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We’ve had enough of
exhortations
to be silent!

Cry out with a  hundred
thousand tongues!

I see that the world is rotten
because of silence.

St Catherine of Siena
1347-1380

Inside the
January 2010
   Newsletter...

www.catholictruthscotland.com

N O T I C E . . .

Miss McMoneypenny - Update

Happily, our Treasurer, Betty, is now home from hospital and
in good spirits.  She continues to have various therapies at
home, including speech therapy, so please keep her in your
prayers.  Betty wishes to thank everyone who has prayed for
her. If you recall, she was not expected to make it through
that first weekend in August so it is little short of a miracle that
we still have her with us.  She wishes to thank, also, those
who have kindly sent her Christmas cards.  God bless you all.

We wish all our readers
every happiness, grace and

blessing in the new year.

God bless you all



22

Enjoy these extracts from our blog which is aimed at
helping us to learn and love our Faith more ...

Topic:  November newsletter -
have your say...

Topic:
Religious Liberty Vs Tradition...

Well it seems obvious to me that one
must account for the hope which is in
us. Plus when I was invested as a
knight in Italy I took a vow to publicly
defend the Faith... Newtemplar

As this website and its newsletter has
shown, the laity has a great role to
play in the life of the Church, as the
bishops seem not to be living up to
their calling by the Lord Christ to
serve His flock.
Since the Second Vatican Council,
there has been a great deal of
confusion over doctrine and practice.
Dissent by the laity is rampant on
moral issues such as abortion, artifi-
cial contraception, euthanasia, homo-
sexuality etc etc, and our bishops
seem to be sitting idly by refusing to
get involved in case it may offend
someone.
It is therefore left up to the Faithful to
oppose our bishops ‘to the face’ to
drag them from their lethargy and de-
fend the Catholic Faith. Stuart
Interesting remarks re clericalism by
Athanasius and Editor. There’s a
good reference to this in this month’s
Christian Order – how it was clerical-
ism, pure and simple – that allowed
the Novus Ordo Mass to be imple-
mented without any resistance on the
part of millions of lay souls.
No wish for the slightest change in
the liturgy, or claimed abolition of the
true Mass was put forward or dreamt
of by any lay organisations. It was the
clergy, high and low, who with no ef-
fectual resistance from within their
ranks, foisted it upon us ‘for our own
good’. Naomi

… No Pope has the authority to con-
tradict the authentic traditional teach-
ing of Christ and His Church and
there can be no justification for giving
the impression that one religion is as
good as another. That is NOT the po-
sition of the Catholic Church – which
is that outside the Church there is no
salvation. irishman

God Himself, has revealed the wor-
ship by which He wants to be hon-
ored exclusively, which is the worship
of the Catholic faith. Yet, it was Cardi-
nal Bea who went to the Freemasons
before the Council to ask ” What do
you ask of us” and they answered -
religious liberty.
And…they got their wish: Dignitatis
Humanae. With DH, the Church must
no longer be called the only true reli-
gion of Christ. All religions are now on
the same level.
The only way that DH can be recon-
ciled with tradition, is to reject it.

Miles Christi Sum

It would appear the Holy Father is far
from rejecting the DH line on religious
liberty:-
Religious Liberty a Fundamental
Right, Says Pontiff...
VATICAN CITY, OCT. 29, 2009
(Zenit.org).- Religious liberty and
freedom of conscience are funda-
mental human rights as they are the
source of all other liberties, says Ben-
edict XVI. The Pope said this today
upon receiving in audience Ali Akbar
Naseri, the new ambassador from
Iran to the Holy See. kevin1

Cont’d: Religious Liberty Vs Tradition...

If one is interpreting this subject in the
traditional way, “Religious Liberty” is
an inaccurate title.
At the preparatory commission for the
Second Vatican Council Cardinal Ot-
taviani wanted to use the term
“Religious Tolerance”, which is more
accurate. Unfortunately, the term
“Religious Liberty”, promoted by Car-
dinal Bea, prevailed. Archbishop
Lefebvre writes in his book “Against
the Heresies”: “In certain cases error
can be tolerated, but it can never be
admitted to be a natural right.”
I think the this document encapsu-
lates the spirit of the entire Council –
masonic!
It promotes the religion of man to
equal footing with the Religion of
God. It contradicts the Gospel, (“I am
the Way, the Truth and the Life; no
man can come to the Father except
through me”) the teaching of the
popes and the dogma “Outside the
Church there is no salvation”. Petrus

... It is precisely this statement “the
truth subsists in the Catholic Church”
that gave rise to the false belief that
other religions must also contain
truth. It is deliberately ambiguous
and, therefore, suspect of being he-
retical. The Catholic Church alone
contains ALL TRUTH, it doesn’t just
“subsist” like an elder statesman
above his younger peers. That’s why
Dignitatis Humanae and Lumen Gen-
tium are the two documents singled
out as the two most dangerous pro-
ductions of the Council. Athanasius

Another great Newsletter. I laughed at
the piece about “rottweilers going
around in pairs” and what might be
found in the Italian garden on Sunday
mornings. semperfidelis
Did Bishop Tartaglia give a reason for
coming off the mailing list. He surely
wrote more than“don’t send me the
newsletter any more”. Also, good for
Bishop Logan for writing to say
thanks for the DVD. Maybe Bishop
Tartaglia was annoyed at getting the
same DVD.  rebel
Ed: Bishop Tartaglia gave no reason. I did, in
fact, publish his short letter in full.

Topic: Vatican: English Bishop Reprimanded ...

Topic: The Role of the Laity:
                      pay, pray & obey?

Bishop Kieran Conry of Arundel and Brighton wrote: “In May of this year I
wrote a letter to you all and suggested that you might go along to the priest
and talk about the one thing that was the biggest obstacle in your relationship
with God. Someone was clearly unhappy with this and reported this advice to
the Vatican. I had a very kind letter from the Holy See asking me to correct
the impression I might have given, and I am very happy to do this.” Is a “kind
letter” sufficient to correct Bishop Conry’s downplaying of Confession?
When is the Vatican going to discipline these dissident bishops? Editor
There was an article in the telegraph
way back on 4th November 2007,
about Bishop Conry trying to put his
foot down as regards implementing
the Summorum Pontificum... gloria

And Pope Benedict IS coming to
Britain! . . .  Dissenting/Schismatic
bishops like this in abundance in the
UK. Would any true Catholic want to
come here? Scotus Priest
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after teaching it to university students
for a number of years (see p.4).

I also contacted the Faith Movement,
which “seeks to explain the full, ortho-
dox Catholic faith in our scientific so-
ciety” (see p.11), to ask a few questions
and discovered that Faith adheres to
the doctrine of Original Sin by our first
parents: for Fr Chris Findlay-Wilson’s
reply to the rest of my email, see p.11
(editorial comment included).

Readers are invited to reflect on the
issues raised and send us your views
(contact details, p.8)

The editor writes...

“Stephen Fry and Christopher
Hitchens won a public debate in
London in which they argued
against a motion that the "Catholic
Church is a force for good in the
world". The debate (in London) was
organised by Intelligence Squared
and featured Tory MP Ann Widde-
combe and Archbishop Onaiyekan
of Abuja in Nigeria defending the
motion. They were routed by Mr
Hitchens, the author of God is Not
Great, and Mr Fry, who won 1,876
votes against 268”(Catholic Herald
23/10/09). As this disappointing result

spread across the internet, some
atheists visitors to our blog challenged
us to an online debate on the same
motion. Blogger, ‘Athanasius’, rose to
the challenge, taking on atheist blog-
ger, ‘phatbat’.  This time, the motion
carried 111-14 votes. Congratulations,
Athanasius!
The influx of atheists onto our blog for
this debate led to discussion of the
theory of evolution - a theory which, of
course, underpins atheism. As a re-
sult of these debates on our blog, we
are publishing an article from a scien-
tist who began to question evolution

The editor writes...

From time to time, we carry reports on issues raised in the publication Open House (OH), because its ethos
is one of dissent, largely from Catholic sexual morality and priestly celibacy. Recent editions have been
relatively mild, but  since this journal is sold in Scots Catholic parishes and bookshops, it’s important that
we keep an eye on it. One of the more regular contributors, John A. Boyle, manages to publish articles and
letters in OH and other publications, advocating his novel vision of priesthood, without ever mentioning
the fact that he is an ordained priest, no longer in ministry. The impression I get is of a man in very bad
conscience.  See if you agree...

Described in Scotland on Sunday
(SOS) (27/06/99) as “a former Catholic
priest who left the church to get mar-
ried” Boyle told Scotland on Sunday
that the priest  shortage could be
solved at a stroke if the rule on celi-
bacy was relaxed. He repeats this
claim at every opportunity and no-
body seems to notice that he never
provides a shred of substantiating
evidence.
“John Boyle, 63, who now has three
adult children and lives in Wick,
Caithness” continued the SOS piece,
“trained for seven years at Nunraw
Abbey, East Lothian, and then spent
three years at the Gregorian College
in Rome and took a degree in canon
law.”  He’s quoted in SOS: "It is ab-
solutely frustrating that I and others
like me have everything that is re-
quired to work as priests but cannot
do so because we are married."
The article continues: “Boyle was dis-
missive of deacons, describing them
as a "wretched halfway house". He
added: "What is needed is not so
much pastoral or administrative help
but theological and sacramental help
which only a priest can provide."
(Scotland on Sunday, Bishop’s move on
priest crisis, 27/06/99)

Doggedly, John A. Boyle pursues his
aim of changing the face of the
Catholic priesthood to suit his design.
He never misses an opportunity to
attack the celibate priesthood.

Fast forward to November 2009 and
Mr Boyle continues to castigate the
“Roman authorities” for their
“intransigence” in refusing to ordain
married men. (OH: Avoidable Lack of
Priests, Issue No. 197, November, 2009)

He makes a valid point when he urges
the Church authorities not to “hide
behind the façade of huge numbers of
young people attending spectacles
such as Eucharistic Congresses,
Lourdes pilgrimages or Vatican audi-
ences” (to which I would add “World
Youth Days”) but he creates a false
dichotomy by suggesting that priests
like himself who, having put their
hands to the plough, turned back, are
the key to solving the crisis in the
Church. That notion is derisory.
The OH ‘Avoidable Lack of Priests’
argument focuses on a string of dubi-
ous authors, all of whose writings, es-
sentially attacking celibacy in the
priesthood, are recommended, and
photos of them displayed across the
page to form a Rogues Gallery.
Boyle pulls at the heartstrings with his
appeal to “hundreds of painful exam-
ples of shattered priestly lives as well
as hundreds of lives restored, though
many living with  the lifelong sadness,
regret and frustration of living with
their beloved priesthood which they
are banned from practising or sharing
with their neighbours who are de-
prived of Mass and the Sacraments

No man putting his hand to the plough
and looking back is fit for the Kingdom
of God. Luke 9:62

through a shortage of priests”.
You’d never think, reading Boyle or
Donald Cozzens or any of the other
dissidents cited in the OH article, that
these heartbroken former priests
were neither forced into the priest-
hood nor forced out of it.  They chose
to become celibate priests, failed -
often in the most scandalous of cir-
cumstances (they get standing ova-
tions at Mass when they announce
their affairs these days) and then they
moan because of the “eucharistic
famine” that they’ve caused. Blimey.
John Boyle is right, however, to com-
plain about the way the Pope has
“paradoxically allowed the ordination
of married Anglican clergymen as
Catholic priests”. This, originally billed
as an exception, has become routine
and is nothing short of a disgrace.
That said, we don’t want priests on
the rebound. Mr Boyle et al, you ac-
knowledge that priests are essential,
that only they can provide the Sacra-
ments. But that glorious vocation
wasn’t enough for you. You wanted
wives and families. You looked back.
Repent, you must, of course, but
don’t ask the Pope to salve your con-
science by changing the rules.  That
is not going to happen. Live with it.
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Macroevolutionary theory is still
the reigning doctrine in academia and
among intellectuals generally1 For a
large majority of Catholic and non-
Catholic scientists it is the only defen-
sible view of origins.  Yet over the last
fifty years signs of the growth of a
formidable challenge to macroevolu-
tion have been steadily growing.  The
number of scientists who dissent from
neo-Darwinism2 in the U.S.A., Eu-
rope, Australia and around the world
is steadily growing and many hun-
dreds have made their views publicly
known.3  Why is this process occur-
ring?  Part of the reason is that recent
scientific advances in molecular biol-
ogy, genetics, sedimentology, infor-
mation theory and other fields have
cast doubt on some of the major ten-
ets of Darwinism. Another part of the
reason is that the sweeping claims of
macroevolutionists have run far be-
yond securely documented evidence.
Their large and unwarranted extrapo-
lations (e.g., in the leap from microev-
olution to macroevolution) make them
unique among natural scientists.  The
intellectual rigor that works to dimin-
ish unwarranted extrapolation from
empirical data remains intact in most
other scientific disciplines.

The all-embracing grip of macroevolu-
tion on modern scientific thought, and
especially on the thinking of academic
biologists, has had an unfortunate
dampening effect on open and frank
discussion of problems in evolutionary
theory, especially in the primary litera-
ture.  As my own experience and that
of many others demonstrates, there
are powerful censures in academic life
that sharply limit expression of doubts
and dissent from evolution. These in-
clude reassignment of courses in spite
of technical competence and experi-
ence, denial of research funding and
laboratory space, denial of sabbatical
leaves, discouraging graduate stu-
dents from working with the dissenter,
ostracism, and possible denial of ten-
ure or even loss of employment.  In
such a restrictive climate it is not sur-
prising that many in the academy who
have private doubts about

evolutionary theory choose not to
make those doubts public.
For an academic biologist steeped in
Darwinism a change from evolution to
a non-evolutionary view of cosmic and
biologic origins often involves great
intellectual effort and ordeal. The proc-
ess can take years of intense engage-
ment with many different sorts of
technical arguments and lines of em-
pirical evidence.  In my case the proc-
ess began with exposure to creationist
literature for the first time in my eighth
year of teaching evolution in the Biolo-
gy Department of San Francisco State
University after joining the faculty as a
convinced Darwinist and chemical ev-
olutionist.  This material was gracious-
ly given to me by my student, Solomon
Darwin.  It included a book entitled The
Creation of Life: A Cybernetic Ap-
proach to Evolution4 by A. E. Wilder-
Smith.  In this book Prof. Wilder-Smith
gave a lengthy refutation of the thesis
of Biochemical Predestination5, a
monograph on the origin of life I had
co-authored with Dr. Gary Steinman.

I told Solomon Darwin that I would
read and refute Wilder-Smith’s argu-
ments over the summer recess and
would discuss the matter with him the
following Fall term. As it turned out, I
found that I could not answer Prof.
Wilder-Smith’s case against the theory
of chemical evolution after all. As he
so clearly demonstrated, the crux of
the origin-of-life problem was and re-
mains the spontaneous (naturalistic)
origin of genetic information.  No con-
vincing naturalistic explanation for the
origin of the first genetic information
has been given, nor has one been
forthcoming for the origin of the new
genetic information required for the
supposed macroevolutionary forma-
tion of new types of organisms.6

“Microevolution” denotes genetic
changes within species and may in-
clude the formation of some new spe-
cies within genera.  “Macroevolution”
denotes the evolution of new
species/genera and higher taxonomic
categories.  Journals of evolutionary
biology, such as Evolution, J. Evol.
Biol., and Evol. Ecol., contain many
original papers on directly observed
microevolutionary processes.  But in
these journals there are virtually no
papers that claim to document direct
observation of macroevolutionary
change even though the journal Evo-
lution was founded “…with the aim of
mending the division” 7 [between mi-
croevolution and macroevolution].
The paleontological literature, on the
other hand, does contain abundant
discussion of large-scale evolutionary
change as this is thought to be exhib-
ited by the fossil data.  However, in
this case one must carefully distin-
guish between descriptions of the fos-
sils (and the rock strata in which they
and morphologically similar fossils
are found) and inferences regarding
hypothetical macroevolutionary
sequences.  This problem is beyond
the scope of this paper, but it has
been analyzed extensively by both
macroevolutionists8 and their critics.

There is no significant dispute about
the reality of microevolutionary proc-
esses.  These are abundantly docu-
mented and accepted by
non-evolutionists, but university text-
books give readers the impression
that both microevolution and macro-
evolution have been demonstrated by
empirical evidence and that both
scales of evolution form one seam-
less garment.

I could not find even one
convincing primary

reference that
documented the

formation of a new
animal species,

either in the laboratory
or in the field.

Catholics shouldn’t be afraid to
debate evolution - it’s an un-
proven theory. Dean H. Kenyon,
Emeritus Professor of  Biology,
San Francisco State University
writes...

For an academic biologist
steeped in Darwinism a

change from evolution to a
non-evolutionary view of

cosmic and biologic origins
often involves great
intellectual effort and

ordeal.

Microevolution
and Macroevolution

Continued on p.5
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Unproven Theory: The Evolution Debate continued from p.4

The textbook examples of actual living
populations undergoing microevolu-
tionary change are described in detail
and are generally referenced in the
primary literature.
But the student soon encounters dia-
grams of phylogenetic trees showing,
for example, the alleged origin of all of
the various orders of mammals from a
hypothetical common ancestor.
The impression created by such dia-
grams, with their bold-faced solid lines
linking the common ancestral species
with the earliest representatives of the
mammalian orders, is that an abun-
dant fossil record documents all the
proposed lineages.  On the contrary,
transition series of fossils bridging the
gaps between major types of organ-
isms are systematically absent from
the fossiliferous strata (in spite of the
existence of such intriguing fossils as
Archaeopteryx, Basilosaurus isis, and
the mammal-like reptiles).  This ab-
sence of transition series may be
more evident today than it was in
Darwin’s day.9

I first became aware of this disparity
between textbook claims of macroev-
olutionary processes (e.g., animal
speciation) and the actual state of the
evidence through my attempts to pro-
vide my evolution students with credi-
ble references in the primary literature.
During the years that I taught our
Department’s main evolution course, I
could not find even one convincing
primary reference that documented
the formation of a new animal species,
either in the laboratory or in the field.
This was an astonishing fact since
well over a hundred years had
elapsed since the publication of
Darwin’s Origin of Species.  Thinking
that my students could help locate the
missing primary references I chal-
lenged each class for several years to
bring me one reference documenting
the formation of a new animal species.
No such references ever appeared
from the students but the challenge
became known to my faculty col-
leagues and from time to time (about
once every 2-3 years) a paper pur-
porting to demonstrate a case of di-
rectly observed animal speciation
(e.g., the formation of a new species
of Drosophila in a population-cage
experiment) would appear in my mail-
box, sometimes signed and some-
times anonymously.  In every case
these few papers, on close inspection,
were found not to demonstrate what
their titles boldly proclaimed.  There

I challenged each
class for several

years to bring me one
reference

documenting the
formation of a new

animal species.
No such references

ever appeared

was always some problem, for exam-
ple, lack of proof that the reported
reproductive isolation between two
subpopulations was stable over multi-
ple generations under the conditions of
the experiment.
For the reasons discussed above, my
doubts about the reality of macroevo-
lution continued to grow aided by an-
other consideration.  The evolutionary
formation of new genera and higher
taxa would have required the natural-
istic addition of substantial amounts of
just the right kind of new genetic infor-
mation to the genomes of the evolving
organisms in order for new structural
features and physiological mecha-
nisms to develop.

Such an evolutionary process would
have entailed the accumulation of per-
haps hundreds of favorable and coor-
dinated mutations in the same lineage.
But the overwhelming majority of doc-
umented mutations are either deleteri-
ous to the organisms in which they
occur, or at best they are selectively
neutral.10

histories in the original and the dupli-
cate gene.11

And there was another consideration:
the Darwinian mechanism underlying
evolutionary change involves genetic
variations among the individuals in a
population of organisms whose corre-
sponding phenotypes are acted on by
natural selection.
The source of the (long-term) variation
is mutations in the genetic material.
These mutations are said to be
“random” in the sense that they arise
in a manner that is not correlated with
the adaptive needs of the organisms in
their environment.  In this sense the
mutations that contribute positively to
the organisms’ overall fitness (i.e., im-
prove their competitive advantage) oc-
cur fortuitously. But notice that it is
assumed here that the mutations will
in fact range over a sufficiently wide
spectrum to guarantee that among
them there will always be some that
contribute to the formation of new
adaptive traits.12  But the genomes of
organisms have powerful built-in limi-
tations on their variability. And macro-
evolutionists themselves are providing
evidence that “adaptive landscapes”
constrain what natural selection can
achieve in evolving populations.13

I gradually became
convinced that

no naturalistic process
of information increase

would be found

I gradually became convinced that no
naturalistic process of information in-
crease would be found. Certainly no
convincing spontaneous process for
generating the new genetic informa-
tion required for macroevolution was
documented in the primary literature in
spite of such suggestions as gene du-
plication followed by different mutation

All of these converging
difficulties made it appear

less and less likely
that macroevolution

had occurred.

Continued on p.11

All of these converging difficulties
made it appear less and less likely that
macroevolution had occurred.  And
the intellectual situation in my own
area of research, the origin of the first
life, deepened my doubts about mac-
roevolution, and in fact pushed them
to the breaking point.
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The press office of the Archdiocese
of Westminster told the entire world,
without any apparent sense of
shame, that Archbishop Vincent Ni-
chols (pictured) had “offered flowers
at the altar of Hindu deities during a
visit to the temple”.  As the scandal
whizzed round the internet, the rele-
vant sentence was removed from the
Westminster diocesan website but by
then, there was no denying the facts.
Archbishop Vincent Nichols paid a
visit to a Hindu temple in Neasden,
London, on Saturday 21 November
2009 during Interfaith Week and on
the birth anniversary of the worldwide
spiritual leader of the Hindus who
pray at the Mandir (Hindu Temple) at
Neasden, His Holiness Pramukh
Swami Maharaj.
Archbishop Nichols was greeted by
the Mandir’s spiritual leader, Yog-
vivek Swami, (Head Sadhu, BAPS
Swaminarayan Sanstha – UK & Eu-
rope) and the Trustees of the Mandir.
He was welcomed in traditional Hindu
style – with a red vermillion mark ap-
plied to the forehead and the tying of
a sacred thread on the wrist, symbol-
ising friendship and goodwill.
Yogvivek Swami guided the Arch-
bishop around the Mandir complex,
including the sanctum sanctorum
where the Archbishop offered
flowers at the altar to the deities.
He then moved to the deity of Shri
Nilkanth Varni (Bhagwan Swami-
narayan) where he joined Yogvivek
Swami in praying for world peace and
harmony.
After a private meeting with Yogvivek
Swami, Archbishop Nichols spoke to
an audience of around 2,000 Hindus
about a number of common con-
cerns. These included the vital role
religion contributes to the common
good, the importance of supporting
family life, the education of children
and young people and the under-
standing and valuing of different cul-
tures and traditions.
Before departing, Archbishop Nichols
presented Yogvivek Swami with a
special candle, ‘a sign of the lovely
light of God in our lives and a sign of
the prayer which, in return, we offer
to God’. Yogvivek Swami also pre-

sented Archbishop Nichols with a me-
mento of his visit to the Mandir.
Blogs Editor of the Telegraph Media
Group and Chief Executive at the
Catholic Herald, Damien Thompson,
described this scandal as “a blunder”
which is akin to describing the Sec-
ond World War as a nursery-school
scrap. This is idolatry, pure and sim-
ple. This is an Archbishop of the
Church publicly breaking the First
Commandment.   Offering a candle,
praying before a pagan altar and lay-
ing flowers in tribute to a Hindu “god”
is an outrage of immense proportions.
Damien Thompson tries to make dis-
tinctions that don’t wash:  he writes
“offering flowers at the altar of ‘the
deities’. Yes, there’s a distinction be-
tween offering flowers at an altar and
offering them to the gods themselves
(really?  I can’t see it) but I think the
general public and the average Cath-
olic can be forgiven if they fail to ap-
preciate it at once.”
Dear Damien fails to realise that God,
Father, Son and Holy Spirit will not
“appreciate” any such distinction -
trust me.

It is 25 years since "Nostra Aetate",
the declaration of the Second Vatican
Council on the Church's relationship
to other religions, was promulgated.
The document stressed the impor-
tance of interreligious dialogue. At the
same time, it recalled that the Church
is in duty bound to proclaim without
fail Christ, the Way, the Truth, and the
Life, in whom all people find their ful-
fillment (cf. NA 2).  Introduction from the
document DIALOGUE AND PROCLAMATION,
Pontifical Council for Inter-Religious Dialogue,
19/05/1991. - emphasis added.

“Without fail”?  Archbishop Vincent
Nichols?  Preach Christ?  Not for a
second.  Without fail, like our own
Cardinal O’Brien, he preaches the
climate change message (see Diocese
of Westminster website) but Christ and
Him Crucified?  That’ll be the day.

right - belief in God/gods does not
appear to be part of his belief system)
adding, revealingly, “which is what
they are, from a Christian perspec-
tive”. No, Damien, it’s what they are.
Period.

Damien Thompson
also excuses the
Archbishop with his
confident “of course
Archbishop Vincent
Nichols doesn’t be-
lieve in these pagan
gods” (you got that

Question...

What possible reason can there be to
explain why an archbishop of the
Catholic Church would enter a Hindu
temple and pay tribute to a pagan
idol?

Whilst acknowledging the Church’s
duty to proclaim Christ as “The Way,
The Truth and the Life” (John 14:6),
Nostra Aetate contains the following
misleading statement: “The Catholic
Church rejects nothing that is true
and holy in these religions. She re-
gards with sincere reverence those
ways of conduct and of life, those
precepts and teachings which, though
differing in many aspects from the
ones she holds and sets forth, none-
theless often reflect a ray of that
Truth which enlightens all men.”
Misleading, because none of the non-
Christian religions contain any
authentic truths not found in Christi-
anity.  To the poorly educated Catho-
lic, therefore (and there’s no shortage
of them these days), this statement
reads like an acknowledgement that
somehow God is working through
false religions. No. Anyone outside
Christianity who is saved, is saved IN
not through their religion. “For there
is no other name under Heaven given
to men, whereby we must be saved”
(Acts 4:12)

Answer...
Two Words: Nostrae Aetate. Nostra
Aetate - Latin for ‘In Our Age’, is the
title of the Declaration On The
Relation of the Church to Non-Chris-
tian Religions (Pope Paul VI, 28/10/65)

Archbishop Vincent Nichols did not
tell his Hindu audience that truth. He
prefers to adhere to only half of the
teaching in Nostra Aetate. He’s into
dealing (not ‘dialoguing’) with non-
Christian religions without preaching
Christ.
Here’s an update on Nostra Aetate
intended to eliminate scandals such
as the unconscionable behaviour of
Archbishop Vincent Nichols’ visit to
the Hindu temple in London:

It is... the burden of the Church's preaching
to proclaim the cross of Christ as the sign
of God's all-embracing love and as the
fountain from which every grace flows.
                                       Nostra Aetate, 1965
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Dear Archbishop Kelly,
An event took place in this Archdio-
cese on 15th September, 07 which,
when viewed from a spiritual per-
spective, should be of great concern
and demands an authentic Catholic
response.
From what I know, a group of Hindus
were received at Liverpool town hall
and a party including Council officials,
Christian representatives (including
Anglican Bishop James Jones) plus
the Hindus, made their way onto a
Mersey ferry.   It was stated that the
Hindus hold the Mersey as sacred
(similar to the Ganges), so they pro-
ceeded to dip into the Mersey, idols
of one of their “lords” ... to effectively
consecrate the waters and claim
them for their deity(s).
This was a blatant violation of the
First Commandment and a denial of
the universal rights of the only Lord of
Creation - Jesus Christ.  How any
so-called Christian could participate
in such idolatry and denial of the uni-
versal Kingship of Christ is beyond
me.
God will not be mocked and where
Christ is denied, chaos reigns.  I
therefore request your immediate ac-
tion to reverse this act by reclaiming
the waters of the Mersey for Christ by
means of an authentic Catholic rite of

HINDU followers converged on Liver-
pool for a religious celebration yester-
day – with the Mersey revered as the
River Ganges of the north of Eng-
land.
Hundreds gathered on Mersey Fer-
ries for a Ceremony of Immersion
performed on an idol of the Elephant
God, Lord Ganesh.
Last night spiritual leaders revealed
they want to return to Liverpool in
2008 Capital of Culture year, with
5,000 followers. It would make the

Mersey pilgrimage one of the biggest
gatherings of Hindus in the UK.
The River Mersey is worshipped by
British Hindus as their own Holy River
Ganges, said Dr Shiv Pande, secre-
tary of the Indo British Association in
the North which helped organise the
ceremony...
Ganesh is one of the most revered
idols in India, and one of the most
popular because it crosses all reli-
gious divides and sects. He is de-
scribed as the most colourful of the

gods, being the symbol of prosperity
and the remover of obstacles.
Simultaneous ceremonies, involving
millions of Hindus, have been taking
place across India and the rest of the
world. Liverpool Daily Post, 16/9/07

As well as writing to the archbishop,
Mr Dolan spoke to him on the phone.
His response was basically to dismiss
Jim’s concerns - in a nice way of
course - with the two-fold argument:
1)  Our Lord’s incarnation sanctified
the earth once and for all, so there’s
no need to do it again.
2)  No need for exorcism because
there hasn’t been a proven case of
possession since the time of the
apostles.
Incidentally, after their trip to claim
the Mersey for their deity, the Hindus
were taken to the Catholic Cathedral
and given hospitality in one of the
rooms there. We’re not 100% certain
but we think there was a Catholic
cleric on the Ferry as part of the dele-
gation (Ed: I’d bet money on it...)

exorcism and blessing as soon as
possible and before any chaos results
from the Hindus’ actions.
As I have said, from the spiritual per-
spective, this is a serious matter, so
please act to  reverse this insult to
God in our Christian country. Yours
sincerely, J.G. Dolan

Some sincere Catholics took a ride
on the ferry after hearing of this out-
rage and “re-claimed” it for Jesus by
throwing blessed sacramentals and
holy water into it
The archbishop is thought to be a
gentle soul  and like the rest of us he
recoils at violence which is, I believe,
why he wouldn't go to see the film,
Passion of the Christ. Similarly, it
seems he recoils at the thought of the
spiritual violence represented by the
devil and exorcisms so he tries to
deny their existence.
What concerns us most is his appar-
ent denial of the universal rights of
the only Lord of the Mersey, Jesus
Christ, and even worse the accept-
ance of a blatant violation of the First
Commandment to not "have strange
gods before me" in his archdiocese.
Isn't England known as the " Dowry of
Mary"?  The first church on Liver-
pool's waterfront was named Our
Lady of the Quay in 1257. The Mer-
sey ferries were started by the Bene-
dictine monks in 1150. This city has a
rich Catholic heritage, Archbishop
Kelly!
Clearly, the archbishop should tell the
Hindu pilgrims that Jesus Christ is the
only king of creation and they have
nothing to fear from the Social King-
ship of Christ.
What would the reaction be if thou-
sands of Catholics tried to claim the
Ganges for Christ in this manner?
Would the Hindu leaders and civic
dignitaries help as ours have done?
We very much doubt it.

Charles Murray -
Comment cont’d from column 2...

Comment cont’d, column 3...

Charles Murray writes...

Saint Francis Xavier, the apostle to India, said
of Hinduism: “All the invocations of the pagans
are hateful to God because all their gods are
devils.” Saint Francis Xavier, James Brodrick SJ
(New York: Wicklow Press, 1953) p.135.

For those of you labouring under the misapprehension that Archbishop Nichols’ recent idolatry (p.6) is a sudden and
passing moment of madness, read the 2007 report in the Liverpool Daily Post below. A group of concerned Catholics
from Liverpool expressed their concern at this new tradition of Hindus claiming the Mersey each year for their
deity. Their  spokesman, Charles Murray, told us that Archbishop Kelly was contacted regarding this in September 07
by James Dolan.  Mr Dolan’s letter and the Archbishop’s (verbal) response are reproduced below, with comment from
Charles Murray (Ed: Mr Murray prefers to withhold personal details because he lives and works in the Archdiocese of Liverpool)

http://www.sitemeter.com/stats.asp?site=sm5catholictruth
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Thank you for the recent edition of
Catholic Truth. Once more excellent
reading.  Congratulations on the
superb Fatima Conference, it was
well worth the journey. Mary Birkett
(Mrs) Blundellsands, England

I read the November issue from front
to back in one sitting. I especially ap-
preciated ‘When Irish Eyes Are NOT
Smiling’ as I have recently returned
from a visit to the Emerald Isle. The
tour took us to Knock and Croagh
Patrick where we saw the recently
uncovered foundations of St Patrick’s
first chapel...
Keep up the dissemination of the de-
struction of the Church by those who
should be protecting it - the Faith they
will never destroy!
Best wishes and prayers for Miss Mc-
Moneypenny - I had a few words with
her at the Fatima Conference, a truly
wonderful event. With admiration and
affection. Kate Dillon, Wirral

Ed: Thanks for your kind words. I passed
on your greetings to those mentioned in
your letter. Thanks also to everyone who
wrote in praise of the Conference.

I was delighted to read the coverage
you gave to Fr Wood, Our Lady Star
of the Sea, in the November edition of
Catholic Truth.
However, through no fault of yours,
the report does not fully reflect what
has happened.  I should state my per-
sonal interest right away.  It is simply
that I hate to see injustice perpetrated
against fellow Catholics.
Fr Woods’ comments need to be
viewed in the context where a couple
of friends of mine attend Mass during
the week in Our Lady Star of the Sea
parish but who attend the Extraordi-
nary Form at the SSPX chapel on
Sundays. My friends would never put
the record straight themselves be-
cause they like to attend Our Lady,
Star of the Sea during the week.  The
reason none of us is keen to speak
against Fr Wood is because we all
realise that in many ways Fr Wood is
one of the better priests in the area.
The rest of the clergy are very mod-
ern, so most people don’t want to crit-
icise him (Ed: “don’t want to criticise
him”? Judging by the folk who contacted
me, they’re ready to canonise him any
minute now)  His sermons are the typi-
cal ‘Social Gospel’ theme but he is
liturgically correct by today’s stand-
ards, so anyone with a traditional
leaning doesn’t want to antagonise
him.
However, in his reply to you, Fr Wood
turned the facts upside down.  At
least six people wrote to him to ask
him the questions regarding his un-
called for article (Ed: repeating the false
charge of “schism” against the SSPX and
accusing parishioners who attend their
Sunday Masses of “sinfully inflicting injury
on the Body of Christ”) They asked him
to substantiate his wild allegations of
“schism” against the SSPX accusing
them of “causing grave scandal and
embarrassment to the Church, with
ever more outrageous claims and po-
sitionings” which contradicts what Ec-
clesia Dei has been saying for years.
He did not answer their questions.
By arguing, in his reply to you, that
none of them (or you) were able to
answer his questions, he turns the
facts upside down.
As a Canon Lawyer, he should know
that the onus is on him to substanti-
ate his claims or in justice to withdraw

them and restore the good names of
those he’s injured.  He has not done
that, and  he obviously has little or no
intention of re-formulating his original
statement, despite his reassurance to
you, published in CT November 09
edition. Possibly intellectual pride will
stop him - he’s the Canon Lawyer,
we’re the Great Unwashed!  He did
make a statement in the newsletter of
1st November, 09, that attending the
Extraordinary Form of Mass fulfils
your Sunday obligation. Some state-
ment! (Ed: thanks for enclosing that very
revealing bulletin - seems I’ve been taken in
by Father Wood)

I write this with great reluctance be-
cause Our Lady Star of the Sea is
one of the better church buildings in
the area and I don’t want to be
tracked down and banned (so please
don’t publish my name) but it is just
so wrong that people are being la-
belled schismatics when they are not.
I think everyone concerned would
have let the matter rest if  Fr Wood
had kept his word to Catholic Truth
and published a correction. Since he
has not been  honest, some of us feel
it is important to put the truth on
record. Concerned of Crosby

Wishing you all the best in 2010.
Keep up the good work for God and
country and our precious Catholic
Faith. Cecilia & Gerald
McCaughey, Ontario, Canada

We thought the Glasgow Conference
was a well organised great success
and we are grateful for the time,
energy & skills you and your team
invested, as well as for your
hospitality.
We are also impressed with the fresh-
ness & content of Catholic Truth...
Keith & Pauline McAllister,
Darlington, Co. Durham

Another terrific year for ‘Catholic
Truth’ which just goes from strength
to strength.  Thank you, and God
bless the team for all your hard work.
Ena & Dan McMenamin,
Glasgow
Wishing you all special blessings in
the new year.  May ‘Catholic Truth’ go
from strength to stretch - it is a real
anchor for the Faith in these dark
times. Monica Flynn, London

I’m pleased you’ve published the lam-
entations of the Irish. Would you also
consider the Carlow cathedral case?
People refuse to believe that Sean
Connolly, a geriatric with a heart con-
dition, would mortgage  his house to
raise funds to prevent rabid re-order-
ing of Carlow cathedral. That case is
currently before the Supreme Court in
Dublin. Mike Oliver, Exmouth
Ed: we’re on the case and plan to report on
Carlow cathedral as soon as possible.

Happiness & peace  throughout the
New Year and may we be blessed
with Catholic Truth for many years to
come. Richard Doherty, Glasgow

My good wishes and prayers for the
whole of 2010. May the Catholic
Truth team be blessed for the noble
work that you are doing for our Sav-
iour and His Church.
Donald Carter, Norwich

The Editor
Catholic Truth,

10 Sandyford Place
Glasgow, G3 7NB
Tel: 0797 90 53666

Email:
editor@catholictruthscotland.com

mailto:editor@catholictruthscotland.com
mailto:editor@catholictruthscotland.com
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Home-Education
The Way Forward...

Meeting
Saturday, 27th February 2010

in
Woodside Halls

36 Glenfarg Street,
Glasgow
G20 7QE

2.30.pm - 5.30.pm
Refreshments provided

No charge - donations welcome
To book telephone Margaret on

07508 870 618.

Parents remain the original and primary educators of their
children: this right and duty is irreplaceable and inalienable.
The role which others can carry out in helping parents is
always subsidiary and subordinate - that is, subject to the
parents’ attentive guidance and control
                (cf The Truth & Meaning of Human Sexuality,no. 145: Pontifical Council for the Family)

The Catholic Education Service
(CES) in England is working hand in
glove with the Government to control,
if not outlaw completely, home-edu-
cation. Home-educating parents are
increasingly concerned at the
“interest” shown by Government in
their children.  One report carried the
following, revealing sentence: “...they
are also investigating whether home
education could be a cover for
abuse.” (Give us respect not suspicion,
BBC News online 10 June, 2009)

“Abuse”? Listen, with a nursery nurse
teacher jailed as we go to press
(December 09) - allegedly indefinitely but
in reality for around 7 years - for
abusing the toddlers in her care; with
teachers being convicted for sexual
molestation of pupils and even
headteachers sent to prison for
downloading pornography, I don’t
think the education profession can
take the high moral ground here at all
- not for a second.
And that’s only one kind of abuse.  As
it happens, I help to home-educate a
pupil who would be in her first year of
secondary school had her mother not
decided otherwise. Not, incidentally,
without the pupil’s agreement: on the
contrary, she gave her daughter the
deciding vote and she chose home-
education after a visit to her local
Catholic comprehensive on Open
Day. “Thanks but no thanks” was her
considered verdict.  She smiles as
she recounts tales of her former
classmates who boast about their
enterprising ways of “dogging” school
and as for classroom indiscipline?
Let’s not go there.
In order to have a base-line with
which to gauge progress in her first
year of home-schooling, the mother
of my home-schooled pupil organised
a supervised test for her daughter at
the end of her Primary years  -  the
11 Plus, in fact, under the supervision

Report by
the editor...

of a professional English/Maths
teacher. The child scored only 22%.
Now, one year on, after being taught
using the Seton Home-Schooling pro-
gramme and materials, with tutor
support and assistance on the end of
a  telephone/email all day, every day,
she is consistently achieving between
88-100%  in English, History, Maths
and Religious Education.
Let’s turn now to Oona Stannard, the
Chief Executive of the CES in Eng-
land & Wales.

She assumed the same suspicious
attitude towards home-education as
the anti-Catholic, secularist Westmin-
ster Government in her ‘Consultation
Response: Home Education - Regis-
tration and Monitoring Proposals’
where she manifestly undermines
parental rights and authority.
She agrees, for example, that “there
needs to be a right balance between
the rights of parents to home-educate
and the rights of children to receive a
suitable education” as if the State
knows better than parents what is
“suitable” for any given child.  Since
Oona Stannard is on public record
supporting Government explicit sex-
education programmes (Catholic Herald
1/5/09) she’d be well advised to keep
her thoughts on what constitutes a
“suitable” education to herself.
She agrees, too, that a register of
home-schoolers should be kept to
“protect” children (from their parents).
Not sure if failing to register should
be a criminal offence but concedes it
might be a “last resort”. Outrageous!
Ms Stannard agrees that “children
about whom there are substantial
safeguarding concerns should not be
home-educated”.  This is a classic
anomaly. Blissfully unaware that it is
to protect their children from danger,
not just spiritual,religious and moral
danger but academic inadequacy as
well, that parents choose to home-

school in the first place. It is caring
parents who home-educate because
they believe that their child will learn
better in the home environment
and/or because they feel the need to
protect their children from the hostile-
to-faith-and-morals influences of the
local school - Catholic schools very
much included.
Which brings me to the most
astonishing part of Oona Stannard’s
Consultation Response where she
expresses her “concerns” about how
the diocesan education officer will be
able to track home-schooled pupils.
“The diocese”, she argues, “would
want to make religious education ma-
terials and advice available to the
home schooling family”.  She just
doesn’t get it.  And having failed to
realise that the impoverished religious
education of the past 50 years is at
least one reason why parents are opt-
ing out of Catholic schools, she in-
sists that parents are wrong to
describe their home-schooling ar-
rangements as “Catholic home-
schooling”, admitting herself to be
unaware of any such programme. For
the record, here’s one of the best:
www.setonhome.org
I telephoned the CES in London for
Ms Stannard’s comment but she did
not return my call. Who  knows,
maybe she’s busy Googling “home-
education programmes” in a spirit of
“better late than never.”

Some concerned parents fear that moves afoot in the Westminster Parliament to control home-schooling
in England will soon apply in Scotland as well. One such Scots home-educator, sent us a copy of the
Consultation Document completed by Oona Stannard on behalf of the Catholic Education Service for
England & Wales asking that we alert readers to the threat of Church-aided Government interference...

http://http://www.setonhome.org/
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Denying The Manifest Truth: The Unforgiveable Sin...

So, how can there be any sin that is
“unforgiveable”?  Haven’t we been
told all our lives that even the worst
sinner in the world, if he repents from
the heart, even on his deathbed, will
obtain forgiveness?  How, then, can
any sin be “unforgiveable”?

Well, like it or not, says St Cyril of Je-
rusalem, we must accept and believe
that the sin of blasphemy against the
Holy Spirit is unpardonable.1

However, other Fathers of the
Church, such as St Chrysostom 2 and
St Jerome 3 emphasise the impor-
tance of understanding the context in
which Jesus spoke these words, in
order to avoid this unforgiveable sin.
So, what was the context?
Quite simply, it was the obstinacy of
the Pharisees, who, rather than ac-
cept the miracles of Jesus that they
had just witnessed as the work of the
Holy Spirit, attributed them to Beelze-
bub, the Prince of Devils.
Having tried and failed to “catch Je-
sus out” with their calculating ques-
tions about what is and is not lawful
to do on the Sabbath, their fury in-
creased so much after witnessing his
cure of the man with the withered
hand that they “going out, made a
consultation against him, how they
might  destroy him” (Matt 12:14).

Jesus healed many more people at
that time but it was when he cast out
the devil from a person “possessed,
blind and dumb” (Matt 12:22) that things
worsened.
The multitudes following Christ in
faith, however limited in the begin-
ning, began to ask: “Is not this the
son of David? (Matt 12:23)
This was just too much for the Phari-
sees who said: “This man casteth not

out devils but by Beelzebub, the
Prince of Devils”(Matt 12:24)

It is in this context that Christ goes on
to  identify the two “types” of blasphe-
mies: one against Christ, the man be-
fore them, and the other against the
Holy Spirit - that is, blasphemy
against the divinity.
This suggests that blaspheming
against Christ might be excused on
grounds of ignorance (because he
appeared as man, not divinity) but
blasphemy against the Holy Spirit is
inexcusable because “...if any one
should deny the dignity, majesty and
eternal power of the Holy Spirit, and
should say that devils are cast out by
Beelzebub, and not by the Spirit of
God, there is no attaining of pardon
where there is fullness of sacrilege" 4

Take note, though. The small print’s
important here because in order to
commit the "unforgiven sin" there
must be present all elements that are
found in the sin of the Pharisees;
namely, a refusal to believe that  di-
vine works, such as miracles and
their effects, are wrought by God and,
instead, attribute them to the powers
of evil. This is blasphemy of the most
serious kind. But, to be culpable, the
person must recognise the
work/miracle wrought by God as di-
vine and the blasphemy must be ut-
tered deliberately and wilfully, out of
pure malice, without anything to ex-
cuse it, such as threat of violence/loss
of life etc. The blasphemer must also
intend to destroy the operation of
grace in others, like the Pharisees
seeking to undermine the influence of
Jesus among His first disciples.
Most of the Fathers of the church un-
derstood the words: "It will not be for-
given" literally but the reason they
give is non-repentance.

They believed that this is one sin
which is always accompanied by final
impenitence. Thus understood, we
avoid the error of placing no limits on
the mercy of God, while accepting the
power of the Church to absolve re-
pentant sinners. This is the true
meaning of the Gospel warning about
“the unforgiveable sin”.
Put simply, God’s mercy always
awaits the truly repentant sinner, no
matter how grave the sin.  However,
in certain circumstances, so serious
is the sin that, committed with all the
conditions present in the “small print”,
the sinner is highly unlikely to repent.
Of special note, too, is the confirma-
tion of Catholic dogma from the
words: "It will not be forgiven, either in
this world or in the world to come" .
Firstly, since a certain sin is not for-
given, either here or hereafter, Catho-
lic dogma on Hell is confirmed.  The
punishments of hell are eternal. The
Church Fathers conclude, too, that
there is some remission in the next
life, either of the guilt of sin or of its
penalty. For while Christ singled out
one blasphemy as unforgiveable
“either in this world or in the world to
come” he put no such limitation on
the remission of the punishment of
other sins in the hereafter. This con-
firms Catholic doctrine on Purgatory.
Those who dismiss the Church as an
optional extra, then, would do well to
reflect on the words of St Cyril of Je-
rusalem  that the sin of blasphemy
against the Holy Spirit, the sin of
doubting the manifest truth revealed
by God, is the unforgiveable sin and
carries in its wake, the awful threat of
eternal suffering in Hell.
1 Catechesis XVI, c. 1. in Catechesis IV, c. 16.

2 Hom. 41 in Mt.

3 Ep. 42 ad Marc.

4 St. Ambrose. De Sp. Sanc., I, 3, 54.

Therefore I say to you, that every kind of sin and blasphemy
shall be forgiven to men; but the blasphemy against the Spirit
will not be forgiven. And whoever speaks a word against the
Son of Man, it shall be forgiven him; but whoever speaks
against the Holy Spirit it will not be forgiven him, either in this
world or in the world to come    (Mt. 12:31-32)
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Unproven Theory: The Evolution Debate continued from p.5

Continued on p.12

At the very least we can conclude that
Darwinism is no longer the impregna-
ble fortress that it has seemed to be for
so many scientists and other intellec-
tuals for so long.
The number of scientific dissenters
continues to grow, and this remarkable
process is likely to accelerate as the
problem of the origin of genetic infor-
mation is squarely faced by larger seg-
ments of the scientific community.
The process is occurring in many dif-
ferent countries among Protestant,
Catholic and Orthodox Christians,
Jews, and Muslims, as well as agnos-
tics.  But a large majority of academics
apparently remains convinced of the
fundamental soundness of the evolu-
tionary account of biologic origins.
For the non-biologists among them,
and even for many biologists who spe-
cialize in fields other than evolution,
this confidence is more often based on
trust than on familiarity with the details
of the empirical case for evolution.
And then there are those who have
doubts about one or another aspect of
Darwinism, or macroevolution, but for
personal reasons do not want to dis-
sent openly.

It is my own strong conviction that we
now have enough empirical evidence
and sound scientific argument to sup-
port a vigorous reassertion of the
Catholic Doctrine of Creation as un-
derstood by the Fathers and Doctors
of the Church.
The many scientific problems of Dar-
winism should be widely debated, both
inside and beyond academia.  Such
discussions within academic science
and in national cultures generally
should be broadly encouraged.  If of-
fered encouragement from the Holy
See, many academics would join the
discussion who have heretofore been
hesitant.  A large, world-wide change
in the intellectual climate could follow
quickly upon such a gracious and
magnanimous show of support from
the Vatican.

Dr Kenyon received his Ph.D. in
biophysics from Stanford Universi-
ty in 1965 and completed post-doc-
toral work at U. C. Berkeley, Oxford
University, and NASA.
dhkenyon@charter.net
Copyright 2007, Dean H. Kenyon.
First published on the website of the Kolbe Cre-
ation Center. Reprinted here with kind permis-
sion.

 ...our whole apostolate is founded
upon the value of the (scientific and theo-
logical) ideas themselves for promoting
and explaining the full, orthodox Cath-
olic faith in our scientific society.
Ed: a laudable aim, indeed.  A very
necessary apostolate.
Our vision or synthesis of the Catholic
Faith and reason is not a tool for get-
ting young Catholics to accept evolu-
tion. (I think one will find that they all
do this anyway).
Ed: possibly because they hear noth-
ing in their Catholic schools about
creation and because their Catholic
teachers, for all the reasons set out
by Professor Kenyon article, p.4, do
not question the theory of evolution.
We do not exist to promote science,
but rather the Catholic faith; we seek
to show that the whole universe was

A number of remarks, mostly from young readers expressing doubts about their
Catholic faith due to growing belief in evolution, confirmed us in our view  that
evolution  leads, inexorably, to atheism. I decided to email the Faith movement
with some questions. Father Chris Findlay-Wilson kindly replied...

designed according to an unfolding
plan for the coming of God into his
creation as a man, Jesus Christ - and
for his Church.
You ask "did Adam and Eve descend
from some other kind of creature, and
if so, what, in practice does this mean
(put simply, were their parents
apes?)".
We certainly do not believe that our
first parents were born directly from
the apes that we see around us
today. (It might be worth noting that
St Thomas Aquinas was quite happy
to define human beings as rational
animals – i.e. animals; but not
merely animals. So we are apes, but
not merely apes).The Scriptures refer
to Adam being formed from the slime
of the earth (Genesis 2:7) which if

Conclusion Footnotes
1 “Macroevolution” denotes the evolution of new
species/genera and higher taxonomic categories.  See be-
low.

2 Neo-Darwinism (or simply Darwinism for convenience)
Denotes the view that the diversity of living organisms is
the result of a materialistic and unplanned natural process
starting with the first living cells.  The Darwinian mecha-
nism of evolutionary change involves fortuitous genetic
variation among the individuals in populations and natural
selection of the most fit variants resulting in the formation
of new species from ancestral species. In this manner all of
the fossil and living microbes, plants and animals evolved
over billions of years.

3 See, e.g. “Dissent from Darwinism” at
http://www.discovery.org/csc/

4 1970, Harold Shaw Publ., Wheaton II..
5 1969, McGraw-Hill, New York.
6 S.G. Meyer 2004, The Origin of Biological Information
and the Higher Taxonomic Categories, Proc. Biol. Soc.
Washington 117 (2): 213-239
7 S.M. Stanley 1979, Macroevolution: Pattern and
Process, W.H. Freeman, San Francisco, p.2.
8 Op.Cit; S.J. Gould 177, Evolution’s Erratic Pace, Nat.
Hist. 86(5), 12-16
9 D. Ramp 1979, Conflicts Between Darwin and Paleontol-
ogy, Field Mus. Nat. Hist. Bull. 50:22
10 J.C. Sanford 2005, The Mystery of the Genome, Ivan
Press, Lima, N.Y., Chap.9
11 M.J. Behe and D.W. Snoke 2004, Simulating Evolution
by Gene Duplication of Protein Features That Require Mul-
tiple Amino Acid Residues, Protein Sci. 13:2651-2664
12 For an analogous consideration applied to the origin of
the first living cells, see D.H. Kenyon 1974, Prefigured Or-
dering and Protoselection in the Origin of Life in The
Origin of Life and Evolutionary Biochemistry, Festschrift
Volume for Prof. A.I. Oparin (K.Dose, S.W. Fox,
G.A. Deborin and T.E. Pavlovskaya, Eds.), Plenum Press,
New York, pp. 207-220.
13 S.P. Miller, M. Lunzer and  A.M. Dean 2006, Direct
Demonstration of an Adaptive Constraint, Science 314:458-
461

One day a group of scientists got
together and decided that man had
come a long way and no longer needed
God. So they picked one scientist to go
and tell Him that they were done with
Him.

The scientist walked up to God and said,
"God, we've decided that we no longer
need you. We're to the point that we can
clone people and do many miraculous
things...”

God said, "Very well, how about this:
let's say we have a man making
contest."

To which the scientist replied, "OK,
great!"

But God added, "Now, we're going to do
this just like I did back in the old days
with Adam."

The scientist said, "Sure, no problem"
and bent down and grabbed himself a
handful of dirt.

God just looked at him and said, "No,
no, no. You go get your own dirt!"

Did you hear the one about...
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The Faith Movement continued from p.11
taken the wrong way might appear
even less dignified.
Ed:  The term: “animal” is defined
merely as “an organism having life,
sensation and voluntary motion
(typically distinguished from a plant”)
Chambers Dictionary.
Describing humans as “rational ani-
mals” is a million miles away from
saying human beings are the direct
descendants of animals. St Thomas
Aquinas gives no credence at all to
the theory that humans evolved from
animals. Aquinas, in fact, teaches
that the first human body was created
immediately by God (Summa Theologica
                                                                  91)

This is not to give the impression that
St Thomas Aquinas took literally eve-
rything in Genesis because he did
not. Indeed, a central principle of
Aquinas's analysis of creation is that
the truths of science cannot contra-
dict the truths of faith. God is the au-
thor of all truth and whatever reason
discovers to be true about reality
ought not to be challenged by an ap-
peal to sacred texts which must be
properly understood. What is essen-
tial to Christian faith, according to
Aquinas is the "fact of creation," not
how the world came to be formed.  In
commenting on different views con-
cerning whether all things were creat-
ed simultaneously and as distinct
species, Aquinas remarks: "There are
some things that are by their very na-
ture the substance of faith, as to say
of God that He is three and one. . .
about which it is forbidden to think
otherwise. There are other things that
relate to the faith only incidentally. . .
and, with respect to these, Christian
authors have different opinions, inter-
preting the Sacred Scripture in vari-
ous ways. Thus with respect to the
origin of the world, there is one point
that is of the substance of faith,
namely to know that it began by crea-
tion. . . . But the manner and the or-
der according to which creation took
place concerns the faith only inciden-
tally."  Aquinas argues that  simulta-
neous creation is "more conformed to
reason and better adapted to pre-
serve Sacred Scripture from the
mockery of infidels."  Aquinas con-
cludes, "(Augustine’s opinion that
God created  immediately) has my
preference..."
                      (In II Sent., dist. 12, q. 3, a. 1)

Aquinas, follows the lead of Augus-
tine, in relating science to biblical in-
terpretation. Augustine’s writings

reveal him to be informed about the
science of his day; he observed that
when discussing passages of the Bi-
ble that refer, or seem to refer, to nat-
ural phenomena one should defer to
the authority of the sciences, when
available, to show what the text can-
not mean. In examining, for example
whether the light spoken of in the
opening of Genesis (before the crea-
tion of the sun and the moon) is phys-
ical light, Augustine says that if
physicists show us that there cannot
be physical light without a luminous
source then we know that this particu-
lar passage does not refer to physical
light. Augustine, On the Literal Meaning of
Genesis I:38-39 (emphasis added)

The Church has always taught that
the Bible cannot properly be under-
stood as teaching as true what the
natural sciences prove to be false.
However, as Professor Kenyon has
amply demonstrated, evolution has
not been proven - that is the key fact,
not recognised by the “Genesis
deniers”.
Father Findlay-Wilson continues...
We hold that the parents of the first
human beings were a species of
creature far more intelligent and re-
fined than any animal presently living
- in fact one that was the very high-
point of the deterministic processes of
nature that God has inscribed into his
creation.
Ed: there is absolutely no scientific
evidence at all for this thesis. See
Professor Kenyon’s article, p.4

We are whole-heartedly loyal to the
Pope and magisterium of the Catholic
church. There may be Catholics who
disagree with our approach. But there
are no areas of our vision that depart
in any way from the teaching of the
Catechism of the Catholic Church for
example.
Ed: Paragraph 327 of the Catechism
of the Catholic Church (CCC) reads:
“The Profession of faith of the Fourth
Lateran Council affirms that God
‘From the beginning of time made at
once (simul) out of nothing both or-
ders of creatures, the spiritual and the
corporeal, that is, the angelic and the
earthly, and then (deinde) the human
creature, who as it were shares on
both orders, being composed of spirit
and body” and, paragraph 296 quotes
St Theophilus of  Antioch: “If God had
drawn the world from pre-existent
matter, what would be so extraordi-
nary in that?  A human artisan makes

from a given material whatever he
wants, while God shows his power by
starting from nothing to make all he
wants.”
Indeed, in paragraph 36 of his I
encyclical letter Humani Generis
(1950), Pope Pius XII says:
"The teaching of the Church does not
forbid that the doctrine of evolution-
ism, in so far as it inquires into the
origin of the human body from
already existing and living matter, be,
according to the present state of hu-
man disciplines and sacred theology,
treated in research and discussion by
experts on both sides; as to the souls,
the Catholic faith demands us to hold
that they are immediately created by
God."
No one should claim that we are less
Catholic than Pope Pius XII on this
issue.
Ed: let’s hope not, for here’s that
quotation - paragraph 36 - in full:
For these reasons the Teaching
Authority of the Church does not for-
bid that, in conformity with the
present state of human sciences and
sacred theology, research and dis-
cussions, on the part of men experi-
enced in both fields, take place with
regard to the doctrine of evolution, in
as far as it inquires into the origin of
the human body as coming from pre-
existent and living matter - for the
Catholic faith obliges us to hold that
souls are immediately created by
God. However, this must be done in
such a way that the reasons for both
opinions, that is, those favourable
and those unfavourable to evolution,
be weighed and judged with the nec-
essary seriousness, moderation and
measure, and provided that all are
prepared to submit to the judgment of
the Church, to whom Christ has given
the mission of interpreting authenti-
cally the Sacred Scriptures and of
defending the dogmas of faith.[11]
Some however, rashly transgress
this liberty of discussion, when
they act as if the origin of the hu-
man body from pre-existing and
living matter were already com-
pletely certain and proved by the
facts which have been discovered up
to now and by reasoning on those
facts, and as if there were nothing in
the sources of divine revelation which
demands the greatest moderation
and caution in this question. (emphasis
added)

What do you think of the Faith Movement?
Is it “whole-heartedly loyal to the Church”?
Tell us what you think. Contact details p.8.
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Every five years, the bishops pay a visit “to the threshold of the apostles” - "ad limina apostolorum" in
Latin.  Effectively, they are called to Rome to give an account of their dioceses. The Scots bishops are due
to make their ‘ad limina’ visit in the first week of February 2010.  It is not unusual for the laity to contact the
Vatican ahead of the visit to raise issues.  One of our regular bloggers is writing to express his concerns
about the continued use of Extraordinary Ministers in his parish despite several Vatican
Instructions seeking to end this liturgical abuse. Below is his emailed reply to a lay person who typically de-
fends her role of taking Communion to the sick by arguing that without her, the sick would not receive Com-
munion.  Published here by kind permission of ‘Petrus’ from the Diocese of Paisley...

I appreciate what you are saying
about taking Holy Communion to the
sick of the parish.  I know you are
trying to help them and to make them
feel part of the parish community.
These are all very good things.  How-
ever, there are some facts from
which we just cannot escape.  Au-
thority is one of things that set us
apart from Protestants.  We are not
free to interpret Scripture or Church
teaching ourselves.  That is the role
of the Church.  It’s a sad indication of
the terrible crisis in the Church when
a document, like Redemptionis Sac-
ramentum, is just ignored or misinter-
preted.   Whatever happened to
“Rome has spoken”?   If bishops,
priests and lay persons choose to do
what they want then they have em-
braced the principles of the Reforma-
tion.
I think we also have to think about
the message Extraordinary Ministers
give out regarding the Real Presence
of Christ in the Blessed Sacrament.
The Church has always taught that
only the anointed hands of the priest
may touch the Blessed Sacrament.
In the Traditional Mass, the priest
keeps his thumb and forefinger joined
together after the consecration for
fear of a tiny particle of the Body,
Blood, Soul and Divinity of Christ be-
ing dropped on the floor.

How many particles of the Blessed
Sacrament have been dropped into
handbags, living room floors, cars
etc?  It’s frightening.
The same goes for distributing the
Chalice at Mass.  I remember watch-
ing the funeral of Cardinal Winning on
TV.  There was a close up of a man
receiving from the Chalice and he
spilt the Precious Blood of Christ all
down his tie.  What message does
that send out about the Catholic belief
in the Real Presence?  Not a very
good one and it is tantamount to sac-
rilege.  The Church has always taught
that the fullness of the Body, Blood,
Soul and Divinity of Christ is found in
the Host alone and the Chalice
alone.  So there is no need for the
Chalice to be distributed at Mass.
How many ties, scarves, jumpers,
coats etc are stained with the Blood of
Christ as a result of this?  Appalling.
Now, I have already said that I think it
is a very noble thing to visit the sick.
However, it is the role of the priest to
take Holy Communion to the sick.  I
know many priests will claim that due
to falling numbers in the priesthood
they just cannot get round the sick of
the parish.  I don’t think this is true.
Indeed, there is a line of thought that
using Extraordinary Ministers of Holy
Communion can actually have a neg-
ative effect on priestly vocations. For
example, the seed of many a vocation
was planted when seeing the priest
visit the sick.  Nowadays, young men

Dear Extraordinary Minister of
Holy Communion,

could be forgiven for thinking, “I don’t
need to give my life to God in the
Sacred Priesthood - I’ll just become
an Extraordinary Minister”.
We must remember that if a person is
sick they have no obligation to attend
Mass or receive Holy Communion.
There is no need for them to receive
Holy Communion on a Sunday.  By
all means, a member of the parish
could visit, read over the readings,
help them make a Spiritual Commun-
ion and update them on parish events
etc, but it is the role of the priest to
take Holy Communion to the sick.  I’m
sure Fathers (both priests named)
could make it round the sick of the
parish in the course of a week etc.  I
can’t help but think that the use of
EMs encourages lazy priests.
I’m sorry for sending such a long
winded and forceful email.  It is my
duty as a confirmed Soldier of Christ
to defend the Faith. Petrus...

Write to Rome about a matter of
concern in your diocese. Since there’s not
much time now, it would be a good idea to
clearly mark your envelope “Scots Bish-
ops - Ad Limina” and to address it to the
Pope (if you wish to send copies, the addresses of
all the Congregations can be obtained by visiting our
website):

His Holiness, Pope Benedict XVI
Apostolic Palace
Via del Pellegrino Citta del Vaticano Vati-
can City State, 00120, Europe
Keep your letter short and factual. Enclose evidence if
you can - parish bulletins, newspaper cuttings with
name & date of publication etc.  Then pray.

Active Lay Participation...

Continued, column 2... Continued, column 3...

Guilty? Or Not Guilty? The editor writes..

Prior to our November edition going
to publication, we contacted a Church
employee with allegations about al-
leged immoral behaviour. He did not
return our telephone call nor reply to
emails, instead sending us solicitors’
letters. In the end, we did not publish
despite (not because of) the empty
legal threats including the threat to

impose an interim interdict that never
materialised. We didn’t publish, be-
cause it was obvious that the person
concerned was terrified and we just
hope and pray that that translates into
repentance and reformation of life.
We’ll see. But contrast the response
from Father John Hughes, Rector of
the Scots College in Rome when I

rang him about an allegation regard-
ing a College matter. He politely ac-
cepted my call,  listened to what I had
to say and replied: “Well, no, that’s
not true.  Let me explain what actually
happened...”  Made sense.
The moral of this story? You can tell
a lot by a person’s response to a
question/allegation - can’t you?
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I recently took part in the prayer vigil
outside the Tron Theatre, where a
blasphemous play was being per-
formed.  Notification of this vigil had
been given for three weeks in the
Scottish Catholic Observer prior to the
performance.  This surely was a great
opportunity for priests to explain to
their parishioners what an act of public
reparation is and encourage them to
come along to the theatre and to take
part in this vigil. Although some priests
were present, alas in proportion to the
total of priests in the archdiocese, it
was very poorly attended.  Hence the
turnout of Catholics was also poor. I
know the old excuse from the hierar-
chy is that by publicly drawing atten-
tion to these productions, it only
encourages others to attend out of
curiosity.  I’m afraid this is a very lame
excuse which does not bear close
scrutiny.
In every apparition of Our Lady she
asks for prayer and penance. What
better opportunity to do penance than
by standing in pouring rain and cold
for over two hours, asking God to
forgive sinners?
All the criticism we received made me
aware of the lack of instruction on how
to make reparation for sinners.  It is
seldom mentioned in homilies. The
foremost act of reparation, in fact the
most perfect one, is the Holy Sacrifice
of the Mass.  The children of Fatima
are great examples to us of how they
learned to offer many sacrifices for the
sanctification of sinners.
In fact, the account of how St Therese
of Lisieux, the Little Flower,  to all
appearances, won the grace of re-
pentance for Pranzini, who today
would be described as a “serial killer”,
should bring home to us how impor-
tant and how efficacious, is the prayer
of reparation.
Pranzini had refused to repent of his
terrible crimes and sins and the Little
Flower, in  the throes of a period of
spiritual sterility herself, asked Our
Lord for a sign that Pranzini had been
saved.  She wrote in her journal “A
Little White Flower”1 “I employed all

the spiritual means I could think of to
obtain the ransom of this poor sinner.”
Soon, the saint would realise that her
request for a sign had been granted:
en route to the gallows and without
confession or absolution, Pranzini
suddenly turned, seized and kissed
the crucifix which the priest held out to
him.  This is one of the most moving
events recounted in the Life of the
Little Flower and should deepen our
understanding of the power of the
prayer of reparation. Pranzini’s con-
version should spur us all to great
efforts for the sanctification of souls,
not least the souls of the apparently
most hopeless of cases.
I was glad that the promises of the
Sacred Heart to St Margaret Mary
were featured in Catholic Truth News-
letter No 58.  I hope that it has inspired
others to follow this devotion. I was
reminded of further revelations of the
Sacred Heart to St Margaret Mary.
Our Lord said to this great saint
“Behold this Heart Which has loved
men so much but has received little
love in return.”  He asked her to spend
an hour during the night of the Thurs-
day before the first Friday of each
month, meditating on His Agony in the
garden. He told her to use this prayer
and penance to not only appease the
divine anger by begging mercy for
sinners but also to mitigate in some
way the bitterness which He felt at that
time on being abandoned by His Apos-
tles.
A little known devotion called “Night
Adoration in the Home” has sprung
from this in which lay people under-
take to make a “holy hour” during the
hours from 9pm to 6am on the Thurs-
day before the first Friday of each
month.
The following intentions are suggested
for this hour of adoration; Our Holy
Father, the Pope; the clergy; members
of our family who have gone astray;
those in their last agony; for the estab-
lishment of the Social Reign of Christ
the King.  But most of all it is a great
opportunity to imitate St Margaret
Mary in consoling Our Lord for all the

Ellen Ward, Glasgow, is a retired
Book-keeper whose letters and
articles on Catholic issues have been
published in various periodicals.

outrages He receives from ungrateful
souls.
I am sure readers of Catholic Truth
have many other ways of undertaking
reparation but if anyone would like to
know more about this particular devo-
tion, please contact 44(0)141 574
3383 or write or email Catholic Truth,
stating which “hour” would be most
suitable, and we will supply you with
details and prayer booklets and we will
attempt to arrange a group to under-
take this each month.

1 the revised translation of the definitive
Carmelite edition of her autobiography, by the
Rev Thomas N Taylor of Carfin, Burns Oates &
Washbourne Ltd, London,1926.

Below is the (slightly edited) text of a
letter sent by the editor, to each
Scottish bishop.  Dated the Feast of
St Andrew, 30th November, to date
only one reply has been received
from the eight recipients (see p.15).

I write with reference to the Apostolic
Letter Summorum Pontificum on the
celebration of the Roman Rite ac-
cording to the Missal of 1962, issued
Motu Proprio by Pope Benedict XVI
on Saturday 7th July, 2007.  Since
concerns have reached us from read-
ers in each of the eight dioceses in
Scotland, I am addressing this letter
to you personally and to each of your
brother bishops. Essentially, I am
asking you to consider afresh your
approach to the provision of the Tra-
ditional Latin Mass in the parishes of
your diocese.
Sadly, to date, Summorum Pontificum
has been ignored in Scotland. Apart
from the brief, diplomatically worded
“welcome” at time of publication, the
Bishops of Scotland have ignored the
Motu Proprio. Parishioners have not
been informed about the Pope’s de-
sire to restore the traditional Mass
and to make it widely available.
Indeed, I have been concerned at the
reasons given by various priests and

Continued on p.15

Glasgow City Arts Council funded a play, staged 3rd - 7th November 2009 in the
Tron Theatre, Glasgow, entitled Jesus Queen of Heaven in which Our Lord was por-
trayed as a transvestite woman.  Catholics and Protestants gathered outside the thea-
tre, to protest and pray.  Astonisingly, the Scottish Catholic Observer - both in an
article by David Sinclair and in the editorial - expressed disapproval of this event
(13/11/09). Ellen Ward explains the Catholic practice of public reparation...
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bishops to people who do ask for the
old rite under the terms of Summo-
rum Pontificum.  These include the
argument that there is little or no de-
mand for the traditional Mass and
that there is no requirement to pro-
vide the old rite Mass in parishes un-
less evidence can be provided that
there is a “stable group” of parishion-
ers who adhere to the traditional
Mass. The impression is given that
this “stable group” must be people of
a certain age who desire the old rite
for nostalgic reasons and may, there-
fore, be indulged. With respect, this is
a misrepresentation of the Pope’s
intentions and stated wishes.
Monsignor Guido Pozzo, Secretary of
the Pontifical Commission, Ecclesia
Dei dealt with these misrepresenta-
tions in an interview published on the
website Messainlatino.It on 23 Octo-
ber, 2009.  I believe it would be help-
ful to reproduce the text of that
interview here. The translation below
is by the New Liturgical Movement:
the questions are italicised, with
Monsignor’s replies in bold type. Add-
ed emphasis by me.
Text of interview with Msgr Guido
Pozzo...
Monsignor, a widespread restrictive
interpretation of the motu proprio ar-
gues that the Papal provision is pri-
marily if not exclusively, directed
towards those groups and institutes
that were already attached to the tra-
ditional form, and is not, by contrast,
intended in any way to promote the
extraordinary form. To this had al-
ready answered Card. Castrillón Hoy-
os, saying in London, in June 2008,
that the Pope would actually like to
have the 'Gregorian Rite' in all the
parishes. What is your opinion?

The Motu Proprio is addressed to
all the Catholic faithful who desire
the extraordinary form of the Ro-
man liturgy, not just to those who,
prior to its promulgation, were at-
tached to the ancient form of the
Roman rite. Certainly it does in-
tend to accommodate these latter
and to heal old wounds, but the
purpose of the document is also to
allow the spreading of the extraor-
dinary form, for the benefit of
those who do not know it yet (for
being too young to have had it
experienced), or of those who re-
discover with joy the Mass of their
youth. The ever increasing spread
of this liturgical treasure, [sc.

which is] the Church's patrimony,
can bring many benefits, spiritual
and vocational, also through the
mutual enrichment between the
two forms of the Roman rite.
The Pope's letter accompanying the
motu proprio refers to a term of three
years, after which reports of the bish-
ops will be collected to assess the
situation. That may mean, as some
argue, that the liberalization of the old
Missal stipulated by the motu proprio
is to be understood ad experimen-
tum, or at least that at the end of this
evaluation there may be restrictions
regarding the extraordinary form,
such as for instance the return to a
regime similar to that of the indults of
1984 or 1988?
The three-year term simply refers
to a balance of the first three years
of application. If there turn out to
be serious difficulties, appropriate
remedies will be found, always
keeping in mind the essential
purpose of the motu proprio.
From many parts obstacles opposed
to the implementation of the motu pro-
prio have been reported. We, too,
have experienced them... What
should an adequate group of lay
people who find themselves in such
situations of difficulty do to obtain a
weekly Mass in the extraordinary
form? And in what way can the Com-
mission Ecclesia Dei intervene?
The answer is already written in the
motu proprio: ask the parish priest
and possibly look for a priest ready
[sc. to celebrate, or learn to cele-
brate, the extraordinary form].
Should this prove impossible, it is
necessary to turn to your bishop,
who is called to seek an appropri-
ate solution. If even this way no
satisfaction of the request is ob-
tained, write to the Commission
Ecclesia Dei, which, however,
deals with the bishops, who are
naturally our interlocutor: they are
asked for an assessment of the sit-
uation, to see what the actual diffi-
culties are and how to find a
remedy. End of Interview
(Bishop X), I think it is very clear
indeed that the Pope wishes to see
the restoration of the traditional Mass
in every parish.  Any initial confusion
there may have been, has surely
been swept away by the unambigu-
ous statements from the Secretary of
the Pontifical Commission Ecclesia

Dei, appointed to oversee the imple-
mentation of the Motu Proprio.
It is our hope that you will comply with
the Pope’s Motu Proprio and take all
necessary steps to provide a Tradi-
tional Latin Mass in every parish in
your diocese for those who wish ei-
ther to return to the old rite or who,
never having known it, wish to experi-
ence its riches.
Other bishops, e.g. in the United
States of America, have successfully
trained priests in the Traditional Ro-
man Rite.  May I respectfully suggest
that we have sufficient resources in
Scotland and in the wider U.K. to train
priests in both Latin and the rubrics of
the old rite. There are, indeed, priests
who are keen to provide the Mass,
given adequate support and prepara-
tion.
It may be that you fear opposition
from the ‘liberals’ who have been so
vocally critical of our Pontiff since the
publication of Summorum Pontificum.
Be assured of the complete, un-
swerving loyalty of the Catholic Truth
team and readership, who will de-
fend, vigorously, the dutiful attempts
of our bishops to obey the Pope in
this most important matter.
I look forward to your positive
response. Editor, Catholic Truth...

Editor’s Letter to Scots Bishops continued from p.14

The Bishop of Galloway, John Cun-
ningham, replied to say he had not
had any requests from either laity or
priests for the old rite Mass promising
that “if and when (he) receives such a
request (he ) will give it due consider-
ation” which is, of course, to miss the
point.  As Msgr Guido Pozzo makes
very clear, the Pope wishes “the
spreading of the extraordinary
form for the benefit of those who
do not know it yet...” I’m in touch
with Galloway readers who would
love to have the old rite Mass in their
parishes but feel it is a waste of time
to ask for it.  The base-line is this:
none of us should have to ask, let
alone beg, for the Mass which is our
heritage and our right.
If you have not been told about Sum-
morum Pontificum in your diocese,
write to the Vatican to report the fact.
The Bishops are due in Rome in early
February, to report on the state of the
Church in Scotland - see page 13 -
so, it is important to make sure they
know the truth. Takes minutes to
write a short letter and pennies to
post it.  So, no excuses.

Feedback...
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Language scholars debate the pre-
cise meaning of the “two-handed en-
gine at the door” in John Milton’s
Lycidas, but they all agree on the
central meaning: it refers to a terrible
punishment for corrupt clergy.
The Prophet Jeremiah, however, beat
Milton to it: “Woe to the pastors who
destroy and tear the sheep of my
pasture” saith the Lord: “You have
scattered my flock and driven them
away... behold, I will visit upon you for
the evil in your doings” (Jeremiah 23:1-2)

We’ve beat this “corrupt clergy” drum
a million times and we’ve said, just as
often, that the corruption begins at
the top. (“In the Third Secret, it is foretold, among
other things, that the great apostasy in the Church will
begin at the top.” Cardinal Ciappi )
Still, some Catholics won’t face up to
the facts. Various groups, notably in
the pro-life & family movements, just
don’t get it. They are part of the prob-
lem, not the solution. They are, in
fact, complicit in prolonging the crisis,
unable to distinguish papal infallibility

As we go to press, two Irish bishops
have resigned following the Murphy
Report into the handling of clerical
child abuse in the Dublin Archdio-
cese. They should, of course, have
been summarily dismissed from office
but that would be too much to hope
for from a weak papacy which places
diplomacy above discipline.
It would also be too much to hope
that the ‘Catholic Truth Report’ sub-
mitted in advance of the Scots bish-
ops’ visit to Rome will result in
episcopal dismissals here, but you
can’t begrudge a girl her dreams.
Not that we’re anti-clerical, you un-
derstand; however, we do have some
major concerns about the ‘men in
black’. For one thing, they seem to
spend most of their time between
courses - loopy theology courses and
golf courses, to be precise.
It’s not that we begrudge them some
healthy recreation. But, what with lay
people playing at being priests all
over the place, we’re wondering what
it is, exactly, that occupies priests and
bishops these days.
As Ellen Ward points out in her report
on the public rosary of reparation (see
p.14) very few priests are seen in any
kind of leadership role nowadays.
They don’t visit parishioners in their
homes; they don’t take Communion
to the sick; confessions? You kid-
ding?  And chaplains, often lay peo-
ple, fill the gap in schools and
hospitals where a local priest used to
be. Then, too, in recent years, the
bishops have taken to delegating
Confirmations to the priests, although
Canon Law allows for this only in cas-
es of necessity (Canon Law # 884 /1). The
priests, in turn, are delegating almost
everything else to the dwindling
number of practising laity. So, what
are they doing all day?  They’re not
out there searching for the lost sheep.
Take my word for it.
Indeed, at the rate Catholics are laps-
ing from the practice of the Faith, co-
habiting, contracepting,  aborting, di-
vorcing and remarrying, it’s as well
bishops and priests are not paid by
results or they’d all starve to death.

Far from admitting that the fault for
the current crisis in the Church rests
firmly with the current Pope and cler-
gy, they plump for the misguided no-
tion that ‘society’ is to blame for the
Church’s decline. Never mind that in
the first century society was steeped
in paganism to an extent that must
make modern (neo) druids green with
envy. Never mind that Hindus, Mus-
lims, Jews and Sikhs all have to live
in the same secularised society as
we do, and never mind that they all
manage to preach their faith in all
manner of public ways: through their
distinctive dress, their daily prayer
rituals (check out your nearest hospi-
tal and airport for prayer rooms) and
their unashamed adherence to the
moral code that all too many Catho-
lics have flouted without reproach
from priest or bishop.  Doesn’t wash:
we can’t blame ‘society’. Even the
17th century poet Milton knew that.

from papal impeccibility. This failure
to understand the limits of the Pope’s
authority leads ignorant Catholics to
blame ‘society’ instead of the only
man with authority to put things right -
the Pope. Here’s one American
facing up to this awful truth.
Commenting on the promotion to
Rome of the then Archbishop Levada
of San Francisco, notorious for his
poor handling of child sex abuse
cases, Blogger Churchmouse writes:
(emphasis in original)

“... No one has ever accused Levada
of abuse, but he has employed the
same damage control tactics that
most other American bishops have
used to limit the costs and bad
publicity resulting from the scandal.
If Levada’s track record predicts his
future performance, it’s likely that the
Catholic Church hierarchy will
continue to respond to the corruption
of the priesthood and the episcopacy
with half-measures, spin, and clever
legal maneuvers. And now that
Levada has been promoted (to
Prefect of the Congregation for the Doctrine
of the Faith) courtesy of the Roman
Pontiff, we can justly trace the
ongoing scandal and coverup to
the Papal throne.” churchmousec.wordpress.com

The Church’s glorious reputation is in
tatters due to corrupt priests and
bishops and a succession of negli-
gent popes. Our Lord felt moved to
compassion for the multitudes who
followed Him because “they were dis-
tressed and like sheep that have no
shepherd” (Matt 9:36) and it is our
prayer that Pope Benedict is moved
to compassion by the letters he re-
ceives from beleaguered Catholics
ahead of the Scots bishops’ ad limina
in February.
For, while we appear to be spared the
child abuse scandals seen in the USA
and Ireland, we have not been spared
the suffering of seeing the Mass de-
stroyed, the schools producing apos-
tate Catholics, dissident publications
on sale in our churches, unfaithful
priests abandoning us and the rise of
immoral lifestyles going unchecked
within the Church. Time the Pope ad-
mitted that the Vatican II project has
failed. Time to feed the hungry sheep.
Time, Holy Father, for ‘mitres’ to roll
the world over and not just in Ireland.
Scotland has only 8 bishops. Why not
start here? Immediately. Please?

Laity In Denial...
Yet, with these (and plenty more)
facts staring them in the face, most
modern Catholics can’t see - or won’t
see -  the wood for the trees. “Pray for me, that I may not flee for fear of

the wolves” Pope Benedict XVI  (24.04.05)

The hungry Sheep look up, and are not
fed,
But swoln with wind, and the rank mist
they draw,
Rot inwardly, and foul contagion spread:
Besides what the grim Woolf with privy
paw
Daily devours apace, and nothing sed,
But that two-handed engine at the door,
Stands ready to smite once, and smite
no more. John Milton (1608-1674) Lycidas (1637)

http://churchmousec.wordpress.com

