesuits, was also executed in
Opus Dei, where, in fact, the main
organs of government are not in
the hands of the laity but of the
priests! 
Now, the “haughtiness” of Msgr.
Escrivà came to a climax when,
upon explaining the origins of the
Work, he claimed to disavow the
Catholic Church’s twenty-cen-
turies of historical tradition and
Doctrine, stating that Opus Dei
«had to create all theological and
ascetic doctrine, and juridical
guidelines. I was confronted with
solving the continuity of cen-
turies: but there was nothing!»

Just as luther and Calvin had rejected Catholic Doctrine
and Tradition; so also Msgr. Escrivà openly rejected
both Dogmatic Doctrine, which also had spread the
Gospel throughout the world, and the ascetic one, which
also formed so many holy souls! 
At this point, I would dare to say that the life and work of
Msgr. Escrivà was impregnated not with holiness but with
pride. He himself, moreover, took charge of mythologizing
his divine revelations and even promoted a kind of idola-
try, which his “sons” had to have towards him! Dare not
contradict him, in fact! He would be irritated beyond
words! And he lied with enormous ease, when this could
“serve the Opus.” And so a true “myth” was formed
around his person, who always sought honors and distinc-
tions!
As I have already mentioned, Escrivà always tried to en-
large his biography. Therefore, he had one of his official
biographers, Florentino Pérez-Embid, write that his “ori-
gin” came from an “ancient and pure lineage on both
sides of the genealogical tree.” Therefore, he often spoke
of the constant changes of fortune of his family ... and also
of his own! 
And so he was to ensure that, in the seminary of Zaragoza,

1925. The young priest, Josemaría Escrivà.



he had become a “Superior” even before being a priest
(though he never showed any proof of this!). And so, a
spokesperson of the Opus, in Madrid, Javier Ayesta Diaz,
in an interview with the Catholic newspaper “De Gelder-
lander,” reported that Escrivà «studied law in the Uni-
versity of Saragossa, became a lawyer and ordained a
priest. Since he was ordained so late, he retained a sec-
ular mentality and because of this he created a secular
association.»
But florentino Pérez-Embid and Salvador Bernalassi
assure us, rather than at the same time as his ecclesiastical
studies, Escriva concentrateed on a legal career at the Uni-
versity of Saragossa. 
Whom to believe then? ... It is an example of how Mgr.
Escrivà would deliberately write, creating situations like
that! In fact, there is no way to prove either this degree,
nor the doctorate in law, which he claims to have received,
and which he included in his curriculum, as authentic
achievements (never had!). Perhaps, did he tell his life in
his own way, in order to facilitate his future canonization?
One might think so, because he said to his associates:
«you must take note of all the things in my life; what
[happened to] the Jesuits who now regret not having

done this for their own Saint Ignatius of loyola, must
not happen!»

The journalist, José luis Barberìa, wrote (with malice?)
that Msgr. Escrivà «knew that his destiny was on the al-
tars, long before his sons of Opus Dei worshipped him
as a man called to achieve holiness!»
Therefore, his “children” immediately began to recover all
those objects that he signaled as linked to the foundation
and existence of the Opus. Because everything was “sanc-
tified” by him! Thus, the baptismal font and the image
of the Virgin of the Pilar, which had accompanied him
during his studies, was restored. Then, he recovered the
“Chalice” of his First Holy Mass and one of the bells of
the church of Our Lady of the Angels, which rang out– he
said – the day in which he received the “divine revela-
tion” (?!) to found Opus Dei. 
Then, he built a Sanctuary to the Virgin of torreciudad,
where his mother prayed for him, when he was two years
old, because the doctors gave him no chance! So, he re-
covered the “birth house” in Barbastro, where he built an-
other, but different from the original, but more suited to
his ideal of greatness! he also filmed hundreds of meters
of film about the meetings he held for members and
sympathizers of the work. In short, his mortifications,
instead of concealing them as much as possible – as is al-
ways the art of true saints! – he performed them in such a
way as to make them known to as many people as possi-
ble, just to spread the fame of his virtue (!!).

Marìa Angustias Moreno revealed that the founder pro-
moted, in Opus, the cult of his personality amazingly
well! She also revealed that, in each of the Great houses of
Opus, there was a special area, for the exclusive use of the
Father [Escriva], provididing him with abundant food and
a variety of refreshments. When Msgr. Escrivà was in
America, melons were sent, via air, because he liked such
fruit! And he adds: «During a visit to Jerez, in the year
1972, it was considered that, in all of Seville, there were
no sweets sufficiently selected to serve» ...
«In Opus, father’s room was always controlled, fa-
ther’s eating, father’s clothes ... In every center of the
Work there were garments specially selected for each use
for Father, new clothes bought only for him, including
dressing gowns.» And she continues: I had to «discard a
mattress, bought for him, and without using it, because
it was three centimeters wider than the measurements
established, and she had to replace it with a new one.»

Like Marìa Angustias Moreno, also Alberto Moncada
tells of many other manias, certainly not of virtue! As
when Antonio Pérez, the General Secretary of the Opus,
asked him, from Rome, for a Spanish decoration for the
Father, «in a moment they obtained it from the minister
on duty; it was set with precious stones in gold, but it
was returned. the poor man wondered why Escrivà
gave it back to him, angrily. then, Alvaro De Portillo
explained to him that only diamonds could be given to
father!» 

Josemaría Escrivà de Balaguer.
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Salvator Bernal also reveals that the taste of Escrià was
for a special brand of wine...
In short, there are two versions concerning the life of Es-
criva: that which the members of the Work spread, based
almost exclusively on the sayings of the founder, that is, of
a mystical, humble and pious man; the other version, told
exclusively by those released by Opus, that speak of a
“farce,” assembled around the founder and the ambiguity
in which one lives in the Institution and of the insignifi-
cant spirituality of work, and of many internally occult
driven operations that have provoked so many serious
crises of consciences, that forced out not a few original
members, even prominent ones, from Opus! An example:
Vladimir feltzman, priest, collaborator of the Cardinal of
England, and ex-numerary of Opus Dei, who worked
closely with the founder, wrote: «Opus had been a barri-
er to my contact with God, because God is truth and
Opus is constantly hiding the truth!»

thE “VIrtUES”
Of fAthEr JOSEMArÍA

The Opusdeist, Salvador Bernal, in the biography he
wrote about “Don Josemaría,” says that Escrivà «was a
man of God, who emanated sympathy and amiability;
he communicated peace, joy, contentment, aspiration
to serve others.» The “facts,” however, would say other-
wise: as his insistence on wanting to receive honors and ti-
tles of all kinds; as the way in which he promoted a kind
of idolatry towards his person; like the superb attitude
with which he disdained every criticism of his Work; like
his arrogance in wanting that his every idea, or even ex-
pression, was the certain “will of God” like his acting
with baseness; as his frequent lying, when this served the
interests of the Work; like his lies, defamation, slander
against those who claimed in his famous and terrible ire
against those who doubted that his work was truly a “di-
vine” creation; etc. etc. This is the authentic “story” of
the life of the founder of Opus Dei!

The priest, Cladimir feltzman, already mentioned, de-
scribed the character of Escriva: «he had a terrible tem-
perament. I saw him kicking tremendous doors. he
could not be contradicted!»
Marìa del Carmen tapia, formerly the personal secretary
of Escrivà, writes about him: «I only remember bad edu-
cation, strong words, beatings for any contradiction,
and many acts of pride.»
About Miss Maria del Carmen Tapia, one can read this
page, taken from her book: “Beyond the threshold,”11

which can give the measure of the “virtues” (!!) of this
founder of Opus Dei. It is an episode that can fully and

concretely illuminate what actually happened in the fe-
male houses of this mysterious Association.
It took place in mid-May 1966. Maria del Carmen Tapia
was summoned to the meeting room of the Central Coun-
cil. «The atmosphere – she writes – was very heavy.
Mons. Escrivà immediately began shouting, gasping, as he
was beside himself: «Carmen, now it’s time to stop! Do
not think you can keep fooling us.» He took a sheet of
paper in front of him, and arranging his glasses, he said, «I
understand you are in correspondence with Ana Maria
Gilbert, with that woman, with that very wicked
woman! And that you have a post box in rome.» He
put his glasses on the table and shrieked: «what does this
mean, you big hypocrite, you deceiver, wicked
woman?» I replied: «yes, father, I wrote to Ana Maria
Gilbert, but she is not a bad woman!»
Mons. Escrivá looked at the paper again: «And that pros-
titute, Gladys, let her come!» Gladys came in, livid.
Without even saying hello, Msgr. exclaimed and threw
himself at her: «Are you bringing letters to the post for
this false woman? Do you understand the gravity of
what you did?» Gladys remained silent, but Msgr. Escrivà
insisted: «Answer! rEPly!»

11 Cfr. Maria del Carmen Tapia, “Oltre la soglia – Una vita nell’Opus Dei,”
pp. 357-358.

Josemaría Escrivà de Balaguer.
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Gladys, undaunted, did not open her mouth. Then I inter-
vened: «Yes, Gladys, tell the truth, that you brought me
that letter to the post.» To which Gladys said, «Yes, Fa-
ther!» And he fell silent again. Mons. Escrivá drew a deep
breath before continuing, «from this moment on you
will not work in the Central Department, and you will
not set foot in there. look for some other work. And
now you go to your room and do not go out for any
reason! you got it? for no reason!»

When Gladys left, Msgr. Escrivà said to the central direc-
tor and to Marlies, in the presence of two priests: «this
one, then, take her, pull up her skirts up and down her
underpants, and spank her there until she talks!
MAkE hEr tAlk!»
And turning to me, he shouted: «I’ll give you my second
admonition, hypocrite! You wrote me a letter for my
name day, saying that you want to start from scratch, and
then this is what you do to me? talk to them and tell
them everything, everything, everything, because
you’re in trouble!.. And I warn you that I am waiting for
sworn statements from Venezuela to come, and then you
will see! you’re a wicked, despicable woman, you
scum! And now go away, I do not want to see you any-
more!».
It should be enough! It is a scrupulously documented, im-

pressive and courageous “testimony” of a woman who
had remained in Opus Dei for 18 years, and when she left,
she was able to defy the retaliation, defamation cam-
paigns, and threats, to reveal the “truth!”12

But let’s continue: Miguel fisac, one of the first to enter
the Work, emphasizes: «I think this gentleman (!) who
will be canonized (!!) does not correspond to reality. he
is a figure that they have concocted. Escrivà was a very
ambiguous man who always played various cards.»

francisco José de Saralegui, head-inspector of the Banco
di Spagna, a very important man in the Work, now outside
of it, writes: «all the main members of the Opus would
spend awful moments trying to understand – and how
to later explain – why he had made himself known as
Marquis of Peralta (...). However, we were not surprised
at all because, on an internal level, we had seen him, when
recalling his childhood, emphasizing certain aspects of
family well-being, always leaving the known economic
difficulties of his family in the shadows.»
These were his manias of greatness! In Barbastro, as we
have already said, he demolished his native house to re-
place it with a tall house that copied the noble residences
of Alto Aragon. In the palace of Diego in Leòn, he in-
stalled a noble tapestry on the main staircase. In the basili-
ca of Torreciudad, on the altarpiece, there are seven
shields with its seven “noble” surnames. And he (Escrivà)
said: «It is I, who have descended from a princess of
Aragòn!..»

The lawyer, Carlos Albàs Mìnguez, nephew of Escrivà,
states that pride – the sin of the rebel angels – was one of
the most perceived faults of his uncle, who, moreover, had
very bad relations with his mother’s family. And he re-
counts that, after having disappointed his wife, a “super-
numerary” (one of the categories of the Opus), on the
advice of members of Opus, she separated from him,
leaving him in absolute solitude, and all the doors of the
Opus were closed to him, forever!

Another lawyer, francisco Ponz, who proposed to Es-
crivà to organize courses and conferences for the people of
Catholic Action, writes that Escrivà told him: «you do not
understand this! the priests have to be kept at a dis-
tance, and even more so if they are diocesan. they are
a danger to the Opus ... we will have our parishes, be-
cause they wIll GIVE US A lOt Of MOnEy, and

12 Maria del Carmen Tapia was born in Cartagena, Spain, in 1925. She grew
up and studied in Madrid. Entry into Opus Dei as a “numerary associate” in
1948, she lived in the houses of the Opus, in Spain, until 1952, when she was
called to Rome to work in direct contact with the founder. In 1953, she was
named “Superior” of the Central Councilorship of the women’s section. In
1956, she was destined as a regional director, in Venezuela, of the women’s
section. Today, she lives in the United States and works at the University of
California, Santa Barbara.

The founder of Opus Dei in his study of “Villa Tevere,” in Rome.
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with many OffErInG BOXES and confessionals.
Confessionals are a constant rain of offerings, dona-
tions and even inheritance. the best penance is offered
in the offering boxes, that are means for the aposto-
late» (naturally, “his apostolate!”). (...). He also insisted
that «we will do it with the press; we will use, first, the
official press, then, we will culminate with our own
press, to give prestige to ours in their ascent to public
positions of greater interest. for this, we will need aca-
demic titles and even noble titles, which we ourselves
will create, like the one we have introduced in “PEr
ASPErA AD AStrA.” And the Opusdeists will receive
these titles and doctorates, “even without being tested,
because – according to Escriva – this is the will of God!»
Ponz speaks of a true “egolatry” of Escrivà, which he
himself spread. «Come and talk to me! take advantage
of it now, because, soon, you will not be able to do it
any more, because we will install a large house in the
same rome, near the Vatican, from which we can rule
the world!»

thE PErSECUtIOn
AGAInSt thE CrItICS Of hIS OPUS

In his work “Camino,” Escrivà talks a lot about “suffering
for Christ” any humiliation. In number 592, for example,
he writes: «Do not forget that you are ... the dustbin
(...); humiliated: don’t you know that you are the “rub-
bish bin”?» And in number 593 he underlines:
«The day you see yourself as you are, you will think it nat-
ural to be despised by others.» And in number 838 he
points out: « Have no enemies. Keep only friends: friends
... of the right – if they have done or wished to do you
good – and ... on the left, if they have harmed you.» 
Beautiful! Unfortunately, reality was very different from
those phrases! The history of his Opus is entirely marked
by slander and defamation against former members and
critics of the Opus; and behind many of them was his di-
rect order, or of that of his principal coadjutors; as Alvaro
del Portillo (his successor) and Javier Echevarrìa (Vicar
General of the Opus). Consequently, he acted, for exam-
ple, against the architect Miguel Fisac, co-founder of Opus
Dei; even still, after he left – Escriva considered himself
betrayed by him! – Another Opusdeist, with personal ap-
proval of “Father,” wrote a defamatory pamphlet, “Il
Cateto,” in which he ridiculed him. Later, some judges of
the Tribunal, sympathizers of Opus Dei,” judged him to be
“a psychically unbalanced person.” But the reality was
that Escrivà never forgave fisac for   his refusal to par-
ticipate in the confusing financial maneuvers that, with
the help of the Opusdeist ministers in Franco’s govern-
ment, the founder ordered to be carried out, at any cost!

This reminds me of a “judgment” by hans Urs Von
Balthasar when he drew attention to this integralism  of
Escrivà, defining Opus Dei “the strongest integralist
concentration of power” existing today in the Catholic
Church.13

Another case: that of the numerary priest, Antonio Pérez
tenessa, who reached the second [highest] place in the hi-
erarchy of Opus Dei. But the hypocrisy that he observed
in Escrivà, who ordered that he act financially to support
the expansion of the Opus, even if, for this, it was neces-
sary to violate ethical principles, in commissions that were
nothing but disguised forms of corruption. For this, he de-
serted the Opus, having renounced his work. Knowing that
they would not let him get away so easily, he left the cen-
ter of Opus Dei, where he lived, without a trace; but Es-
crivà searched for him everywhere! they found him in
Mexico, and threatened him so that he would not talk
about what he knew, offering him peace in exchange
for silence!

Another case: Marìa Angustias Moreno; after 14 years
as a “numerary member” of Opus Dei, in administrative
works and direction of houses of the Opus, abandoned the
institution and wrote a book: “the Opus Dei: An Adden-
dum to Its history,” in which she recounted her experi-

13 Hans Urs Von Balthasar, “Integralismus,” in “wort und wahrheit,”
Friburgo in B., dic. 1963, p. 742.

Alvaro del Portillo, successor of Josemaría Escrivà.
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ence. But the Opusdeist wrath was terrible! They made an
intense campaign of slander, spread by the priests of the
Opus, accusing her of even being a lesbian! ... But she was
also invited to return to the Opus, which would have re-
ceived her with open arms! However, whoever said this,
also said it, in front of the family members of Maria An-
gustias Moreno, that he could also use the slander to “de-
fend the Opus”! But when one of the slandered brothers,
an  Opusdeist numerary priest, Antonio Del Vals, said: 
«In regards to our sister, we reply that when she entered
the Opus: she was a totally normal person; if what you are
going to say is the truth, the first thing to do is to submit to
a revision of the life that is lived in the houses of the
Opus.» Then, the slanders vanished.

the writer Alberto Moncada writes: «to the leaders (of
the Opus) ones that would like to leave, literally cease
to exist ...» (...) «when, one who renounces, does not
raise questions, remains silent and refuses to answer
questions, in public, on this period of his life,» he can
live without being harassed; «However, to talk badly or
tell something that he does not like [about Opus Dei], I’m
aware of  that» [they] try to annoy them «with the most
unlikely means, especially with slander, questioning the
professional suitability or, simply, in the case of priests,
hindering or increasing the ecclesiastical processes of rec-
ommendation of the person in question.» 
This is how we can explain many things of that Opus that
the founder always presented as “divine!”

A “SPIrItUAlIty”...  nOt “SPIrItUAl”

Also in this, Msgr. Josemaría Escrivà de Balaguer argued
that the “spirituality” of the Opus was original, so much
so that the superiors of his Opus affirmed that “Chris-
tianity” was reborn with the Opus. 
But the ex-members, on the other hand, talk about a big
scam in this too! More than “original,” the idea of   Es-
crivà to reject the theological tradition, ascetic and
mystical, of two thousand years of Christianity was a
diabolical idea! Even luther, Calvin and many other
heretics did the same! The spiritual basis of Opus Dei, in
fact, was deformed by the worldly and personal vision of
the founder, who said, in practice, that the important
thing is not to live a Christian life and that it is not
worthwhile to imitate Jesus, because the Opusdeist “is
saved” by imitating the founder, himself!
In fact, the “members” of Opus Dei proposed a lifestyle
based on the “norms” imposed by Escrivà, since the “Fa-
ther” affirmed that whoever followed in his footsteps had
secured salvation! Now, what were his “norms”? The basis
was made, yes, of elements that the Church has always
recommended: Prayer, Holy Rosary, Via Crucis, Confes-
sion, Spiritual retreats; but the “novelty” of Opus Dei
lies in the strict control that the Opus, through faith and
goodwill, gains over the mind and the whole life of the
person.
Here is the basic scheme: 

–   In the only moments of  socializing that exist during
the day, the members must have pre-established and
determined themes and structures; 

–   nobody can let off steam with anyone, unless he is
the person in charge;

–   One must accept any “action” of the founder as
charismatic and directly derived from the will of
God; 

–   his life must be constantly monitored, through con-
tact with the director, and at the “descrepancy” with
respect to the will of the “father;”

–   One-day monthly retreat; five days of spiritual exer-
cises a year; an annual course of varied cohabitation
training; that is, every time you have to start an ac-
tivity, or once in a while, after starting it, so that
there is no possibility of variations with what is es-
tablished!

–   two years of intensive training, at the beginning,
specifically dedicated to knowing the “spirit of the
Opus” (or better, the “doctrine” of the “father”!)…

It is clear that this way of proceeding gradually nullifies
the capacity of one’s own reasoning, even of personal
virtue! 
For this reason, Maria Angustias Moreno, saw the pro-
fessionals “eating like crazy” sweets, because the Father
told them  that it was “good”! For this reason, the archi-
tects of torreciudad changed the marble, already placed
in the sanctuary, because the “Father”did not like the col-
or! ... etc. 
The “Father” used to say that fish are caught by the head;
in this way, he controlled and dominated everyone, “sub-
merging his head!” In his book “Camino,” he writes:
«who are you to judge your Superior? Can’t you see
that he possesses more elements of judgment than you,
more experience, etc., above all more grace, a special
grace, grace of state, which is the light and help from
God?»... «Do not forget that you are only an executor!»

Even if, in principle, this can also be interpreted in the
right way, it is not at all true nor positive, when there
are partial Catholic dogmas or tradition! 

For example: the concept of the “work” that Escrivà
had, we find in the writings of some authors of Opus
Dei. le tourneau, for example, an Opus spokesperson,
writes: «In the lives of the early Christians, work was
not seen as something good in itself, but as an ascetic
means ... After St. John Chrysostom, one gets the im-
pression that the average Christian is not called to live
the Gospel.»14 And he continues: «the appearance of
the Mendicant Orders (...) does not imply the affirma-
tion of the value of professional work. (...). St. thomas

14 D. Le Tourneau, “l’Opus Dei,” p. 21.
15 Idem, pp. 22-23.
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presents secular occupations as an obstacle to contem-
plation (...). Over the centuries, attention is diverted
from work.»15

Finally, however, after fifteen centuries, Escrivà arrives,
“et labor, caro factum est!” [and the work was made
flesh]
Therefore, the Opus Dei theologian quotes Escriva him-
self, who writes: «the path of religious vocation seems
to me ... necessary in the Church, but it is not mine, nor
that of the members of Opus (...). Coming to the Opus
... they did so on the explicit condition of not changing
one’s state.»16

For this reason, John Paul I said that St. Francis de Sales
proposed a spirituality for the laity, while Escrivà propos-
es a lay spirituality!17

Even Juan Morales, after studying the seven works of the
“Rialp editions” (Opus), wrote that the Opus «is a true
trojan horse in the bosom of the Church.»18 Moreover:
the author, with quotations, shows that the spirit of Msgr.
Escrivà was not only “secular,” but even “anti-cleri-
cal!”

And Peter Berglar wrote: «he will write, glad to have his
three priests ordained, but sad not to keep them lay.»19

And Salvator Bernal wrote: «for us (Archbishop Es-
crivà), the priesthood is a circumstance, an accident,
because at the heart of the work, the vocation of
priests and that of the laity is the same.»20 (!!) And fur-
ther on he writes: «the apostolic works organized by
Opus Dei (...) are governed by a lay mentality (...); for
this reason, they are not confessional.»21

Now, these doctrines, were viewed with suspicion in Spain
in the 1940s, because they express the cult of work, mon-
ey, secularism, anti-clericalism, that is, they are like a
mark of the Judeo-Freemasonry, but they came then, as
Vasquez Del Prada writes,22 ratified by Vatican II! «the
members of Opus Dei have no difficulty in admitting
the essentially novelist spirit, even if apparently conser-
vative, of the Opus; (but this is one of the most decep-
tive features of Opus!)».
In this regard, José Mihuel Ceja also asserts: «the novel-
ty of the teachings of Msgr. Escrivà (...), the pages of
“Camino” represented a novelty, and even almost, al-
ways scandalous!»23

Therefore, it is significant that, for Mgr. Escrivà, Man
was created by God not “to know him, love him and
serve him,” but tO wOrk! And to prove this, Msgr.
distorted the meaning of the Sacred Scripture where we

read that God «placed Man in the earthly Paradise to
cultivate it.»24 which means that for the Christian, work
cannot be an “end,” but only a “means,” if he does not
want to become a Calvinist or a Talmudist!25

And so on! All his talk and action is almost always com-
posed of half-truths and subterfuges of Truth. If Opus Dei,
in fact, had so much security on the sanctity of its founder,
why did he always declare open war – and even dirty! –
against all those who did not concur with approval?
What’s underneath all this? We want, therefore, to bring
back here some strange coincidences that one could even
say are disturbing!

Here is a “Masonic judgment” on Opus Dei, expressed
during the VIth Initiatic Convention of Strasbourg: «... As
for Opus Dei, this organization that unites mysticism
with initiation, it is no coincidence that its founder,
Monsignor Escriva, one of the most enlightened men of
this century, closed the maxims of his work “Camino”
with 999, and not with another number; Camino which
conquered millions of consciences and a spiritual
awakening. 999 is the maximum initiatory number,
that of the triumph of the Beast of the Apocalypse of
John.»26

When Israeli Prime Minister rabin died, Msgr. Javier
Echevarrìa, the current Prelate of Opus Dei, sent condo-
lences to the “Anti-Defamation league” of B’nai B’rith,
through Mrs lisa Palmieri Billig (who writes in “Studi
Cattolici,” the magazine of Opus Dei!). 

Now, it is known that this lady is the Italian represen-
tative of B’nai B’rith; as well as it is known that rabin
was a Mason, as the Grand Master of freemasonry,
Virgilio Gaito,27 openly declared it. Therefore, let’s say:
why did the second successor of Msgr. Escrivà send con-
dolences to the Organization of the major Masonic
lodge, composed only of Jews? And why did he do it
through Mrs. Billig, who is an important and well-
known member of Jewish freemasonry, who was also
allowed to write in their magazine?
And why wasn’t the first successor of Msgr. Escrivà, Mgr.
Alvaro del Portillo, after death, placed on a bed or a
table, as is done for Christians, but was placed on the
ground, on a white sheet? Is this not a purely Jewish cus-
tom, as stated in the “Jewish rules of Mourning,”28

“the body goes ... lying on the floor?”
So, quid dicendum?.. [What is this?] 
Then, it’s no wonder that even the Opusdeists  have
managed to spoil the “beatification process” of their
“father!”

16 Idem, p. 25.
17 Idem, p. 26.
18 J. Morales, “El Opus Dei: su verdadera faz,” Madrid 1991.
19 P. Berglar, “Opus Dei,” Rialp, Madrid, p. 218.
20 S. Bernal, “Monseñor Escrivà de Balaguer,” Rialp, Madrid, p. 153.
21 Idem, p. 30.
22 J. M. Ceja, “El fundator del Opus Dei,” Rialp, Madrid 1989, p. 336.

23 J. M. Ceja, “Estudios sobre Camino,” Rialp, Madrid 1998, p. 100.
24 Gen. 2, 15.
25 “Sodalitium,” n° 41, p. 77.
26 Dalla relazione di Frà Manothes.
27 F. Torriero, “ferma è la Massoneria,” L’Italia Settimanale, Genuary 22,
1996, p. 29.
28 “regole Ebraiche di lutto,” Carucci ed. Rome 1980, p. 17.
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A flAwED PrOCESS

The “beatification” of Msgr. Josemaría Escrivà took
place on May 17, 1997. It was the fastest “trial” in the
history of the Church, and with more “fame” and more
“virtue” than even of our “Martyrs” who lost their lives
for the Faith, while a Pius IX and a Pius XII are still wait-
ing to be “blessed!” ... But they cannot count on the mon-
ey or on the influences that Opus Dei has, nor on the
elimination of the so-called “Devil’s Advocate,” which
is the ecclesiastical judge charged with ascertaining that
the “good reputation” of the “Servant of God” is cer-
tain, and that the “facts” of their lives have truly hap-
pened! On the other hand, Opus Dei took advantage of it,
both to influence the judges of the trial, and to eliminate
witnesses against “beatification.”
That is, the Opus has been able to work in its own way for
the beatification of its founder! But already immediately
after his death in 1975, Opusdeists opened “historical of-
fices” to collect data, anecdotes, etc., and hundreds of
members of the Opus visited bishops, priests and lay peo-
ple to solicit letters in favor of the opening of the beatifi-
cation. the Superiors, in the meantime, opened special
“bank accounts!”

From the “Proceedings of the Cause” it was learned that
of the 92 people admitted to declare, only one was un-
favorable to the “beatification,” the ex-partner of Opus
Dei, Alberto Moncada; the other 91 were all in favor, and,
later, even the unfavorable deposition of the Moncada was
denied! 
Also, the judges excluded seven other people from wit-
nessing.  All were former members of the Opus, regard-
less of the fact that most of them had asked to be heard.
Thus, the “testimonies” of only the affiliates of the
Opus and the sympathizers were admitted excluding all
the others of opposite thought, precisely because they
had met, personally, Msgr. Escrivà!
They are: Miguel fisac, Maria del Carmen tapia, Anto-
nio Pérez tanessa, Pilar navarro rubio, Marìa Angus-
tias Moreno, Marìa Jesùs hereza, John roche and Car-
los Albàs ... all already belonging to the Opus of Escrivà.
But the judges, influenced by Opus Dei or open sympa-
thizers of it, decided that those men and women, who had
once been considered “worthy of faith” by the Opus itself,
were now declared either “insane” or “heretical” or
“perverse!”
However, it became known that one of the judges, luigi
de Magistris, had recommended to suspend the process
of beatification of Escrivà, just to shed light on the
charismatic chapter that was attributed to him with such
abundance. In fact, De Magistris, regent of the Roman Cu-
ria, had proposed that – as indicated by the previous
Canon Code of St. Pius X – it would be advisable to let a
longer time pass – 50 years – for beatification, “because it
would not be pastorally constructive to offer, as a mod-
el of virtue, a subject in some way problematic.”
In addition, the too short six-month period, from March to
August, (March was the time for sending of volumes [of
evidence,] August was the deadline for the submission of
the vote!) It would have been impossible to carry out a
deep study of the material. 
In addition: De Magistris, after reporting many irregu-
larities, urged the suspension of the “beatification” of
the founder of Opus Dei for reasons of prudence, to con-
sider, that is, specific reasons of caution connected with
the many oppositions that were moved against Mons. Es-
criva and his Opus. And this to avoid  painful problems of
conscience and painful surprises! Moreover, Judge De
Magistris wanted to withdraw from the case, Escrivà’s
successor, Alvaro del Portillo, as a “witness,” and pointed
out that it was necessary to be noted «that, while some
people who certainly did not deserve to be considered
hostile, to the aforementioned “servant of God,” were
excluded, in others we see a behavior that is always and
only favorable.  we should have listened to some “ex-
officio” depositions to make the dialectical contribution
of the critics.» But Judge De Magistris also wanted the
founder himself to be subject to examination, especially
since, in the “information,” one of the sources was that of
the same founder, so as to check for a certain vanity. Fur-
thermore, he would have liked some of his behavior ex-
plained such as, for example, corporal mortification with
the virtue of humility. 

Escrivà de Balaguer, Alvaro Portillo and Javier Echevarría.
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A witness, in fact, had reported that Escriva, after ingest-
ing a little water, stopped and said: «So far, it was physi-
cal necessity; any extra would have been enjoyment!»
The judge then commented on the episode: «this com-
ment (by Msgr Escrivà) left me a little surprised in
terms of modesty, which tends not to be noticed. At the
same time, it leaves me somewhat uneasy to notice a
continuous allusion of the Servant of God to his mysti-
cal experiences. I wonder if the frequency of this ap-
peal could not indicate a certain naivety of judgment in
the discernment of spirits and a certain complacency!»
Again: the judge also said of the differences between Es-
crivà and his confessor, father Valentino Sanchez,
whom De Magistris describes as «a religious of holy life
and of great importance in the Madrid of that time.» In
the early days of the Opus, Judge De Magistris said, the
relationship between the two «was abruptly interrupted
by the Servant of God, due to certain opinions pro-
nounced by father Sanchez, who suggested to Escrivà
not to call his foundation “Opus Dei,” [God’s Work] to
avoid a lack of humility. from then on, however, Ein-
crivà changed confessors in order to keep his idea!»
Now, such an attitude of Judge De Magistris had to be
more than sufficient to suspend beatification; instead the
Court neglected it, so the “trial” remained “flawed” and,
for some experts, it should have been canceled and re-
done! A senior official of the Congregation for the Causes
of Saints declared that «the exclusion of “witnesses” is
completely contrary to the norms of the Congrega-
tion.» To say that he did not call them because some are
“slanderers,” demonstrates a preconceived attitude. Ac-
cording to the rules, it would have been regular to examine
the difficulty raised!»
And he added that «it is very normal to wait 30 or 40
years after the death of a candidate with great public
importance. It is the time necessary for the immediate
repercussions of their conduct to be calmed, and in or-
der to better understand their role in the history of the
Church. this is why the causes of Popes Pius IX and
Pius XII are kept pending. what happened with the
founder of Opus Dei did not follow a normal ritual!»
Theologian, Giancarlo rocca, believes that «the exces-
sive speed of the trial serves no purpose, and questions
its legitimacy. Most of the ecclesiastical and civil
archives concerning the period of Escriva’s life are still
closed. what will happen if you find documents com-
promising for him when they are made public?» Final-
ly: and what about the “miracle” of obligation?

It would seem that there just wasn’t one! In fact, the Court
ineradicably accepted a “miracle” (?!) in which various
"members" of Opus Dei had intervened, which was more
than revealing, and around which there were doubts even
more serious and grave! 
That is: it turns out that – according to doctors belonging
to Opus Dei! – a Carmelite nun, Sister Concetta Boullon,
of the Escorial convent, was diagnosed with “a shoulder
tumor, the approximate size of an orange, in addition
to a gastric ulcer and anemia” ... And it was claimed

that, in one night in July 1976, that Sister Concetta – who
at that time was 70 years old – after having been rec-
comended to Escriva de Balaguer, who had died in Rome
a year earlier, recovered from all her ills “prematurely,
perfectly and lastingly,” without taking any remedy. (The
nun died in 1988, at the age of 82, of another illness,
which had no relation to those who were healed by the in-
tercession of the founder of Opus Dei!). 
Now, a family member of the deceased revealed that it
was only the doctor who examined Sister Concetta’s
nodules that determined that it was “cancer,” without
having done the necessary biopsies. The related actions,
then, were written only by doctors of Opus Dei of Pam-
plona,   even if the family member of the nun cites them as
“eminent doctors of Opus!”
But the strange event does not end here. the Superior of
that Convent of the Escurial ... Sister Catalina Arena,
for many years after 1976 had never known that, with-
in her Order, there had been a “miracle”. «I didn’t no-
tice anything,» said the Superior to Luis Carandell, five
years after the fact. «when I read the news, I thought it
was a cloistered Carmelite and not a Sister of our Con-
gregation!»
Note, then, that the “news” of that “miracle” (?) was
spread by a Carmelite nun, Pilar Pricto; a companion,
that is, of Sister Concetta, and sister of an important
leader of Opus Dei!
It should also be known that, prior to this alleged “mira-
cle,” Opus had spread the “news” of another “miracle”

The symbol of the Cross of Opus Dei.
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in the person of a subsidiary, which improved from an ill-
ness before being operated on at the University of
Navarre, in Pamplona. To spread that “news,” those of
Opus Dei sent girls who claimed to become “members”
of Opus Dei because they had seen the “prodigy!”
But when the “miraculous one” began again to complain
of feeling pains, the Opusdeists considered her to be “hys-
terical” and the “case” was closed with the exit of that girl
from Opus Dei!..

BUt thEn, 
why hAS hE BEEn “BEAtIfIED?”

Because the official declaration of the “holiness” (!!) of
the founder was indispensable to the Opus for its future.
If Opus Dei is the Opus of God, the founder could only be
considered as the chosen one of Divine Providence to
achieve it. As a result, his Order would have to appear
“great” in history!
Yet he – the Opusdeists say – in “Camino”, had written:
«honors, titles, praises, distinctions ... lies, pride, noth-
ing!» This, he wrote, yes, but Escrivà lived, however, sur-
rounded by lies, which he, himself, helped to create.
Indeed:

– While he said he was humble, a poor man of God, a
donkey, he also said to teach the Church what she
had not learned in two thousand years! 

– While saying to love everyone, in practice, he slan-

dered and insulted his critics, and used the economic
strength of his Opus to crush any opposition that was
made against it! 

– While he talked alot about “freedom” in practice, he
kept his “sons” under his ironclad rule, to convert
them into mere tools of the Superior and of an alleged
“will of God”, but which was, in practice, really  his ex-
pressed will and his “desires”! 

– While he was saying he loved Our Lady, he actually
despised women!

– While assuring that he too loved the Pope, in reality he
considered himself above him! 

– While he was saying he appreciated the “truth,” he
frequently lied to extend his Opus, and he hid from his
“sons” and all the other Catholics, the “manner” in
which Opus Dei assumed a position in finance, in poli-
tics, under his own orders, to the point of falsifying the
“data” of his autobiography, to the point of attributing
“divine visions” that he never had! 

– And so on!..

In Conclusion: When the “beatification” was announced
in the Vatican, and there was talk of a “Servant of God”
with the affirmation that «Proofs exist that the theologi-
cal virtues of faith, hope and charity, both towards
God and neighbour, and also the cardinal virtues…
have been lived in heroic degree» those, who had per-
sonal relationships with him, could not believe that those
phrases of the “Pontifical Decree” of April 9, 1990, could
refer to Josemaría Escrivà de Balaguer!

–  Josemaría Escrivà de Balaguer: “Camino”
– Jesús Urteaga: “El valor divino de lo humano”. Edi-

ciones Rialp. Madrid 1952.
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zano Ledesma”. Nuestro Tiempo, nùmero 1, July
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– José Orlandis: “La vocación cristiana del hombre de
hoy”. Ediciones Rialp. Madrid 1964.

–  “Conversationes con Monseñor Escrivà de Bala-
guer”. Ediciones Rialp. Madrid 1970.

– Jesús Ynfante: “La prodigiosa aventura del Opus
Dei”. Ruedo Ibérico. Paris 1970.

– Daniel Artigues: “El Opus Dei en España”. Ruedo

Ibérico. Parigi 1971.
– Maria Angustias Moreno Cercijo: “La otra cara del
Opus Dei”. Editorial Planeta. Barcellona 1973.

– Josemarìa Escrivà de Balaguer: “Es Cristo que pa-
sa”. Ediciones Rialp. Madrid 1973.

– Jean Saunier: “El Opus Dei”. Ediciones Roca. Messi-
co 1976.
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“OPUS JUDEI”
of

José María Escriba
(CAnOnIzED?)

1 “Chiesa viva” nn. 297-298, July-August and September 1999.
2 Prof. Brunero Mons. Gherardini, “Canonization and infallibility” in “DI-

VINITAS – International Review of Research and theological Critique” –
Città del Vatican City, Roea, pp. 196-221.

Yes!After the “beati-
fication,” which
took place on

May 17, 1997, the “canonization”
rapidly followed on January 9,
2002. Therefore, it would seem,
appropriate to utter the popular ax-
iom: “what is done, is done!” But
is this true?.. 
Because this popular saying is not
a dogma, we have to submit each
case, like this, to a kind of verifica-
tion. And we will have already
made this verification even when
he was “beatified” with an article
entitled: “A false Beatification?”1

bringing our ad hoc reflections on
“documents” and “facts” that led
us to say that «when his “beatifi-
cation” was announced and there
was talk of “a Servant of God”,
of which was announced that
“Proofs exist that the theological
virtues of faith, hope and charity,
both towards God and neigh-
bour, and also the cardinal
virtues… have been lived in hero-
ic degree,» those who had had personal relations with him
could not believe that those statements of the “Pontifical
Decree” of April 9, 1990 could refer to Josemaría Escrivà
de Balaguer! 
for this reason, even now, in the face of the “fait ac-
compli” of his “canonization” – even without the evalu-
ation that can be made of his work, Opus dei! – we
cannot remain indifferent.  though this has been very
difficult for us, as we have compiled so many works

and manuscripts on his life and
works, believing and considering
that José Marìa Escrivà has been
a real model of sanctity to pro-
pose!

But then, how can we speak of
“papal infallibility” in this
“cause of canonization”? But,
perhaps, few know that this prob-
lem of “papal infallibility,” on
this plane, is a problem still open
among the best dogmatic theolo-
gians.2

Those who want to clarify it can
read such authors, as the famous
dogmatic theologian, Prof.
Brunero Mons. Gherardini, for-
merly titular chair of Ecclesiology
and Ecumenism at the Lateran
University, as a Consultor for the
“Causes of Saints.” Here, we will
limit ourselves to mentioning the
Catholic doctrine on “canoniza-
tions,” which we have taken from
the “Compendium of Dogmatic
Theology” by ludovico Ott-Ma-

rietti Edit. 1969, p. 502: Object of infallibility (of the
Church).
Let’s read: 

1. the primary objects of infallibility are the formally
revealed truths concerning the faith and Morals:
(“De Fide” – D. 1839 - DS 3074); 

2. Secondary objects of infallibility are those truths of
faith and morality which, although not formally re-

Cover of the book: “Opus JuDei.”
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5 Jesùs Unfant, “la prodigiosa avventura dell’Opus Dei,” p. 10.

vealed, are closely connected with the revealed ones.
(Sent Certa – D. 1839 – Ds 3074). Thus, this emerges
from the end of infallibility itself, which is that of “ho-
lily guarding and faithfully expounding the Deposit
of faith” (D. 1836 - DS 3070). 

Instead, those which belong to the secondary objects of in-
fallibility are: 

a. the theological conclusions (...); 
b. historical facts (...); 
c. the truths of natural reason (...); 
d. the canonization of the saints, that is, the definitive

judgment that a member of the Church has entered into
eternal bliss, and therefore made the object of public
veneration.

***

Despite this basis, there is still the possibility of asking the
question: How is it possible to arrive at a definitive solu-
tion of “canonization” without having solved, on the part
of the Court of the Church, every single problem concern-
ing the historical-spiritual-ecclesial stature of the intended
person precisely to be examined under all the aspects men-
tioned above? Are not ambiguity and confusion the symp-
toms of our times?
Leo XIII, in his encyclical “humanum Genus,” on the
subject of Freemasonry, wrote: “to unmask it means to
conquer it!” the same method should be used, per-
haps, also for Opus Dei! Looking for clarity in its true in-
timacy would discover its roots, establish relationships be-
tween its typical ideas and would find the sources that irri-
gate the structures of that organism now rooted in the ec-
clesial terrain, so as to have made the work even a
“Prelature” in the Holy See!

It is obvious, therefore, that the historical study of this
founder of Opus Dei should still be possible, as well as a
duty!
So I pick up a book that I ordered, years ago, from Santafé
de Bogota, where he had been “Impreso en Orion Edi-
tores-apartado Aéreo 37797 – Santafé de Bogotà, D.C.
Colombia”, with the title: “OPUS JUDEI – Josè Marìa
Escrivá.” I will therefore cover Chapter II; “la vida oc-
culta de Escriva de Balaguer,” I certainly don’t want to
create a scandal – although, necessarily, confrontational! –
because it is impossible, after reading it, to remain indif-
ferent, or to remain neutral, or to put oneself in the so-
called “happy medium.” It will be, however, another cry of
alarm, or at least an intentional bell for those who serious-
ly seek the “truth,” that “truth” that Jesus Himself said:
«... will make you free!» (Jo 8, 32) !

thE SECrEt lIfE 
Of ESCrIVÀ 
DE BAlAGUEr

All the biographies of the
“Father” written by his col-
laborators and members of
the Work are, as a rule, false
and untruthful, because they
ignore everything that could
harm his true personality.
They are like the deepest
buried secrets, such as:

–   his Jewish origin;
–   the crypto-Jewish origin of his doctrine; 
–   his intellectual development, also limited to Opus; 
–   his ghost writers;
–   his homosexuality,
–   his relationships with certain subversive groups ... 

He himself knew how to create his biographical novel that
would not correspond to reality at all. In his person, in
fact, there is an ambiguity, a split, a separation: the true
and the false, the real and the mystical, the amiable and
the stern face, the many contradictions ... The creation of
the myth, the “deification” of his person is one of the
techniques used by all the sects to make it a cult of venera-
tion, a charismatic leader who, thanks to a brainwashing,
set his sights on “the head” who manipulates them and
leads.
His biography, therefore, is so artificial that he even hid
his name Escriba, the name that he had since  birth, which
is written on the civil registry, the family name which
means, etymologically, “doctor and translator of the
law of the Jews.”3

José Ortega, a professor in Criminal Law, was therefore
right when, on June 26, 1975, he said, in an interview: «I
have read the biography of Josemaría Escrivà. After-
wards, I thought of the man behind that writing and
had to conclude that we cannot write a biography of
Josemaría Escrivà.»4

L’Opus, therefore, is only one person: the Work is the Fa-
ther and his personality is the cornerstone on which lies
the whole foundation of Opus. “the history of Opus Dei
is the very biography of the founder.”5

***

He was not born healthy6 He was examined by various
doctors who ascertained the seriousness [of his condition].
He suffered from convulsions, which today are said to be
“epilepsy”. His father’s financial situation was serious, so
his family lived in poverty and financial hardship. The fa-
ther did not enjoy a good reputation in the country, and
was on the verge of bankruptcy. 
Under these conditions, his entry into the Logofrio semi-
nary was rather a question of survival than a vocation to
the priesthood. He himself declared openly: «I never

Josemaría Escrivà de Balaguer.
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Josemaría Escrivà de Balaguer.

thought that I could become a priest, nor consecrate
myself to God. I never asked myself this question, be-
cause I thought it was not for me. 
Moreover: the idea of becoming a priest bored me to
the extent that I felt anti-clerical.»7

The official biographer and member of Opus, Salvator
Bernbal, had to acknowledge and confess that «we know
that Escrivà was not interested in an ecclesiastical edu-
cation ... the idea of becoming a priest did not attract
him.»8 His contemporary, Paula roy, has also affirmed
that «in his behavior, nothing suggests a vocation to the
priesthood.»9

So, what was Josemaría’s behavior when he entered
Logrofio’s seminary? He himself answered: «I had no
virtue, not even a peseta!»10 That is to say: he thought
only of human problems: money, financing, the peseta
[Spanish coins]. And he boasted of being a bottom feed-
ing “opportunistic” goby fish.”
Being frail with health, he was admitted as an extern. He
was 16 years old. Then he went to the seminary of
Zaragoza, then to that of Logrono, where he remained
from October 1918 to September 1920, when he was dri-
ven out of that seminary because he was “homosexual”!11

He then returned to Zaragoza, protected by his uncle, Car-
los Albas, then the Canon and Archdeacon of Seo. It
should be noted, however, that Don Carlos, who knew his
nephew, José María well, was not present at his First
Mass, despite the fact that he was the one who introduced
him again in the Zaragoza seminary, where a professor
called him “unstable and arrogant” while his classmates
said he was «a young man who loved the common life,
introverted, of a temperament that is sometimes rigid
and strong, while at other times it explodes in excesses
of unexpected and violent anger.»12 At the end of his ec-
clesiastical studies, he celebrated his First Mass in Pilar, in
the Chapel of the Blessed Virgin, on March 28, 1927.
There were only a dozen people present, which shows how
little sympathy people had at all levels, for this new priest!
At that time, he was part of a small group of young priests
who wanted to leave their original parishes to stay in
Madrid. A historian on the life of Josemaría at that time
wrote  «that part of his life is very dark!»13

As for his presumed studies in Law, his personal secretary,
Antonio Perez, says that «father Escriva was not a
great jurist, as he had made us believe. I really doubt
whether he did his studies in law. I have never seen his
diploma of license, the way things went in the Opus if
he had this diploma, he would have certainly displayed
it in a golden frame ... In any case, he was not at all a
lover of the law, indeed he had a certain aversion [to
it]! »14

However, the lawyer, felix Pons, recounts that Father
Josemaría told him «that he had, in zaragoza, a good
friend who will let me pass without exams and he will
give me the diploma»!

***

Unfortunately, in him there was worse, as many insinuated
him, namely that Escrivà had as an obsession, a “little
mistake,” an anomaly in his sexual behavior. he was
“homosexual,” a weakling [devoid of moral character].
from his youth he was aware of his different and con-
trary sexual nature. Already in the Logrofrio seminary
he had some problems of nature. During his puberty, in
Zaragoza, he attracted attention “because he never dated
girls.” He had this tendency throughout his life. One year
before his death, on June 23, 1974, in the Teatro Coliseo
of Buenos Aires, he cried out: «Pray for all priests-sin-
ners like me – so that we do not do stupid things.»15

When he was superior of the seminary of Zaragoza, he
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16 Maria Angustias Moreno, “la otra cara del Opus Dei,” p. 28 ss.
17 Josemaría Escrivà, “Camino,” p. 28.
18 Idem, p. 734.
19 Idem, p. 999.
20 Idem, p. 121.
21 Idem, p. 677.

22 Salvador Bernal, op. cit., p. 170.
23 Idem, p. 145.
24 Alberto Moncada, “historia oral del Opus Dei,” p. 158.
25 Luis Carandell, “Vida y milagros de monseñor Escrivà de Balaguer,” p. 100.
26 Luis Carandell, op. cit., p. 110.

Josemaría Escrivà and Alvaro del Portillo.

washed himself from head to foot every day, while the
seminarians never did it.

An example: a young man, named laureano, had left
the Institute of “Porta Coeli” (an institute of juvenile
delinquents, employees of the Court of Juveniles), and be-
came a member of Opus Dei. One day, Father Josemaría
left for Malaga, for no obvious reason. Ricardo Laureano
accompanied him. On his return, the young man learned
that Father Escrivá told the superior of a convent that had
taken him from Porta Coeli, but that he had later been re-
leased from Opus Dei, and brought him there to get rid of
him! At that time – from 1934 to 1935, Opus had only
seven members and each still lived with his own family,
except laureano, a homosexual, who lived in the resi-
dence, together with Escrivà.16

The author, Vicente Gracia, in one of his novels: “En el
nombre del Padre”, published in 1980, describes not a
few amorous encounters between Escriva and some

young people. this intimate sexual thrill of Escrivá, we
note is inevitably also evident in his book of spiritual
guidance: “Camino”, of which we report some very
clear fragments that betray the homosexual tendencies
of Escrivà: «Marriage is for the soldiers and not for the
General Staff of Christ’s army. for, whereas food is
necessary for each individual, procreation is a necessity
for the species only, not for the individual...»17

«you talk of dying “heroically”.Do you think that it is
more “heroic” to die a bourgeois death, in a good bed,
unnoticed... but to die of lovesickness?»18

«And what is the secret of perseverance? love. fall in
love, and you will not leave him.»19

«there is need for a crusade of manliness and purity to
counteract and undo the savage work of those who
think that man is a beast»20

«Gold, silver, jewels: dust, heaps of manure. Gratifica-
tion, sensual pleasures. satisfaction of the appetites:
like a beast, like a mule, like a cock, like a pig, like a
bull...»21

According to the founder, «sexuality does not come in
fourth or fifth place for a normal man»... The “Father”
loved to repeat: «Until the age of 26, I ignored it. I de-
sired this stupidity of tenderness, of unity, of love...»22

from his closest friends, he was known for this passion.
One of the most intimate friendships of Escriva, well dis-
guised, was that of Isidoro zorzano, to whom he de-
clared his ardent love in all respects. And many people
in Spain knew something about this.23

And Escrivá was so obsessed with it that «he prescribed
that the “executive cadres” of Opus could no longer
have female secretaries, but male secretaries.»24

When, in 1946, Escrivà settled in Rome, he came into con-
tact with Alvaro del Portillo, who later became his suc-
cessor, Prelate of Opus Dei and Bishop. he was one with
him. Escrivà accentuated it: «well, we love each other.
Of course, we love each other, and this is the best com-
pliment that can guide us.» And he insisted that «the
sins of man fall into the palm of the hand. A palm that
goes from the pocket of the trousers to the opening of
the trousers.»25

Even in the chapels and in the churches of Opus Dei there
are always paintings and sculptures of angels and
archangels, beautiful young men who gloriously kill with
their swords the men of the earth; in their sweat and in
their eyes, however, one can see the flame of desire!26

Erotic, lustful, tempting.
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I n recent years the controversy
over nature and the role of
Opus Dei has been rekindled.

Also, this last intercontinental trip
of Benedict XVI to Australia (July
2008), with his immediate transfer
to the “Kenthurst Study Center” a
house of Opus Dei, initiates a cu-
riosity to delve into this organiza-
tion, inspired by “secrecy;” a style
that wants “power” as an alleged
instrument of “pastoral action.”
In fact, it has been over 50 years
since Opus Dei was accused of
systematic interference in the po-
litical and economic life of the
countries in which it was located.
It is a fact that this association has
always supported all dictatorships,
as long as they are Catholic and in-
tegralist, using silence in business
as an absolute weapon. 
Recently, Opus Dei had risen to
prominence, when Roberto Calvi,
the son of the President of Banco
Ambrosiano, was found hanged
under a bridge of the Thames, in
August 1982. 
In the “Wall Street Journal,”
Calvi's son, declared that his father
had not committed suicide because he had completed an
agreement with Opus Dei to give 16% of his banking em-
pire to the pontifical society, in order to get out of difficul-
ties.
In fact, according to “Panorama” (July 19, 1982), he wrote
that «... the head of the Ambrosiano was considered by the
Vatican prelates to be linked to Opus Dei, the primary lay
interlocutor for the implementation of a series of finan-
cial initiatives. of great importance for the Papal State
... ». Also, the Italian Parliamentary Commission, on mak-
ing an investigation on P2, also tried to discover what rela-
tions existed between Opus Dei and P2. Among the files
in the secret archive of Licio Gelli, they found that N. 72
was entitled “Opus Dei” and No. 88, “Vatican.”
The Madrid daily, “El Pais,” on September 25, 1982, re-

ported that the Spanish Parlia-
mentary Commission of Inquiry
had sent the list of members of
P2 to the members of Opus Dei,
to find out if roberto Calvi, Um-
berto Ortolani and licio Gelli
were members of the “Opus
Dei.”
This pious “Priestly Society of
the holy Cross,” called “Opus
Dei,” is composed of 2-3% of reli-
gious, while it has enlisted 98% of
lay people of every kind: military,
industrial, businessmen, politi-
cians, magistrates, senior man-
agement officials of the State ...
Opus Dei was founded in 1928 by
Josemaría Escrivà de Balaguer. On
the basis of one of his books, enti-
tled “Camino,” he teaches that
the members of the work must
do more with concrete daily
work than with prayer. Thus,
Opus Dei is an authoritarian, tech-
nocratic organization, shrouded in
secrecy.
his program is to select “the
world’s elite” that knows how to
form a new “power.”
For this reason, the Opus Dei ide-

ologist, raphael Calvo Serer, defined Opus Dei as “a po-
tential force” like the Church has never had since the
Council of Trent. In fact, Opus Dei, today, in ninety coun-
tries, has 80,000 members, 13,000 of which, called “nu-
meraries” have the constraint of celibacy. In addition,
Opus Dei has about 50 universities and colleges; has over
50 radio and television stations; has about 15 film com-
panies; has 40 press agencies; has about 70 newspapers
of various kinds; has a bank in Geneva, an exchange of-
fice in zurich, controls dozens of banking and financial
institutions; has construction companies ... A huge force,
therefore, so that it can exert a disproportionate influ-
ence.
Opus Dei seeks power; this is even prescribed in its
Statute as a particular means of apostolate. Secrecy,

OPUS DEI
– the Occult Crusade –

by Father Luigi Villa Th. D.
Published on “Chiesa viva” n. 409, October 2008 
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therefore, is an organism of occult
power, demanding total silence from
its affiliates.
His (Escrivà’s) first field of action was
Spain, where he supported Franco
regime from 1941 to 1975. In the Gov-
ernment of Franco he had ministers,
undersecretaries, chiefs of staff. Today,
even in the Socialist government, it has
more than 20,000 members. The
largest multinational, with Spanish
capital, the “ruiz Mateos Sociedad
Anonima” (RUMASA), controlled
more than 300 companies and 21
banks. The political field is also with-
in Opus Dei. 
In Chile, for example, it participated in
the conspiracy against President Sal-
vador Allende, especially with his
newspaper “Que Pasa”; as it paved the
way for Pinochet. But its influence
extends throughout latin America.
We know, now, how Opus Dei has
come to have its own lay organization
that can operate even outside the au-
thority of the Bishops of all the Na-
tional Ecclesiastical Hierarchies. 
We know the story that the founder of Opus Dei, Escrivà
de Balaguer, was said to be directly inspired by God. In
the secret journal of the Society, “the Chronical,” we
read, on several occasions: «... on the doctrine of divine
lineage, by virtue of the direct will of God, Escriva is
the true father on earth of the members of Opus Dei.»
Even more in “the Chronicle,” Escriva wrote that in the
Church «... there is true rot, and at times it seems that the
Mystical Body of Christ is a decaying corpse that stinks.”
For Escriva, only Opus Dei is «holy, immutable, eternal.»
What makes the Opus Dei look more like the “secret ser-
vices” is the not difficulty to enter, but to get out of it,
which is almost impossible.
with the pontificate of karol wojtyla, Opus Dei even
became the personal “prelature” of the Pope, which al-
lowed the work to extend, without further control,
over all the dioceses of the world. It is no coincidence
that it was called “Octopus of God” and “holy Mafia.”
This last title can be said to be well suited by the many ex-
its from it, for example, by the professor of the University
of Oxford, John roche, who was also director in that So-
ciety, who abandoned it because he was convinced that it
was a “dangerous” organization that nobody knows, al-
though it is an occult army with enormous operational ca-
pacity, which can field tens of thousands of officials, min-
isters, industrialists, generals, bankers, politicians, includ-
ed in its structures of ninety countries. Its principal men
are in the key positions of the Vatican hierarchy, in the
Congregation of Bishops, of the clergy, in the Secretariat
of State, in diplomacy. It is a theological-technocratic soci-
ety that gives technicians, managers, trained and even in-
serted into all fields. 

Pope wojtyla shared the integralism of that Society,
because he also believed in the effectiveness of secular
means, power, money, prestige, culture, for “evange-
lization.”

More than once, he told the Cardinals that the most posi-
tive aspect of his travels was “encounters with the most
powerful of the earth.”
Today, it is ever clearer that John Paul II, as Pope, owed
much to Opus Dei, also for his ascent to the throne of
St. Peter, as well as to make himself known.
Already in Krakow, Opus Dei had invited him to speak at
their universities. Even when he came to Rome, he was in-
vited to speak in the Study Center of the Opus Dei. Dur-
ing the 1975 Synod of Bishops, his statements had been
translated into many languages   and distributed to the Bish-
ops.
No wonder, then, that wojtyla, just elected Pope, went to
pray at the tomb of the founder of Opus Dei.
The heart of the matter lies in the fact that the destruction
which modern devotion has over traditional devotion
has Opus Dei as its greatest advocate.
While the Opus Benedettina produces traditional devotion,
the Opus of Escriva summarizes the decadence of modern
devotion.
I start with two contrasting texts: one of Jesus, the other of
Escrivà de Balaguer.

1. «the world hates Me because I show her works are
evil ... (John 7:7) love not the world, nor the things
which are in the world. If anyone loves the world,
the charity of the father is not in him» (1 John 2:15)

John Paul II and Navarro-Valls.
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2. «the lord has not given me a religious vocation,
and to wish it would be a disorder for me. I am a
secular priest who passionately loves the world ...
we must love the world because the world is
good.»1

Here the list of the main heterodoxies contained in the
works of Opus Dei: 

1. the consideration of professionalism and intellectu-
alism as obligations to gather proselytes, instead of
tasks and orations.2 But an hour of study is not an hour
of prayer, because different fields, even if not diver-
gent. Study does not replace supplication.2

2. Activism such as idolatry of work. Consideration of
man as “workman,” and consideration of time as
“time is money.”3 This is to forget that work is not the
end of man, but contemplation. 

3. Autonomy in the temporal order. Opus Dei leaves
absolute freedom for its members in political choic-
es. this political pluralism allowed members to be
Socialists, Marxists, liberals and even Masons. 

4. rECOnCIlIAtIOn wIth thE wOrlD. this is
the deepest error of Opus Dei. There is no distinction
between the world in a chronological sense, which in
itself is good, and the world in the theological sense,

which absorbs all the evil that must be fought by
Christianity. 

5. the Irenicistic and Syncretistic Ecumenism, which
constitutes the secular, relativist and Masonic city.
In “Camino”, Escrivà writes: «We do not keep ene-
mies, only friends. Friends of the right and we must
«be open without discrimination to people of all re-
ligious beliefs and ideologies»4 (Conversations, pro-
logue). «this show (of ideological pluralism) makes
me proud, because it is the signal that everything
works, thank God.»5

6. Sanctity is reduced to a normal and ordinary life.
But this is a distortion of the Christian message. 

7. A rigid conception of inner discipline and of obedi-
ence to the superiors, of a purely Masonic type. In
the Constitution of the Work we read: «Stop being
yourself in order to be Opus Dei.» therefore, a per-
son procured by Opus Dei is obliged to uncondition-
ally obey superiors before his parents or relatives.
For this reason, it has also been called “white
freemasonry.”

8. the absolution of anthropocentrism and of volun-
teering have made God a contingent being.

9. the rejection of speculative life and the exaltation
of the “worker” man. “The Lord placed the first man
in Paradise to work”! 

10. Historicism: «Opus Dei will have no problem of
adaptation in the world, never will meet in the need
to update and adapt, because all its members are in
the world. For the voice of Christ to be heard in the
world, it is necessary that the clergy speak and are al-
ways present.» «we are not interested in evangelical
perfection and much less so is the so-called life of
evangelical perfection ... this journey is not mine,
nor that of the members of Opus Dei ... It is not nec-
essary to talk about adaptation to the world or
modern society; nobody adapts to what he has as
his own.»6

Given this, in the light of his own Constitutions, we can
state that his doctrine and spirituality are blemished with
heterodoxy: activism, materialism, globalism, pro-
Calvinism, the lowering of holiness, Jansenism, syn-
cretism ... all qualifiable as “errors” contained in Opus
Dei and its founder.

1 Cfr. Mons. Escrivà de Balaguer, “Omelia,” on the campus of the University
of Navarre, October 8, 1967.
2 Cfr. Escrivà de Balaguer, “Camino” n° 334-335.
3 Idem, n° 354-356.
4 Cfr. Escrivà de Balaguer, “Camino” n° 838.
5 Cfr. “la nacion,” Buenos Aires, February 15, 1980.
6 Cfr. Mons. Escrivà de Balaguer, “l’Osservatore della domenica,” May-
June 1968.

The symbol of Opus Dei with the Rose and the Cross.


