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Historic Conference -
The Crisis in the Church:

Facing The Truth

The Editor writes...
The May conference was a huge suc-
cess.  Everyone remarked on the
beautiful atmosphere, due, no doubt,
to  the fact that the day had been ded-
icated to  Our Lady of  Fatima.  The
hall was packed,  thanks, in no small
part, to those many Catholics who
travelled from foreign places to help
us send a signal to the bishops that
Catholic Truth represents the con-
cerns of ordinary Catholics. Notably,
many Scots readers who could have
attended, failed to do so - their loss.

What the speakers said...
In summary  we heard excellent talks
on Our Lady, Catholic education,
Homosexuality, The Church pre and
post Vatican II and Beyond Vatican II.

found myself surrounded by
Catholics who love the Church...
Glasgow
Terrific day. Spectacular venue (what
a fabulous hotel!) I noticed that the
bad weather forecasted for 17 May
didn’t happen and I think everyone
felt, like me, that the day was full of
grace. North Lanarkshire
I had no idea about the medical dan-
gers of homosexuality. I know lots of
homosexuals and I thought there was
nothing wrong with it until I heard
Eileen’s talk. I’m so glad I came.
Student, Glasgow

Excellent - wonderful day. Ireland
Fantastic! Best conference I’ve ever
attended. Glasgow
Congratulations on a wonderfully
uplifting and morale-boosting
Conference ....with so many fine
speakers the time just flew by. Our
thanks and compliments to everyone
who contributed to such a memorable
day. Glasgow and Edinburgh group
I'm still on cloud 9. What an absolute-
ly amazing weekend you produced.
I've been to many conferences, but
never one that was so spiritually and
mentally uplifting and fortifying, while
at the same time being such complete
FUN! Mossley, Lancashire

I was disappointed that so few priests
attended. I keep hearing that there
are sound young priests in Glasgow
but if they are unwilling to associate
themselves with traditional Catholics
for career reasons, they’re not that
sound. Glasgow
Superb. To be honest, I expected a
day of bishop-bashing but instead I

Thanks to everyone who contributed
to making the conference a huge
success and to all who phoned, wrote
and sent flowers after the event.
More  than one person said it had
changed their lives and increased
their devotion to Our Lady. A special
word of thanks to Maureen, the ex-
cellent organist whose professional
ability added to the pleasure of sing-
ing  the lovely May hymns - Ed.What the audience said...

Mailing List Update -
Important Announcement

In March 07 we removed all
Scottish priests from the list,
except those who opted in.  We
now need to act to further shave
the mailing list and to update our
records. Postage costs are rising
- not least because newcomers are
being  added to the mailing list all
the time - and we are conscious of
the need to be prudent with our
donated financial resources.
We considered charging a
subscription but we do not want to
do that, although, in an opinion
poll on our website recently, a
healthy majority said they would
willingly pay a small subscription.
Some readers are seldom, if ever,
in contact with us. Therefore,
we’re now asking readers to
opt-in.  If you wish to continue to
receive the newsletter, please
complete and return the enclosed
slip to us without delay.  Other-
wise you will be removed  from
our mailing list.  Thank you. Ed

When he wrote his bulletin for Corpus
Christi, 25 May 2008, Father William
Dunnachie, Parish Priest of St
Mary’s, Coatbridge,  apparently forgot
that, when Christ said “take this, all of
you and drink from it” He was speak-
ing to his apostles - His first priests
and bishops. Thus, wrongly, Father
instructed parishioners that
“...wherever possible, reception from
the cup should be the norm... May we
eat and drink in obedience to the
Lord’s Command”. Continued on p.9

Double whammy: dissenter now
in charge of TWO parishes! -
                 Reporter D.S. Gusted

Instead of disciplining Father Willy
Slavin for his scandalous editorship of
the dissenting publication Open
House, Archbishop Mario Conti has
widened the scope of this priest’s in-
fluence over souls by making him
Parish Priest of St Peter’s, Glasgow
as well as St Simon’s, Glasgow.  To
which, if we were Americans, we
would cry out in amazement - WOW!
Following a disgraceful editorial sup-
porting the views of a “distinguished”
Church of Scotland Minister along the
lines that the over-60’s are costing
the health service too much money,
we ran  three polls on our website
and on all three the overwhelming
opinion was yes (Open House sup-
ports euthanasia) and yes (Open
House speaks for the bishops) and
yes (the bishops should remove
Open House from sale in diocesan
parishes and bookshops.  The Voice
of the Faithful has spoken. The bish-
ops must listen - and act dutifully.
And the sooner, the better.

Teenager confused by PP
  (join the club) - by A.M. Ole

Father John Fitzsimmons of Paisley
Diocese died on 17 May, 2008 after
a long illness.  A notorious dissenter,
he was one of the first priests to ask
to be removed from our mailing list.
Infamously, he complained: "The
problem with the hierarchy is that
they won't cough, sneeze or [vulgari-
ty] without Rome's permission" (Sun-
day Herald 2 April, 2000).
Pray for his soul - and for the Bish-
ops who failed to  discipline him - Ed

For more comments and details of the
talks visit Events  on our website - Ed.

Anti-Papacy/Pro-homosexual/abortion/contraception
Priest Dies On Day of Catholic Truth Conference
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Confession (TM 358 words to NOM
104 words)
Protestants believe in varying de-
grees in predestination and justifica-
tion by faith alone.  To the Protestant
mind, much of the TM language
shows a lack of faith in Christ’s victo-
ry.  Why would the already saved
who are celebrating a memorial meal
need to spend so many words con-
fessing sins and proclaiming one’s
unworthiness?  So, Bugnini removed
those impediments by removing
words that suggest that we are in a
struggle, and that our final victory is
not complete until we are safely in
heaven.  Throughout the NOM,
Bugnini removes the following words:
devil, Satan, hell, enemy, battle,
malice, snares, and wicked.  Instead,
Bugnini adds words such as happy,
happiness and fellowship.  He cut the
references to sin, trespasses,
iniquities, and omissions in half.
The word unworthy is gone.
Bugnini strikes both uses of the word
quicken.  In the TM Confession, we
quicken—become alive again—after
absolution, an idea that offends Prot-
estants.  Later in the TM Canon, the
word quicken shouts to us that the
former inanimate bread is now the
living body, blood, soul, and divinity of
Jesus Christ, an idea unacceptable
for Protestants.  Just moments before
in the TM’s Prayers at the Foot of the

The Mass -
Words That
Count...
Award-winning
American

This paper methodically compares
the texts of the Tridentine Mass 1945
(TM) and the Novus Ordo Mass 1973
(NOM) so Catholics can better under-
stand differences.  The method is
simple: off-the-shelf software Word-
ListCreator™ alphabetizes and
counts words in a text.  I used the
English translations.  I simply com-
pare the words and counts from both
Masses and ask: what does the NOM
remove or add?  My operating
principle comes from St. Thomas
Aquinas: whatever is objectively real
is objectively true.  This method helps
avoid the acrimony that often derails
fruitful discussions about the two
Masses.  I present my two conclu-
sions, then my supporting findings by
working through a comparison of the
words in the TM and NOM.  Readers
can review the data and come to their
own conclusions. (Ed: note American
spellings prevail)

The first conclusion is that the two
Masses differ profoundly.  Some ar-
gue that the differences in the two
missals are trifling, a mere preference
of style, but a close examination of
the text proves otherwise.

author & writing instructor,
Dan Graham (pictured),
writes...

desire to facilitate in every way, by
removing anything that could even
remotely be an impediment or make
them feel ill at ease, the road to union
on the part of separated brethren, has
induced the Church to make even
these painful sacrifices.”
Motivated by ecumenism, Bugnini
changed the Mass to accommodate
Protestants.
In fact, Bugnini employed six Protes-
tant scholars to help him craft the
NOM.  These Protestants (pictured
below) represent The World Council
of Churches, the Church of England,
the Lutheran Church, and the Protes-
tant Community of Taize.

For each section of the Mass, we be-
gin with a title and word counts:
Prayers at the Foot of the Altar (TM
226 words to NOM 46 words)
The TM words prepare the priest to
enter the Holy of Holies, into the real
presence of God.  The TM words
speak to the priest’s longing to do his
priestly office.  These words from
Psalm 42 are full of the sense of the
anointed priest and sacrifice.  The
three ideas of real presence, priest,
and sacrifice offend Protestants.
Therefore, Bugnini removes the
psalm and the words holy hill, altar,
tabernacles, salvation.  Throughout
the NOM, Bugnini cuts the words
pure and purity because they speak
to purifying ourselves to enter into the
pure Real Presence: both ideas
offend Protestants. Even the four
uses of the word divine are gone from
the NOM.
Instead, the NOM begins with a short
word of welcome—grace and fellow-
ship—in the manner of good
hospitality. The NOM calls these trun-
cated prayers the introductory rites.

Pictured with Pope Paul VI (right) the six
Protestant Ministers who helped design the
new Mass were: Dr. George, Canon Jasper,
Dr Shepherd, Dr Kenneth, Dr Smith and Bro.
Max Thurian.
Under Annibale Bugnini’s hand, the
TM shrinks from 4,420 words to a
NOM of 2,240 words or fewer.  This
shrinkage isn’t just a tight editing job.
In his ecumenical efforts to be all
things to all peoples—to build his
road to union—Bugnini had to make
compromises even among the Lu-
theran, Anglican, Unitarian, and other
denominations that have their own
thorny points of disagreement.  A
sure way to avoid disagreement is to
remove disagreeable text.  Bugnini
and his co-writers did not just cut a
few unnecessary words; rather, they
wiped out whole prayers that were
impediments to Protestants.

The second conclusion is
that the principal architect of
the NOM, Father (later Arch-
bishop) Annibale Bugnini
(pictured) was engaged in an exer-
cise in brinkmanship – to see how far
one could modify the TM to accom-
modate Protestants without crossing
any line that might make the sacra-
ment invalid.  (People may argue
whether Bugnini in fact crossed the
line; this paper does not.)  I purpose-
fully excuse myself from discussing
Bugnini’s motives except to use his
own words to put his NOM in context.
In L’Osservatore Romano, (page 6,
column 4), March 19, 1965, Father
Bugnini writes: “Love of souls and the

“Bugnini uses sometimes
the Anglican formula...”

In a few places, Bugnini substituted
other prayers.  As you examine the
texts, you see that Bugnini uses
sometimes the Anglican formula,
sometimes the Lutheran formula, and
sometimes a neutral hybrid.
Now, let’s walk through the two
Masses together and compare the
words.
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Altar, we hear Psalm 42’s refrain
three times: to God Who giveth joy to
my youth.  The TM has a theme of
rejuvenation.  Confession and absolu-
tion rejuvenates our spiritual lives,
then later in the Canon, on the altar,
inanimate bread and wine become
the living real presence Second per-
son of the Trinity.  Protestants cannot
tolerate either idea so Bugnini elimi-
nates the words.
In editing the Confession, Bugnini
accommodates the Protestants who
deny the intermediary function of the
priest.  In the TM, the people pray
specifically: “Father, pray to our Lord
God for me.”  Then Father, the priest,
gives absolution to the penitents.
The TM uses the word Father twice to
mean the priest. The NOM gets rid of
the word Father as priest and thereby
satisfies the Protestant proscription:
Call no man father.  Also, the NOM
conforms to Protestant belief that we
don’t need a priest to give absolution.
The words atone, pardon, absolution,
remission, and judgment are gone
from the NOM.  Later, in the Preface,
the NOM further marginalizes the role
of the anointed priest by introducing a
new word priesthood in the context
that all the participants at the Mass
are part of the royal priesthood.  Prot-
estants approve of that idea.
The TM Confession uses the word
relics, another hot-button issue for
Protestants.  Therefore, Bugnini cut
the word relics from the NOM.  He
also cuts the words holy of holies to
negate the sense of temple and sacri-
fice.
The TM Confession clearly speaks of
sin as a personal failing for which we
need absolution.  The NOM changes
the emphasis to our collective faults:
Let us call to mind our sins . . .forgive
us our sins.
Kyrie Eleison (TM 45 words to NOM
18 words)
The difference in word count is mostly
that the TM says each prayer three
times in honor of the Trinity.  The TM
uses the word Trinity three times
throughout the Mass.  Many Protes-
tants are anti-Trinitarian, claiming that
the Trinity is not biblical.  Some Prot-
estants are binitarian—two persons.
Others are unitarian—just one per-
son.  Anti-Trinitarian groups include
Church of God Pentecostals, Unitari-
ans, Seventh Day Adventists, and
Mormons.  Bugnini accommodates
their sensibilities by dropping all three
uses of the word Trinity from the
NOM.  Also, he removes 54 signs of

the cross, the ancient and universal
Trinitarian blessing.  Other TM
prayers such as the Lord I am not
worthy . . . are also in triplets to honor
the Trinity. The NOM makes them
singles.
Gloria (TM 137 words to NOM 99
words)
Bugnini changes the Gloria to remove
another impediment to Protestants.
The TM uses the phrase peace to
men of good will that Bugnini changes
to peace to his people on earth. The
TM phrasing tells us we must have
good will—that is God’s will—to merit
peace.  Faith-alone Protestants object
to man meriting anything; they believe
peace and goodwill are God’s gifts.
This disagreement is evident in Cath-
olic and Protestant Bible translations:
Luke 2:14

Douay Reims Catho-
lic Bible
Glory to God in the
highest; and on earth
peace to men of good
will. – same text used
in the TM.
King James Bible:
Glory to God in the
highest, and on earth
peace, good will to-
ward men.

The Gloria in the TM Mass highlights
this disagreement, so Bugnini avoids
this impediment by changing the
words to a neutral hybrid.
Readings (TM 137 words to NOM
75 words)
The only TM text objectionable to
Protestants is the words that remind
us of our unworthiness: Cleanse my
heart and my lips . . . Protestants
predestined for heaven are worthy
enough to read scripture.
Nicene Creed (TM 229 words to
NOM 227 words)
The TM uses the word  consubstantial
or substance that the NOM changes
to of one Being.  This precise word
consubstantial was key in fighting the
Arian Heresy and establishing the
doctrine of the Trinity.  Again, Bugnini
softens the precise Trinitarian lan-
guage to accommodate anti-Trinitari-
an Protestants.  It is somewhat ironic
that the NOM still uses the title
Nicene Creed while removing the pre-
cise word consubstantial and thereby
undermining the principal work of the
Council of Nicaea.
Throughout the Mass, Bugnini elimi-
nates technical words of Catholic the-

ology such as absolution, Trinity,
consecrate, oblation, orthodox, sanc-
tify, and communion (with saints).
With the words gone, the theological
disagreements seemingly disappear.
Throughout the Mass, the TM capital-
izes the word Catholic, to which Prot-
estants object, so to avoid that
impediment, Bugnini merely makes
the word catholic lower case.
After the creed, the NOM adds the
petitions whereby the people can
make special prayer requests.
These peoples’ petitions existed in
early rites, but Gregory I, 6th Century,
removed the petitions as being super-
fluous to the intercessions in the Can-
on. Cranmer restored the petitions in
the Anglican Rite as the Bidding
Prayers.  Again, Bugnini follows
Cranmer.  The petitions also add a
democratic flare. The extemporane-
ous nature of the petitions are con-
sistent with Pentecostal, Quaker, and
other Protestant denominations. The
petitions add 35 words plus any of
the extemporaneous words uttered
by the people.
Offertory (TM 227 words to NOM
125 words)
Protestants reject the sacrificial na-
ture of the Mass in the strongest
terms.  Luther taught that the Mass
was idolatry because it attempted to
be a sacrifice that delivers man from
sin. Luther states, “The Mass is not a
sacrifice but a thanksgiving to God
and a communion with believers.”
Protestants believe strongly that the
Eucharist is a gift from God to men.
They believe that in no way is the
Eucharist an oblation of men to God;
therefore, not a sacrifice.  Bugnini
accommodated the Protestants by
reducing the Offertory prayers by half
and removing words that emphasize
sacrifice.
In Bugnini’s short 125-word Offertory,
most of the words are taken verbatim
from the Talmudic Seder meal.  The
Seder meal is merely a commemora-
tive meal—not a ritual Passover. The
Seder was established after the de-
struction of the Temple 70 A.D.,
thereby precluding ritual sacrifices.
Therefore, the Talmudic formula in-
corporated into the NOM Offertory is
pointedly not sacrificial but a blessing
before a commemorative meal.
Bugnini might also have intended that
the Talmudic prayer serve to extend
an ecumenical olive branch to believ-
ers of Judaism.

“Words than count” cont’d...
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Throughout the Mass, Bugnini elimi-
nates the words that emphasize sac-
rifice: victim, host (a synonym for
victim), oblation, consecrate.  Instead,
Bugnini trebled the use of the words
appropriate to a commemorative
meal: food, drink, bread, and wine.
The Lavabo (TM 229 words to NOM
10 words)
The TM prayers for the washing of
hands must be full of impediments to
Protestants because Bugnini trun-
cates the prayer to a minimal 10
words.  The Lavabo is completely
written out of the Anglican Rite in
1549.
The TM Lavabo is the priest prepar-
ing himself to enter the temple to be-
gin the sacrifice—as in ancient
Israel—stressing the need for person-
al holiness for acceptable worship.
Protestants object to the exclusive
role of the priest and any allusions to
ritual sacrifice.
In addition, the TM Lavabo is a major
contradiction to ecumenism, which is
Bugnini’s stated motivation for re-writ-
ing the Mass.  The TM Lavabo is
Psalm 25, in which the psalmist
makes the point that priests (and we)
are known by the company we keep.
The psalmist sings that to approach
the altar we need to shun vain per-
sons, interpreted as traitors; dissem-
blers, meaning hypocrites, bloody
men, and men who bribe.  We are
told to hate the company of evil do-
ers.  Instead, we are told to stand
with good people, in the churches.
The TM Lavabo reminds Catholics
that we are a separate people, and
we do not dialogue with Protestants
and non-Christians—evangelize, yes;
dialogue, no.  In effect, the TM Lava-
bo, reminds both parties—Catholic
and Protestant—of four hundred
years of charges and counter-charg-
es.  Bugnini had to get rid of the La-
vabo that argues against all his other
changes.
Throughout the NOM, Bugnini elimi-
nates words that even hint that non-
Catholics might be unjust, enemies,
deceitful, wicked, or afflicting.
The Orate Fratres (TM 45 words to
NOM 43 words)
The Orate Fratres has a small imped-
iment to Protestants.  The first refer-
ence to sacrifice in the TM: my
sacrifice and yours does not explicitly
denote the sacrifice on the altar—we
all make little sacrifices, so Bugnini
could let that reference pass.  Howev-
er, the next reference in the TM is this

sacrifice, which specifically refers to
the sacrifice on the altar, and Bugnini
could not let that reference pass, so
he changed the text to the sacrifice,
which can vaguely refer back to the
words my sacrifice and yours.
The Preface (TM 174 words to NOM
136 words)
Cranmer was able to accept the pref-
ace or sursum corda in his 1546 An-
glican Mass, so if the text is good
enough for Cranmer, it is good
enough for Bugnini—no apparent im-
pediment here.  However, Bugnini
sweetens the text for the Protestants
by introducing new words that state
that all the participants at Mass are
part of the royal priesthood, thereby
marginalizing the anointed priest at
the altar.
The Sanctus (TM 36 words to NOM
36 words)
The only difference is that the TM us-
es the words Lord God of Hosts and
the NOM uses the words God of pow-
er and might—no apparent impedi-
ments here.
Canon of the Mass (TM 894 words
to NOM 735 words)
In this analysis, we use the longer
version of the NOM Canon.  The
shorter NOM Canon is 555 words,
causing even more differences.
The TM Canon has 19 signs of the
cross, a constant reminder that the
sacrament is connected to Christ’s
sacrifice on the cross.  Protestants
strongly disagree that the Eucharist
is sacrificial.  Protestants misinterpret
the Mass as re-sacrificing Christ,
which they consider heresy because
Christ died one time.  Bugnini tries to
accommodate them by reducing the
signs of the cross to just one in the
NOM Canon.
The TM Canon begins with prayers
for the Church using specific words
for all who are orthodox in belief and
who profess the Catholic and apostol-
ic faith. Protestants object to this
Catholic exclusivity so Bugnini elimi-
nates the word orthodox from the
NOM.
For similar reasons, the NOM drops
many references to sacrifice, such as
holy, unspotted sacrifice.  In the Hanc
Igitur, the TM Canon asks that we be
saved from eternal damnation and
numbered among the flock of Thine
elect.  This language again offends
Calvinists because it presumes that
our sacrifices and worthy worship

gain us merit.  Therefore, the NOM
Canon drops those words.
Protestants also object to Catholics
praying to saints.  The TM uses the
word saints 14 times; NOM 3 times.
The TM intones 62 saints’ names,
many of whom are popes.  The NOM
reduces the count to 41 of which 32
are optional and the balance of 9 are
called apostles or martyrs—again
avoiding the impediment of citing
saints.  Protestants also resist the
idea that we can merit graces for one
another, so the NOM eliminates the
words conversion of sinners.
The words of institution—meaning
the words considered necessary for
the validity of the sacrament—also
change.  The Roman Rite consecrat-
ed the bread using these same
words of institution from Matthew 26
and Mark 14, codified in the Mass
since  Gregory I in the 6th Century, if
not before:

FOR THIS IS MY BODY.
The NOM changes the words with an
addition:

FOR THIS IS MY BODY WHICH
WILL BE GIVEN UP FOR YOU.

Why add the words which will be giv-
en up for you?  Luther—when he
changed the Mass for his new reli-
gion—added the words which will be
given up for you.  To be fair, one can
find that formula in Gallican and other
non-Roman Rites that take the
phrase from Luke 22.  However,
Luther made the change arguing in
his own way that Luke’s non-restric-
tive clause, which will be given up for
you, shows that the Eucharist is not
the Real Presence but a commemo-
ration of Christ’s long-ago sacrifice.
Whatever the reasons, Bugnini ac-
commodates the Lutherans by using
their formula to consecrate the bread.
In the consecration of the wine, we
see five significant changes from the
ancient TM words of institution.
Compare the words from the two
texts:

TM
FOR THIS IS THE
CHALICE OF MY
BLOOD, OF THE
NEW AND EVER-
LASTING TESTA-
MENT, THE
MYSTERY OF
FAITH, WHICH FOR
YOU AND FOR
MANY SHALL BE
SHED UNTO THE

“Words than count” cont’d...
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REMISSION OF
SINS
NOM
THIS IS THE CUP
OF MY BLOOD,
THE BLOOD OF
THE NEW AND EV-
ERLASTING COVE-
NANT, IT WILL BE
SHED FOR YOU
AND FOR ALL MEN
SO THAT SINS MAY
BE FORGIVEN

The most obvious difference is that
the NOM drops the words, the mys-
tery of faith from the consecration.
Again, why?  Luther dropped these
words from his Mass because he ob-
jects to the central mystery of faith of
the TM which is the changing of ordi-
nary bread and wine into the real
presence of Christ.  Bugnini accom-
modates Luther.
After the consecration,  Bugnini slips
the words mystery of faith into a
NOM novelty called the Memorial Ac-
clamation, defining the mystery of
faith as Christ has died; Christ is ris-
en; Christ will come again.  Protes-
tants approve of the NOM’s new
definition of the mystery, especially
because it detracts from the real
presence of Christ on the altar.  The
NOM’s acclamation of the mystery
speaks exclusively of Christ in history
and in the future, but not now as He
appears on the altar.  In effect,
Bugnini changes the mystery of faith
from the Real Presence as ex-
pressed in the TM consecration to
the NOM declaration of our shared
history and our hope for the future.
Also, Bugnini changed the ancient
TM words for many to the NOM
words for all men.  The Catholic
words of institution have always been
for many, taken directly from Matthew
26 and Mark 14.  Catholics had al-
ways argued that the sacrifice was
for the many who cooperate with the
will of God.  Consequently, the an-
cient Mass conflicts with Luther’s
doctrine of justification through faith
alone—not man’s active cooperation.
So, Luther changed the words for
many to for all men, and Bugnini fol-
lowed Luther.  Luther’s formula also
promotes Bugnini’s broad ecumen-
ism. The words all men can include
even people who reject Christ.
The  TM uses the word chalice six
times.  The word chalice connotes
ritual sacrifice.  In the Catholic Douey
Rhiems Bible, the gospels use the
word chalice at the Last Supper, a

precise translation of St. Jerome’s
Vulgate: calix and calicem.

wonder that a 2008 Georgetown Uni-
versity survey shows that fewer than
12 percent of NOM Catholics meet
the minimal canonical requirement for
an annual Confession.
Many Catholics are particularly
grieved by so many changes in the
words of institution.  In fact, some ar-
gue that changing the words of insti-
tution invalidates the NOM.  Now,
fewer than 30 percent of NOM Catho-
lics believe in the Real Presence.
Although hard to prove the cause-
effect, the fact is that the NOM uses
the words of institution originally se-
lected by Luther precisely to reject
the doctrine of the Real Presence.
Even before Gregory I, the Church
operated with the common-sense
principle of lex orandi, lex credendi,
meaning the law of prayer is the law
of belief.  Bugnini changed the law of
prayer to accommodate Protestants
and the law of belief has likewise
changed with the great majority of
NOM Catholics rejecting the Real
Presence in the Eucharist and
sacramental Confession.
The TM Canon ends with a prayer
that begins To us sinners, also, Thy
servants, who put our trust in the mul-
titude of Thy mercies . . .  These
words remind us that our salvation is
tied to this sacrifice, an impediment to
faith-alone Protestants.  Bugnini trun-
cates to the words in the NOM Canon
to For ourselves too, to remove the
impediment here.
By making so many changes to the
Canon, Bugnini asserts that St. Jer-
ome, St. Gregory I, St. Pius V, and all
the popes up to Paul VI were wrong,
and that Luther and Cranmer were
right.
Pater Noster to Commingling
(TM 208 words to NOM 215 words)
The Our Father is one of the few
places where Bugnini adds text.  Pre-
Vatican II Catholics might remember
an awkward moment at weddings
when Protestant guests rounded out
the Our Father with their doxology:
For the kingdom. the power and the
glory are yours . . .  The Anglicans
added the doxology in their 1662
Book of Common Prayer.  Bugnini
accommodates the Protestants by
adding the doxology to the NOM.
Agnus Dei  (TM 182 words to NOM
74 words)
The TM includes the kiss of peace
after the Agnus Dei.  The NOM puts
the sign of piece before the Agnus

Translation from the Protestant
Bible  is used in the New Mass

Protestants object to the Eucharist
being a sacrifice, so Protestant bibles
change chalice to cup.  The word cup
is better suited for a memorial meal.
Bugnini uses the Protestants’ transla-
tion, eliminating the word chalice and
substituting the word cup in the NOM.
Bugnini also changes the ancient
words of institution by replacing the
word testament with covenant. Tes-
tament has the connotation of binding
instructions. The TM uses St. Jer-
ome’s (406 AD) testimenti or testa-
ment.  For a long while, the
Protestants also used testament.  Af-
ter the Age of Enlightenment, most
Protestant bibles changed from testa-
ment to covenant, which has the con-
notation of relationship and is more
democratic.  The modern mind pre-
fers relationships to binding instruc-
tions.  Bugnini uses the Protestant
bible translation for the NOM.
The fifth controversy is changing the
TM word remission to the NOM word
forgiven. The phrase remission of
sins comes from Matthew 26 a pre-
cise rendering of  St. Jerome’s word:
remissionem.  No evangelist uses the
NOM phrase so sins may be forgiven
in the accounts of the Last Supper.
The TM word remission has the con-
notation of release from a debt, pen-
alty, or obligation—that is atonement
for sin.  Again, Luther considers sacri-
fice and atonement heretical when
applied to the Eucharist.  The NOM
word forgiven has the connotation of
being excused from an offense and
removal of anger.
The point is subtle but important.  In
the TM, the word remission maintains
the distinction that the sinner needs
to be sacramentally absolved, that is
forgiven, in Confession before coming
to the Eucharist that in turn helps
atone.  The NOM word forgiven blurs
that distinction; indeed, suggesting
that the Eucharist itself effects for-
giveness.  Or taken a step further into
Lutheran doctrine, the word forgiven
means Christ’s long-ago, one-time
sacrifice was sufficient to get us all to
heaven.  Faith-alone Protestants long
ago got rid of the sacrament of Con-
fession. Bugnini’s change supports
the Protestant theology by diminish-
ing (or eliminating) the need for the
sacrament of Confession.  It’s no

“Words than count” cont’d...
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Dei. The texts seem to have the simi-
lar meaning, although the shorter
NOM seems in bit of hurry to get on
with the meal.
Communion Prayers (TM 429
words to NOM 91 words)
Compared to the TM, the NOM has
fewer than one-fourth the prayers as-
sociated with the act of taking com-
munion.
Also, we see a few curious changes
in the words.  The NOM adds the
words: Happy are those who are
called to his supper.  With these
words, Bugnini softens the sacrificial
language Behold the Lamb of God,
and he emphasizes the commemora-
tive meal.  Protestants approve.
In the TM, the priest privately recites
an almost exact quote from the Cen-
turion: Lord, I am not worthy that
Thou shouldst enter under my roof;
but only say the word, and my soul
shall be healed. The TM priest says
these words three times in honor of
the Trinity, a theological problem for
some Protestants.  Also, after the TM
priest takes his communion, he turns
and faces the people and leads them
through the same prayer: Lord I am
not worthy . . . thereby making the
distinction between the priest and the
laity.  Protestants object to the whole
idea of the special role of the priest.
Therefore, the NOM does not have a
set of prayers for the priest’s com-
munion and another set for the laity.
Instead, the NOM uses a truncated
version, Lord I am not worthy to re-
ceive you, but only say the word and I
shall be healed, said only once.  The
reminder of our Trinitarian theology is
set aside and the priest marginalized
in one clean stroke.  Another differ-
ence is that the NOM drops the word
soul and substitutes the word I.   Prot-
estants object to the Mass as being
necessary to heal one’s immortal
soul, so Bugnini eliminates all 15 TM
uses of the word soul from the NOM.
Blessing and dismissal (TM 741
words to NOM 35 words)
With only 35 words after communion,
the NOM might be accused of eat-
and-run.  Objectively, the two Masses
differ much here.  The TM dismissal
is Ite missa est – Go, you are dis-
missed, meaning sent.  We are sent
to take Christ to the world.  The NOM
ends usually with The Mass is ended,
go in peace. The words of the TM
dismissal are a call to action, to make
waves, to cause consequences.  In

contrast, the NOM dismissal is a call
to passivity.
The bulk of the words cut from the
end of the TM are the Last Gospel
and the Prayers Ordered by the
Pope.  Both the Last Gospel and the
prayers are unabashedly anti-ecu-
menical.  The Last Gospel, usually
John 1:1-14 makes the point that Je-
sus came so that all men might be-
lieve in him but that many received
him not. As many as received Him,
he gave the them power to become
the sons of God.  Those who reject
Christ cut themselves off.  These are
hard words for non-Christians and
contradict all of Bugnini’s work.  The
prayers ordered by the pope are also
anti-ecumenical.  First, they are rich
in Marian devotion, unacceptable to
Protestants.  Throughout the Mass,
Bugnini reduces 17 TM references to
Mary to 3.  Furthermore, the reason
for the prayers is the conversion of
Russia, and the post-counciliar
Church has adopted a policy of de-
tente with predominately atheist Rus-
sia.
Conclusions
Without a doubt, Bugnini changed the
Mass to accommodate Protestants
and promote ecumenism.  He said
so, and the texts confirm.  You can
compare the texts and find even more
examples than I disclose here.
With the benefit of 40 years hindsight,
we might ask, “How’s the NOM work-
ing out for us?”  Catholic census data
tells us that since the introduction of
the NOM, the Catholic Church is in
steep decline.  The numbers don’t lie.
World population has increased by
more than 30 percent from 1969 to
2007. Yet the absolute number of
Catholic baptisms is down since
1969. The absolute number of con-
versions is down.  Same for marriag-
es.  Annulments are up 70,000
percent.  The number of religious vo-
cations is woefully down.  More than
70 percent of church-going Catholics
say they don’t believe in the Real
Presence.  A similar percentage of
church-going Catholics practice artifi-
cial birth control.  The Pew Center
just reported (Feb 26, 2008) that in
the United States almost a fourth of
all people who were raised Catholic
are now admittedly apostates. Fewer
than 30 percent of baptized Catholics
attend Mass.  Secularism is winning
the day.  Protestants aren’t faring any
better.  By the way, none of these
trends are evident in Catholics who
attend the Tridentine Mass.

Daniel Graham’s specialty is busi-
ness and technical documentation,
having trained more than 50,000 en-
gineers, scientists, and business pro-
fessionals to write better documents
faster.

book, Can Do Writing, debuts April
2009, John Wiley & Sons.

We are headed for some interesting
times.  The TM and NOM are two op-
posing ideas in the mind of the
Church.  For more than two genera-
tions, post-counciliar bishops worked
vigorously to suppress one of those
ideas, the TM.  But the TM simply will
not die.  Instead, it steadily grows.
Can the Catholic Church, as F. Scott
Fitzgerald quips, “hold two opposed
ideas in the mind at the same time,
and still retain the ability to function”?
I don’t think so.

Dan (pictured) has
published in law,
technical, and busi-
ness journals.  He is
an award-winning
novelist with five non-
fiction titles. His new

“Do you realize that Jesus
is there in the tabernacle

expressly for you
- for you alone?”

St.Thérèse of Lisieux

For more information visit
www.thewritingsystem.com
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American dioceses where a good
bishop attracted strong, orthodox
priests. Unfortunately, this situation
changed drastically when our bishop
died suddenly and his successor
appeared.  We spent the next few
years trying to defend orthodox
priests from our new heterodox
bishop, who methodically worked to
eliminate them one-by-one from our
diocese. After enrolling our children
in Catholic schools for sixteen years,
we needed to homeschool them
using a more orthodox Catholic
curriculum.
Our big challenge in 2006 was find-
ing a place to attend Mass: with most
of the orthodox priests gone, we had
nowhere to go. Our Sunday schedule
was almost laughable: Dad attended
the 7 a.m. Mass because it was
quiet, the kids attended noon Mass
because they could sleep in, and
Mom attended the 8 p.m. “last gasp”
Mass because it took her all day to
force herself to go to another
irreverent service.
So there we were: we knew some-
thing was very wrong with the NOM,
but lacked an alternative.
Seems incredible now, but we genu-
inely didn’t know the TM still existed,
much less the wealth of traditional
Catholicism. We didn’t have a clue.
But finally, at a meeting helping yet
another persecuted priest (suspend-
ed because he was a
whistle-blower), someone said the
words that changed our lives: “Well,
Father, you might consider working
at an independent chapel." What was
an independent chapel? We didn’t
know, but if it was an alternative for
this priest, maybe it was for us too.
Using the internet, we located our
traditional chapel (SSPX-affiliated),
and the rest, as they say, is history.
From our first minutes at the chapel,
our family (including children ages 7
– 20) embraced the TM.
We sensed immediately that
whoever replaced this Mass with the
NOM was no friend to the Truth. In
the TM we rediscovered the sacrifi-
cial nature of the Mass, the priestly
function, the sanctity of the altar, the
reverence of Mass-goers, the wealth
of prayers – this Mass was the one
to attend for the rest of our lives.
Starting with our 1962 missals, we
began reading avidly about the
Mass, traditionalism, and church his-
tory.  Our children enrolled in religion
classes held in the tiny basement of
our modest chapel, and Sunday

Mass became the high point of our
week as a family. (Given the num-
ber of children at our chapel, the
TM really is “the choice of a New
Generation,” as my college-age
daughter’s bumper sticker pro-
claims.)
However, for the pearl you must
sell everything you own – our cha-
pel priests’ experience and our own
with NOM friends explained that
part of the parable. Even priests
whom we supported through their
trials looked askance on our move
to traditionalism – they thought we
were scandalized, bitter, or just
tired of the fight. Yet, we were at
peace knowing that God was ulti-
mately in control —and we were
energized to do His will.
Now we frequently discover others
who after years as NOM music di-
rectors, teachers, or pro-life activ-
ists become traditionalists. Even
some of the NOM priests who
questioned our decision two years
ago are now learning the TM.
These Catholics are moving be-
yond church scandals and irrever-
ent services. With Pope Benedict
XVI’s 2007 “Motu Proprio” affirming
every priest’s right to say the TM,
we are at a watershed moment in
the history of the post-VII church.
God bless each of you in your spiri-
tual journey – may you find your
pearl.

Judith Graham PhD
is co-author (with husband, Dan) of

The Writing System,
Preview Press,

Fairfax, VA, U.S.A.

A Family Journey...
Judith Graham tells how
both the new and the old
Masses affected her life...
Finding the Pearl without Price: A
Catholic Family’s Journey from
the New Mass to Traditionalism...
Two years ago, at an independent
chapel, our family attended its first
Traditional Latin Mass (TM). From
the opening prayers, we knew we
had found what we craved during 30
years in the Novus Ordo (NOM - New
Mass). Through God’s grace, our
NOM struggles led us to this pearl
without price. So like the merchant in
Christ’s parable, we sold everything
we had in the NOM -- and now we
cherish the TM.
Our family’s journey from the NOM to
traditionalism began in 1976 when
we married in a beautiful Catholic
church that we attended as children
pre-Vatican II. With a monsignor say-
ing Mass, we were off to a good start
– and as usual, better than we de-
served. We had attended the NOM
since it first appeared in 1969, but
other expressions of our faith –
novenas, holy hours, frequent con-
fessions – had long since disap-
peared from our lives.
Fast forward to 1987 – after several
difficult pregnancies, we joyfully wel-
comed our third child. We still
attended NOM on Sundays, although
our lives as Catholics did not extend
much beyond. In gratitude for our
new baby, we offered to help Catho-
lic Charities. And God touched us
again by putting us in contact with an
old-fashioned Irish Catholic, retired
Marine colonel, who accepted our
help in editing his pro-life newsletter.
We’ve worked in the pro-life cause
with this fine man for 20 years now.
This tough-minded, big-hearted Cath-
olic was two decades ahead of the
laity in researching and admonishing
American bishops of the homosexual
and pederasty scandals. Through
editing his newsletter, we were well
inoculated when the scandals hit in
2001. While duly outraged, we
weren’t shaken in faith. However, we
recognized the hypocrisy of the
American bishops in continuing to
deny the true nature and extent of
the problem.
By 2001 we had seven children (God
rewarded our offer to help with the
pro-life newsletter)! Our faith in-
creased as we added each one. We
felt fortunate to live in one of the few

“The Mass is the
holiest and most
pleasing thing
before God, the
most powerful to
quench the
divine wrath
against sinners,
the surest to
overcome and
curb the power
of Hell, the greatest possible
good for mankind, the best relief
to the Souls of Purgatory and,
finally, the limitless treasure that
Jesus was pleased to leave us
in His dear memory”.

St. Alphonsus Liguori
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Regarding your conversation with
your Guardian Angel (May 08 edition)
and your reluctance to run
hard-hitting exposes of priests in
future in the aftermath of
Mgr Gemmell's death. What you have
been providing these past years is a
corrective to the tribalism of the
clergy. Nobody else has done this.
Don't take things personally, how can
the 'banner' of truth be kept flying un-
less someone is prepared, in the
words of Donovan, to reveal 'what's
bin did and what's bin hid'. We are all
ultimately responsible for our eternal
salvation. The 'victim' to which you
are dedicated is the truth itself.
When Daniel was inspired by the
Holy Spirit to expose the sinful elders,
he left the outcome to God. Their fate
was in His hands, not Daniel's.
God bless and thanks for a great
anniversary issue. Iain Colquhoun,
Wales
Ed: a number of readers seem, like
Iain, to be under the impression that
we will never publicise scandals: that
is not what I was saying to my Guard-
ian Angel.  See p.12 for more on this.

Every issue of Catholic Truth turns up
trumps. Despite prevailing scandals,
faithless shepherds et al, the newslet-
ter is infused with wonderful humour
and hope plus the excellent doctrinal
section, “Thinking Through Catholic
Truth”.  Excellent clear-cut exposition
of basic tenets of the Faith, currently
downplayed or ignored in favour of
global warming - what price eternal
combustion?   Congratulations on
your 50th birthday to the wonderful
Catholic Truth team.
Monica Flynn, Middlesex, England
Ed: sincere thanks for the lovely 50th
birthday card containing this encour-
aging message.  At first I thought you
thought it was my 50th!  Whereas
everyone knows I’m not a day over
29...

Correspondence to:
The Editor,

Catholic Truth,
10 Sandyford Place,

Glasgow, G3 7NB
Tel: 0797 90 53666

Email:
editor@catholictruthscotland.com

I see you promote the Mass centres
run by the Society of St Pius X and I
wonder what your position is regard-
ing their "rules"?   To enrol children at
St. Michael's SSPX school in the
south of England, people have to sign
an agreement:
1. To attend (exclusively) Mass at
one of their centres
2. To dress in a certain way eg no
trousers for women
3. To have no television set in the
home.
I find this strange because the
Church has always had a mission to
evangelize - why ban Catholic
children from SSPX schools just be-
cause there is a television in their
homes or because the mother wears
trousers? Even worse, in one case
the family lived 80 miles from the
nearest Mass centre but they were
still expected to go and spend a for-
tune they didn't have in doing so!
Name & Address withheld on
request Ed: see The Problem with
the SSPX page 9

Thank you for the 50th edition of
Catholic Truth. Keep up the good
work.  Enclosed donation. Prayers for
the  Conference.  May God bless the
team for their courage.
Mary Birkett (Mrs) Blundellsands,
England.
I read some of the articles of your
newsletter on-line and I found them to
be very solidly Catholic and informa-
tive. I hope to correspond regularly
with you and your team in support of
the traditional Catholic Faith - to seek
your advice and guidance as well as to
share with you the developments in
bringing the true faith to my part of the
world. Perhaps, some time in the fu-
ture you and your team could visit us
in India for a talk program on the tradi-
tional Catholic Faith. (Ed: we’re al-
ready packing!)
I am a practicing Roman Catholic liv-
ing in the north Indian state of Haryana
(city of Gurgaon), very close to my
country's capital, New Delhi.
At the moment we do not have a single
traditional church, congregation, sem-
inary, etc, but (my wife and I) are in
touch with the SSPX congregation lo-
cated in south India and the SSPX
priests regularly visit my house where
they celebrate the Tridentine Mass
and to host talk programs. I am
spreading the traditional Catholic Faith
to as many friends as is possible and
consequently many of them have par-
ticipated in the Latin Tridentine Mass.
Fr Gruner’s Fatima website and relat-
ed traditional Catholic sources has
been so amazingly informative and

edifying that I am no more the one
time lost and abandoned Vatican-II
Roman Catholic. Roland Fernandez,
India

I am pleased that CT has changed
tactics slightly regards exposing dissi-
dent and disobedient priests. I have
found that it is a total waste of time to
try and tell the (very large) majority of
Catholics about the things that are
going on in the Church in Scotland.
Even the scandal at St Patrick’s in
Glasgow couldn’t convince them.
Most of them seem to think that all
priests and bishops are incapable of
doing wrong and have looked on me
as the dissident. The clergy take ad-
vantage of this “infantile deference”
as the former Bishop of Galloway
himself described it in his best seller.
I bid you the best of luck for the future
and hope all went well for you at the
Conference.  I just wish I could have
managed to be there. Frances
Rooney, Ayr

 Connie Colquhoun, Iain’s wife,
died suddenly on 25th June.

Please pray
for the repose of her soul.

May she rest in peace.

 Condolences and Prayers...

Those of us who attend the Tradition-
al Mass in Sacred Heart Glasgow
were left without Mass in July and
August when Mgr Boyle went on holi-
day because there wasn’t a single
priest who could say the Mass while
he was away.  So much for Summo-
rum Pontificum... Name and Ad-
dress Withheld On Request
Ed: see p.12 for comment on this.
I am sending in my donation now
(sincere thanks - Ed) before it isn’t
worth anything! I trust the Conference
went well! Hold tight. Things are hap-
pening! Father LP New York, USA

Please ensure all letters are correctly
stamped.  A letter with payment for a
conference ticket arrived at end July!
It had been posted in an A4 envelope
using a first class stamp. Please note
that anything larger than a C5 enve-
lope needs to be weighed.  Thanks.

Notice from the Secretary

mailto:editor@catholictruthscotland.com
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The Problem with the SSPX
By Patricia McKeever

Continued from page 1...
Teenager confused by PP
(join the club) - By A.M. Ole
Father Dunnachie did not reply to my
email so we are unable to include a
comment from him in this report.
Those other Commands of Christ to
love your neighbour as yourself and
to treat others as you would like to be
treated, seem not to have caught his
eye in the same way as the command
to “eat and drink” has done.
The bulletin was sent to us by the
mother of a 16  year old boy who
doesn’t receive from the chalice.  He
was confused and asked his mother if
he was not really receiving Commun-
ion unless he took the chalice.
Mother then contacted us and we
were able to tell her that the Council
of Trent teaching was forever in force,
that we receive Christ whole and en-
tire under either species and that in
2004 the Vatican document
Redemptionis Sacramentum forbade
distribution of the Precious Blood
where there are large numbers of
Communicants (No. 102).
Father Dunnachie was ordained in
1964 - in time to know the teaching of
the Church on this, unlike younger
clergy who couldn’t tell you what
“Corpus Christi” means let alone
explain the finer points of eucharistic
theology.
Priests today spend half their lives
attending talk-shops of one kind or
another: workshops, conferences etc
- anywhere they can be wined and
dined without having to bless a
rosary. One of these days they’ll have
a talk-shop  on Catholic doctrine and
who knows Father Dunnachie & his
spiritually dyslexic think-a-likes might
(re)discover that Christ is present in
both species - bread and wine - after
the Consecration. Christ is present
whole and entire in each of the species
and whole and entire in each of their
parts, in such a way that the breaking of
the bread does not divide Christ (Cate-
chism of the Catholic Church # 1377)

It’s not perfect.  That’s the problem
with the SSPX.
Catholic Truth is not an apologist for
the SSPX. Goodness knows, the
priests of the Society who serve Scot-
land - like just about every other
priest in the land - are at pains to  dis-
tance themselves from Catholic
Truth.  There were diocesan  priests

The crisis affects us  all...
Turning now to the correspondent
who objects to the rules of the SSPX
school, rules which parents must sign
to accept before their children are
enrolled (see page 8), we have to ad-
mit that this issue (of some SSPX
priests preaching about fashions and
denouncing TV)  is put  to us on a
fairly regular basis by people who
may otherwise be drawn to attend the
Society’s Masses and devotions.
Of course, any privately run school is
entitled to make its own rules.
The Catholic Truth team are agreed
that we would never sign such a doc-
ument, but then we do not favour
boarding schools anyway.  We prefer
home-schooling and recommend the
excellent Seton Home-schooling pro-
gramme linked to our website.
We must remember that the current
crisis in the Church goes very deep
and is everywhere manifest.  Individu-
al SSPX priests have expressed ex-
treme opinions on such things as
fashions and television, where the
Church has always simply exhorted
us to modesty and proper use of
modern means of communication but

this is merely evidence that the crisis
in the Church reaches the parts you
would not expect.

Fashions change and, even if initially
we dislike them, as long as they are
not immodest in themselves, they are
not harmful.  Women wearing trou-
sers is an obvious example of this
because if trousers are, per se, im-
modest, then men mustn’t wear them
either.  In his Open Letter (linked to our
website) Archbishop Lefebvre wrote:
“Novelties (of a religious kind) are not
the kind which, in the human situa-
tion, appear at a certain moment in
time, so that we get accustomed to
them and assimilate them after an
initial period of surprise and uncer-
tainty. In the course of a human life,
ways of doing things change. If I were
still a missionary in Africa, I would go
there by plane and no longer by
boat... In this sense, we can say that
one should live in one’s own time...”
(Open Letter  to Confused Catholics,
Angelus Press,  p.5)

Common sense tells us that, modesty
prevailing, Catholics are permitted to
dress fashionably - otherwise the
men would need to revert to wearing
tunics and kilts! For more on this, see
Catwalk for Catholics What does the
Church teach about   dress? Thinking
Through Catholic Truth Issue No. 44,
Mach 2007.

Similarly, television, like radio, litera-
ture and the internet, is not per se
evil. It is wrong for Catholics to act as
if, like the Amish, we are opposed to
legitimate modernity. That has never
been the Catholic way.
It is right to preach that we should
keep the TV remote control to hand,
ready to switch over at the first sign of
impurity, but not to suggest that Cath-
olics can’t use the modern means of
communication responsibly, and even
creatively, to spread the Faith - see
Archbishop Lefebvre on You-Tube!
The SSPX is frequently labelled a
sect by the enemies of the traditional
Faith.  Hence, it is imperative that So-
ciety priests  avoid extreme positions
that may give even a hint of
credibility to this scurrilous lie.
God gave us the SSPX to see us
through this crisis. That’s for sure.
But let’s not forget that nothing in this
world is perfect, and that includes the
SSPX. Perfection is our goal, excellence
will be tolerated. J. Yahl

at our May conference, for example,
but no SSPX-ers. So, anything we
say in these pages about the Society
comes from the head and not the
heart.  Cardinal Castrillon Hoyos “one should live

In one’s own time...”(pictured), speaking on be-
half of the Pope, has
said many times recently
that the Society is not “a
real schism (merely) an

anomalous situation”.  So, although
for most of its life, this newsletter tried
to operate as part of the ‘reform of the
reform’ movement, eventually the
penny dropped that the new Mass is
unfixable and we’re done wasting
time on it.  We’ve all returned to
attending the traditional  Mass
and quickly realised that it isn’t “just”
the Mass that we need.
Catholics also need sound sermons
which help them to link the Scriptures
to Catholic theology and to Catholic
devotions, and to  place everything in
the context of the current crisis in the
Church. You  don’t get that anywhere
these days  except at SSPX Masses.
Imagine - even if the one and only
Glasgow priest who says the one and
only traditional Mass permitted by the
Archbishop of Glasgow, preached a
rock solid Catholic sermon (assuming
that he wanted to) he’d be hauled be-
fore Archbishop Conti before he had
time to say “Dominus Vobiscum”



I have come to Scotland to unteach heresy... St. John Ogilvie...
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Apologetics: defending and explaining the Faith

Apologetics is the word used to de-
scribe the work of defending Christian
teaching and explaining the “proofs”
that show these teachings are truly
Christian.

What does“apologetics” mean?

How can there be “proof” in
religion?

Faith and reason are not opposites.
We are not asked to believe some-
thing that is “unreasonable”.  It is
wrong to assume that only empirical
or scientific evidence is “proof”.  That
doesn’t even hold true in a court of
law.  Indeed, there are different types
of courts (e.g. civil and criminal) with
their different requirements for what
constitutes sufficient levels of ‘proof’.
It is a fact, too, that we are unable to
‘verify’ lots of things by scientific data
or even by our five senses. But who
would deny that  love and friendship
exist - and that despite our experi-
ence of betrayal and even hatred.
For ‘proof’ in Christianity, we need to
keep in mind that the rule of thumb
about how to work out what is and is
not true Christian teaching is the
opposite  of what we might naturally
think.  For  example, doctors will keep
abreast of the latest medical drug or
technology.  A teacher will attend
courses to discover new ideas on
how to help pupils to learn. In these
instances, ‘new’ is good.
In working out the truth about
Christianity, however, we do the op-
posite. We follow what the Church
has always believed since the time of
the apostles - what is the Traditional
Christian teaching - because Christ
told His apostles (the first
priests/bishops) that they were to
teach  with  His authority and that if
people rejected that teaching they
were rejecting Christ Himself.
Nothing new can be added, not even
by a Pope.  Christ’s teaching is
unchangeable.  Cannot be changed.
But Catholic teaching on some
things has changed, hasn’t it?

Even if it seems that way, careful
study reveals that the Church has not
changed any doctrine. To argue that
a teaching has changed you need to
show that the Church has  taught
something substantially different in
the past.
I can’t see the difference.
Would you clarify please?
Sure.  Let’s consider an analogy from
a different field - medicine will do.

might be diagnosed merely as being
“sick”. Yet we would not say that doc-
tors who previously diagnosed the
patient merely as “sick” had now
“changed” their diagnosis.  We  know
that their understanding of how the
body works has merely developed
and they are now able to be more
specific.  The  patient is still “sick”,
only now we can say they have a
specific sickness. The doctor is now
able to be explicit about the sickness.
Likewise,  when the “Common Cold
Unit” was set up for research purpos-
es in 1946  no-one expected doctors
to say  that the common cold was no
longer a sickness.  We  knew that
would remain true, and all hopes
were pinned on increasing medical
understanding of the way the com-
mon cold attacks our bodies.
Nowadays, when doctors use the
modern medical term acute viral
nasopharyngitis to describe the com-
mon cold we are duly impressed be-
cause this long medical word signals
even more development in our under-
standing of the effect of the common
cold on our bodies.  Skating over the
fact that to date no-one has found a
cure for the common cold, it is,
surely, safe to say that we would all
agree that people suffering from the
common cold are as sick today as
they were in the earliest days of
human history!
Anyway, what teachings do you think
have changed over the years?

Well, the Church didn’t always
teach that the soul is present
from conception. Right?
Wrong. The early Church from the
beginning believed that the soul is
present from the time of conception.

Is there any proof of this?

Yes, there is proof.  There’s no
ancient parchment that says “embry-
os have souls” any more than you will
find an ancient parchment that says
“embryos don’t have souls” but it is
clear that the belief was widespread
in the early Church that the soul is
present from the moment of concep-
tion. For example, the Church has
always condemned abortion outright,
even without the benefit of the ad-
vanced  medical data and scanners
we have today, which reveal the hu-
manity of the child from its earliest
stages. Reason tells us, therefore,
that the early Church must have be-
lieved that the soul was present from
the beginning. In other words, ensoul-
ment from conception was a belief
implicit in the early Church’s unequiv-
ocal condemnation of abortion at
every stage.  Here are quotes from a
second century scholar and an early
Church  Father which confirm this:
Tertullian (160–220 AD) a famous
early Christian convert and scholar
writes: "Now we allow that life begins
with conception because we contend
that the soul also begins from con-
ception; life taking its commencement
at the same moment and place that
the soul does" 1

St. Basil the Great (c. 330-379) was
clear: "A woman who deliberately de-
stroys a foetus is answerable for
murder." 2 and "any hairsplitting dis-
tinction as to its being formed or
unformed is inadmissible with us." 3

1 Apology 27.
2 St. Basil the Great, Letters
   CLXXXVIII, Canon 2.
3 St. Basil the Great, supra note 10.

A foetus,12 weeks

No.  Nothing has changed.  There
has been a development in our un-
derstanding of doctrines but none of

them have changed or been invented
at a later stage by the Church.

In medicine the term
“common cold” only came
into usage in the 16th cen-
tury.  Before that, a patient
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What  about the
Church’s teaching
on slavery - didn’t
that change?

So, it’s not correct to say that
the Church changed its teach-
ing on when the soul enters the
body?
That’s correct - it’s not correct!  The
Church has never changed its teach-
ing on anything, ensoulment includ-
ed.  On the contrary, it was a
common belief in the early Church
that the soul was immediately created
by God.1

Later on, in the 4th century, St Au-
gustine queried this because he had
problems defending himself against
the Pelagians.  Pelagius was a 4th
century  monk who disagreed with
the doctrine of original sin. If the soul
was directly created by God, he ar-
gued, how could it come stained with
original sin?  Note, though, that the
theorising of St Augustine did not
lead any Pope to pronounce (wrong-
ly) that ensoulment was delayed: on
the contrary, the early popes ab-
stained from making any pronounce-
ment that deviated from the position
held by the early Church even though
some of them speculated themselves
about precisely when the soul enters
the body.  It’s that infallibility thing.
Even later, in the 13th century, St
Thomas Aquinas - arguably the
Church’s greatest ever theologian -
speculated that the human soul did
not enter the body for about 40 days
(90 for females - no mention of ‘trans-
genders’!)   Still no Pope was moved
to pronounce this error as Catholic
doctrine, either in the 13th century or
later.  It’s that infallibility thing again.
The ideas and speculations of theolo-
gians, whether they be priests or
bishops, does not have the binding
authority of the Magisterium, the
teaching voice of the Church which is
the Pope and the Bishops teaching in
union with him - that is, those Bish-
ops teaching the same as the Pope.
The Pope himself is the Supreme
Pastor (not “first among equals”) a
teaching reaffirmed at Vatican  II 2

1 Clem. A1. “Strom.” iv. 6, p 638, ed.
Potter; vi.16, p.808; Hieron. “In Eccle-
siast.” tom. iii  ed. Vallarsi, p.492-3
quoted in Addis & Arnold’s Catholic Dic-
tionary, revised by Mgr P.E. Hallett, Virtue
& Co. Ltd., London, p.754
2 Dogmatic Constitution on the
Church Vatican II, LG no. 25

No way!   The Church has always
condemned slavery, and critics who
claim that it was not condemned until
the 19th  century are simply wrong.3

Confusion has come about because,
although Popes consistently
condemned slavery, Catholics
ignored them just as they ignore the
consistent condemnation of
contraception by contemporary
Popes.  Just think of the future editors
of Catholic Truth who will have the
job of proving that the Church has
always condemned contraception,
even in the 20/21st centuries when
the practice was widespread among
Catholics, whether married or not!
Similarly, the Church recognised that
a major problem was developing in
the 15th century vis-à-vis slavery
and so Pope Eugene IV acted deci-
sively to condemn the practice and to
insist that the faithful free all slaves
on pain of excommunication for those
who failed to obey.
On January 13, 1435, Pope Eugene
IV issued the bull Sicut Dudum which
condemned the enslavement of the
black natives of the newly colonized
Canary Islands off the coast of Africa.
The Pope notes that after being con-
verted to the faith many of the inhabit-
ants were taken from their home and
enslaved:
They have deprived the natives of
their property or turned it to their own
use, and have subjected some of the
inhabitants of said islands to perpetu-
al slavery ... and committed other var-
ious illicit and evil deeds against
them... Therefore We ... exhort,
through the sprinkling of the Blood of
Jesus Christ shed for their sins, one
and all ...  to desist ... And no less do
We order and command all and
each of the faithful of each sex
that, within the space of fifteen days
of the publication of these letters in
the place where they live, that they
restore to their pristine liberty all and
each person of either sex who were

3 For a thorough exploration of this
topic, see The Popes and Slavery by
Father Joel Panzer, Alba House,
1996  ISBN 0-8189-0764-9 - available
via  Amazon.com

once residents of said Canary Islands
... who have been made subject to
slavery. These people are to be to-
tally and perpetually free and are
to be let go without the exaction or
reception of any money.4 emphasis added

Thus, as soon as this crime was dis-
covered - almost sixty years before
Columbus discovered the New World
- we find a papal condemnation of
slavery.  Pope Eugene IV clearly
condemns slavery in the Canary
Islands and  demands an end to it
within fifteen days. Those who do not
free the slaves within that time incur
automatic excommunication.5

4
4Eugene IV, Sicut Dudum, January
13, 1435 Found in Caesar Baronius'
Annales Ecclesiastici, ed. O. Ray-
naldus (Luca, 1752) vol. 28, pp. 226-
227. See also Appendix B, No. 1,
Father Joel S. Panzer, "The Popes
and Slavery," Dunwoodie Review
(Yonkers, NY: St. Joseph's Seminary,
vol.18,1995), pp. 117-118. This and
all subsequent papal documents are
translated in full in the second appen-
dix of the same work.
5That “the faithful” ignored Pope Eu-
gene’s instruction does not alter the
fact that he moved immediately to
condemn “this  evil deed”. Later bulls
were to be issued by Popes Pius II
and Sixtus IV also condemning the
defiant, continuing practice of slavery
by Christians and many formal pro-
nouncements by Popes over the cen-
turies right up to and including the
Second Vatican Council give the lie to
the claim that the Church has failed to
condemn slavery. It has always con-
demned slavery - just as it has al-
ways condemned contraception,
abortion, euthanasia and homosexu-
ality.    Even when (as now) few
listened.

Pope Eugene 1V
1383-1447

The key thing to re-
member when  you
hear this false
charge laid - that the

Note...

Church has changed its teaching -  is that
it’s not true.  The Church has never
changed doctrine even if it seems that
way, There is always an explanation.

If you have  any questions you’d like
answered in this education section,
please send them in and we’ll include
them in a future edition.
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What a summer!  Our May confer-
ence was an unqualified success and
our website blog, launched in July
following many requests over the
years, is proving to be a useful forum.
That’s the good news.
The rest is not nearly so good.
An Edinburgh reader contacted us in
June, shocked to find a pile of post-
cards at the back of St Patrick’s
Church, advertising a 7th June
concert by ‘Loud & Proud’ - Scot-
land’s only choir for lesbian, gay, bi-
sexual and transgender (LGBT)
singers,   according to their website.
The very publicly pro-”gay” priest of
that parish, Redemptorist, Fr Ed
Hone, of course, sprang immediately
to mind. Wonder if he sings?
Then a couple of “more than a
rumour” stories about celibate-
unfaithfuls came strolling in: one past,
one present, both possible candi-
dates for episcopal office. And plenty
more, besides. Some explosive stuff.
Pleas followed, to revert to our policy
of exposing such clerical duplicity.
“Revert”?  Make no mistake: where
we have hard evidence of double-
living and an unrepentant cleric,
we’ll expose him before you can say
“Judas Iscariot”.   No question.
Our 50th edition reported that we
won’t always necessarily publish
everything, not least because of lay
apathy - the majority just don’t care.
But since when did “probably not
publish” mean “never publish”?
Never say “never”.   Stay  tuned.
However, please do not contact us
with information then tell us you don’t
want it published. Why do that?
Would you contact a newspaper with
serious information and then say
“don’t publish”?  Of course not.

Diabolical hatred for the Traditional
Mass also manifested itself south of
the border down Chelmsford way,
where Tom Mahon, leader  of the lay
Association of Our Lady of Mount
Carmel since 1999, was being de-
nounced for his support for Summo-
rum Pontificum.  In fact he was
bullied out of his leadership role by
Spiritual Director Fr Brendan Grady
O Carm,  in collusion with the other
three lay officers who ambushed him
at an “extraordinary” meeting of the
group unconstitutionally commis-
sioned by Fr Grady for the purpose of
ousting Tom. His crime?  Privately
voicing his reservations on the use of
extraordinary ministers of Holy Com-
munion, reception of Communion in
the hand and girl servers; and, above
all, for expressing a welcome for
Pope Benedict’s Motu Proprio, Sum-
morum Pontificum.  So much for the
new “tolerant” post-Vatican II Church.
My emails to Fr Grady & Collabora-
tors for their comment on this uncon-
scionable coup, have been ignored.
Gone shy all of a sudden?  Cowards.

Priest stages coup

Glasgow: liturgical shenanigans
Anyway, just when we were  musing,
yet again, on the root cause of all
these scandals, the chaos that is the
Archdiocese of Glasgow scaled new
heights.  Hang on to your sporran.
Monsignor Boyle is the only priest in
Glasgow permitted to offer the Tradi-
tional Mass so there was quite a
stramash when he announced that
during his July/August holiday there
would be no Traditional Mass in
Sacred Heart, Glasgow. The regulars
could either travel to Edinburgh or
attend Archbishop Conti’s answer to
the Motu Proprio, Summorum
Pontificum, the novus ordo (NOM) in
Latin in St Patrick’s, Anderston.  Or,
put another way, they could attend the
vernacular Mass in Latin...
Of course, Latin is not the issue, as
the Archbishop knows perfectly well.
You can plan a murder in Latin.
Doctrine, Doctrine, Doctrine is the
issue, as Dan Graham’s  superb arti-
cle in this edition demonstrates.
In fact,  there was no Latin NOM  at
St Patrick’s in July because the priest-
puppet - Fr Gerard Byrne- appointed
by the Archbishop  to circumvent the
Motu Proprio was also on holiday. We
can only hope that this lot are put in
charge of planning Vatican III.
Anyway, to continue with Monsignor
Boyle’s holiday, so to speak...   A
number of Sacred Heart regulars
wrote to ask Archbishop Conti if,
during Monsignor Boyle’s absence,
attendance at the Glasgow SSPX
Mass would fulfil their Sunday obliga-
tion. Instead of a simple, truthful,
“yes”, the Archbishop sent each corre-
spondent the same misinformation:
“The Mass in question is thought to
be valid  but the SSPX is not in com-
munion with the Holy See, so that

Five times recently, Cardinal Cas-
trillon Hoyos, negotiating with the
SSPX on behalf of the Pope, has
said: “this is not a real schism (but)
an anomalous situation”. If Archbish-
op Conti knows this, then he has de-
liberately lied by saying that Catholics
cannot licitly attend an SSPX Mass.
If he doesn’t know it, he is culpably
ignorant because it’s his job to know-
he should know.
Of course, this hostility to the SSPX
is, in reality, diabolical hatred for the
traditional Mass.  People are
simply not going to be told the truth
about the SSPX in Scotland and
Summorum Pontificum is not going to
happen here if the bishops can help
it.  Spot the real schism.

Lukewarm Catholics be warned!

Don’t be like most Catholics...
Reflect now.  Pray now.  Act now.

rent boy. (Rent boy faces jail for £3k
blackmail plot over gay priest The Daily
Record, 26/7/08)

According to the 2007 Catholic Direc-
tory, both Fr Sweeney and Fr Stephen
Connolly, (who featured in our January
2007 investigation into the extent of homo-
sexuality within the Church in Scotland)
were living in the parish at the same
time.  So it seems that the parishion-
ers of St Augustine’s were, at one
point,  being “served” by two actively
“gay” priests. Just imagine trying to
keep on the straight and narrow path
in that parish.

Sadly, our less than glorious summer
was matched by the less than glori-
ous tabloid headlines all too common
these days.  While the Scots bishops
were taking no prisoners in the Glas-
gow East by-election, pontificating on
political issues, Fr Anthony Sweeney
of St Augustine’s, Glasgow,  was be-
ing exposed as a “gay” priest who
paid £3,000 blackmail money to a

your attendance would not be licit.
There is a Latin Mass in St Patrick’s
Anderston every Sunday P.M.”
+ Mario Conti (End - emphasis added)

The bullying, the lies, the ignorance,
the scandals, the liturgical chaos, the
the whole mess hurtles from bad to
worse. Yet most Catholics don’t care.
They never reflect on those awful
words: “Because you are lukewarm,
neither hot nor cold, I will vomit you
out of My mouth.” (Revelations 3:16)

Glasgow Parish “served” by
two actively “gay” priests...


