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Time Is Running Out!

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.

Our Lady Warned:
The Holy Father

will have much to suffer...

We’ve witnessed the fulfilment of many of the Fatima prophecies including
Our Lady’s warning that “The Holy Father will have much to suffer.” Pray
for the Pope. He alone holds the key to ending the crisis in the Church, p.16.

“I saw the Holy Father in a very big house, kneeling by a table, with
his head buried in his hands, and he was weeping. Outside the house,
there were many people. Some of them were throwing stones, others
were cursing him and using bad language. Poor Holy Father, we must
pray much for him.” (Blessed Jacinta of Fatima)
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Enjoy these extracts from our blog which is aimed at
helping us to learn and love our Faith more ...

Topic: Archbishop Conti Errs On Papal Authority…
In Flourish, March 10, the Archbishop stated that the Pope could not act without the bishops

Topic: Cardinal Brady -
                      Is It A Witchhunt?

Topic: Cohabitation and the
Church’s Teaching...

An elderly Oratorian priest once
opined that the true legacy of Vatican
II was that it increased the power of
the clergy. As prelates and priests
have re-directed their roles away from
inculcating the Faith to the social gos-
pel, so they have stopped being moti-
vated by ‘the power of love’ and
instead by ‘the love of power’. This
explains the current obsession with
collegiality. Iain Colquhoun

The New York Times is a Jewish run
newspaper. It has spread a false story
to the detriment of the Catholic
Church. Are we surprised! (A) good
number of Jewish run media outlets
on both sides of the Atlantic, and other
organisations such as the Anti-Defa-
mation League, have been bombard-
ing the public with information
detrimental to the Church for years.
We need only remind ourselves of the
negative coverage given to Pius XII,
the Good Friday prayer and Mel
Gibson’s film.
So much, then, for the Conciliar myth
that is “Jewish/Catholic relations.”
While I have no doubt whatever that
there are a good many well-inten-
tioned Jews, I’m afraid they are not the
ones with control of the propaganda
machine. The Vatican will eventually
be obliged to open its eyes to what’s
going on. The Mystical Body of Christ
is on trial before the world and there is
no shortage of false witnesses, traitors
and cowards. Athanasius

This is an excerpt from the Autobiog-
raphy of St. Teresa of Avila; it is one of
her visions (from Chapter 38 § 31-32):

“I was in a place where a certain per-
son died, who as I understand had led
a very bad life, and that for many
years…He died without confession;
nevertheless, I did not think he would
be damned. When the body had been
wrapped in the winding-sheet, I saw it
laid hold of by a multitude of devils;
who seemed to toss it to and fro, and
also to treat it with great cruelty.
I was terrified at the sight; for they
dragged it about with great hooks. But
when I saw it carried to the grave with
all the respect and ceremoniousness
common to all, I began to think of the
goodness of God, who would not allow
that person to be dishonoured, but
would have the fact of his being His
enemy concealed.
…During the whole of the funeral serv-
ice, I did not see one of the evil spirits.
Afterwards, when the body was about
to be laid in the grave, so great a
multitude of them was therein waiting
to receive it, that I was beside myself
at the sight, and it required no slight
courage on my part not to     betray my
distress. I thought of the treatment
which that soul would receive, when
the devils had such power over the

That is a very interesting and encour-
aging leaflet from Sacred Heart Par-
ish. I agree with the editor that the
inclusion of Natural Family Planning is
disappointing. I’m not keen on the
word “planning” either. My wife and I
accept children as an amazing gift
from God.
The Church’s teaching is made explic-
itly clear in Pope Pius XI’s encyclical
Casti Connubii.

This document states:
“ . . any use whatsoever of matrimony
exercised in such a way that the act is
deliberately frustrated in its natural
power to generate life is an offence
against the law of God and of nature,
and those who indulge in such are
branded with the guilt of a grave sin.”
Pope Paul VI’s “Humanae Vitae” lists
“physical, economic, psychological
and social conditions” as possibly
compelling reasons to avoid pregnan-
cy. Couples are warned, however,
against using NFP for selfish, immoral,
or insincere reasons. Therefore only
serious physical or mental health
problems, severe financial hardship or
an inability to cope would be moral
reasons for using fertility awareness.

Petrus

Topic: Cohabitation and the Church’s Teaching cont’d  ...

Continued column 2...

wretched body. Would to God that all
who live in mortal sin might see what I
saw, – it was a fearful sight; it would
go, I believe, a great way towards
making them lead better lives.” Tomas
de Torkay

Continued column 3...

Topic: A Protestant In Defence
Of Pope Benedict.

This was an excellent article1 and quite
refreshing that it is from a Protestant.
Every time I pick up the paper or look
at the news, it never ceases to amaze
me just how virulently anti-Catholic
they have become. They don’t even try
to hide it any more. It’s as if there is a
deliberate policy of misrepresenting
Catholicism at every given opportuni-
ty. However, I agree with DSimon that
that is not the central issue here. The
real question is why the men who com-
mitted these sick crimes were not
prosecuted like anyone else.
Pope Ratzinger has acted on the
abuse scandal, and is trying to clean
out the “filth” from the Church. Most of
the scandals coming out now took
place during Pope John Paul’s pontifi-
cate, who seemed to be almost deter-
mined not to notice this problem. It
was Cardinal Ratzinger who tried to go
after Marcial Maciel but was thwarted
by JPII and others in the Vatican who
thought MM and the Legionaries of
Christ could do no wrong.

Grignion

1 Ed: see p.11 for extracts from the article by a
Lutheran Protestant which formed the focus of this
discussion thread.

Kindly note (the) misuse of the word
“often” in this context - the same mis-
characterization that’s being routinely
inflicted on the Church by the crew at
the New York Times, AP, Newsweek,
etc. This was not a crime that was
“often” committed in the Catholic
Church. If you want to see a place
where it is done often, you’ll need to
look at the government-run school
systems, where administrators and of-
ficials routinely move abusers around
- But this was not done “often” in the
Catholic Church. Isaac
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The Most Rev. Ratko Perić, the Bish
op of Mostar-Duvno in Bosnia-Herze-
govina, released a statement
(January 2010) in which he criticizes
Vienna, Austria’s Cardinal Christoph
Schönborn for making a highly publi-
cized “personal visit” to the region
where Our  Lady is alleged, by some
rather dubious “seers”, to have been
appearing since 1981.
This highly publicised visit, against the
stated instructions of the local Bishop,
is being interpreted as a calculated
insult to Bishop Peric.  If Cardinal
Schönborn has ever made a similarly
high profile visit to Fatima, I’ve never
heard of it.  So why Medjugorje?  why
select such a controversial place to
pay honour to Our Lady, if, in fact,
paying honour to Our Lady was his
intent, which, frankly, I doubt.  Why
choose a place where well founded
allegations of fraud abound, and
where the local Bishop has forbidden
the site even to be described as a
“shrine”?  Why would any senior
churchman do that?
And, for the same reasons, and more,
why does Scots Bishop Joseph De-
vine of Motherwell permit Fr Dominic
Towey, parish priest of  St John the
Baptist’s in Uddingston to continue to
promote the Medjugorje phenomenon
against the wishes of Bishop Peric -
appointed, incidentally, in 1994 by
Pope John Paul II, in full knowledge of
the fact that he did not believe the
seers’ claims to have visions and
messages from Our Lady.  The Med-
jugorje industry conveniently ignores
this fact when they put statements of
support of the phenomenon into the
mouth of Pope John Paul II.

Introduction by the editor; telephone script by researcher, Raymond O’Leary.

ROL: Good afternoon, Fa-
ther, I'm calling from Cath-
olic Truth, do you have a
few minutes to answer a
couple of questions?

1 Bishop Devine Vs Bishop Ratko Peric: Motherwell
Promotes Medjugorje, Catholic Truth Issue No. 55,
May 2009, p.11.

2 In fact, Commissions (including this Medjugorje
Commission) have no authority whatsoever. They
merely investigate and report their findings to the rele-
vant authority. It is only because of the disobedience
surrounding Medjugorje that the Vatican has appoint-
ed this Commission but it is the Congregation for the
Doctrine of the Faith which will pronounce a decision,
not the Commission. The norm, however, is for the
local bishop to be obeyed in respect of alleged super-
natural occurrences in his diocese.  If the editor of
Catholic Truth claimed to have a vision, it would be
her local bishop, not the Vatican, who would have the
authority to pronounce on it. That’s why she knows
there’s no point in claiming to have had visions.

3 A report on an interview given by Bishop Ratko
Perić to The Church on The Rock after his Ad Limina
visit to Pope Benedict XVI on February 23rd to 28th
2006. See Medjugorje after Twenty One Years - The
Definitive History by Michael Davies New Version Up-
dated May 2004. To read the interview in full visit
http://www.mdaviesonmedj.com/page_Ad%20Limina.htm

Satan is having a field day in the
Church and the Medjugorje
disobedience isn’t helping...

Anyway, since Fr
Towey ignored our
report of his dissent
in the May 2009
edition1 we decided
to telephone him
with our concerns.

Researcher, Raymond O’Leary drew
the short straw. See opposite, to read
the script of his telephone conversa-
tion with Fr Towey, 02/04/10.

Asked if Pope Benedict visited Med-
jugorje incognito while he was a Cardi-
nal (as Medjugorje proponents allege)
and if he is preparing to recognize
Medjugorje as a shrine, Bishop Peric
replied that he’d put these points to the
Pope and that “he only laughed... The
Holy Father told me:
‘we at the Congregation always asked
ourselves how can any believer ac-
cept as authentic, apparitions that oc-
cur every day and for so many years?
Are they still occurring every day?’
Bishop Peric responded: “Every day,
Holy Father, to one of them in Boston,
to another near Milano and still anoth-
er in Krehin Gradac ( Herzegovina),
and everything is done under the pro-
tocol of “apparitions of Medjugorje”.
Up till now there have been about
35,000 “apparitions” and there is no
end in sight!” 3 No wonder Pope Ben-
edict laughed. Any sane person would.
Fr Towey has been fostering belief in
this nonsense for years now, without
any responsible intervention from the
Bishop.  It’s time they both woke up
and realised that it’s their devotion to
the non-existent lady of Medjugorje
that is making them into a laughing
stock and bringing the Church into
disrepute.

Ringalingaling! Ringalingaling!

Fr. T: Well, it depends on the question.

ROL: How about I ask the question
and we'll take it from there?  You are
no doubt aware that the Bishop of
Mostar has issued quite clear instruc-
tions forbidding the promotion of Med-
jugorje.   Why do you continue to
promote it?

Fr. T: It's nothing to do with the Bishop
of Mostar, it's in the hands of the papa-
cy.

ROL:  I'm aware that there is a Com-
mission investigating the so-called ap-
paritions, but until that Commission
makes its findings known2 the Bishop
of Mostar is the authority.

Fr. T:  (laughs) Anyway, no one takes
you lot seriously and you're the laugh-
ing stock of the country. (Hangs up)

ROL (calling back):   What happened
there, Father?  That wasn't very chari-
table.

Fr. T: Listen, it's Good Friday.   Have
you nothing better to do with your
time?

ROL:  Father, if you're going to be rude
would you prefer a call from the editor?

Fr. T:   I'm very busy.   It's the busiest
day of the year.

ROL:  Do you want to give me a con-
venient time for you and I'll call back?

Fr. T:   No.   I have nothing to say to
Catholic Truth.

ROL:  Would you prefer a call from the
editor?

Fr. T: No.

ROL:  Thank you for your time, Father.

Fr T:  Have a good Easter.  God bless.

See p.9 for a letter from Irish priest,
Fr Thaddeus Doyle on the subject of
Medjugorje following our report on
his promotion of this cult in The
Curate’s Diary

Interview with Bishop Peric...

Brrrrrrrrrrrrrrrrrrrrrrrrrrrrrrrrr

http://www.mdaviesonmedj.com/page_Ad%20Limina.htm
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Reports published following the Feb-
ruary ad limina detect a “chiding” note
in the Pope’s address to the Scottish
(and English) bishops.  For example,
the internationally respected American
online news service, the popular Lifes-
itenews agency, reported that “The
pope openly chided the bishops, say-
ing that only complete support for all
Catholic teaching can lend credibility
to their voices: ‘If the Church’s teach-
ing is compromised, even slightly, in
one such area, then it becomes hard
to defend the fullness of Catholic doc-
trine in an integral manner.’ ”
Lifesitenews added: “The pope’s com-
ments coincide closely with those he
gave last week when he urged the
bishops of England and Wales to
present Catholic moral teaching "in its
entirety" and are a strong hint that all
is not well, in the eyes of the Vatican,
in the British Catholic Church.”
And if this is not enough to encourage
you to continue to connect the dots
provided by Catholic Truth and take
issue with dissent  and malpractice,
liturgically and otherwise, whenever
and wherever you find it, what about
the following nugget:
In a speech that was short on the
usual diplomatic expressions of cama-
raderie and harmony, the pope hinted
at tensions in the relationship between
the bishops of Scotland and the Holy
See. Speaking of the link between the
world’s dioceses and the See of Peter
as the “reality that lies at the heart of
every Catholic diocese,” the pope said
that “pastoral initiatives that take due
account of this essential dimension
bring authentic renewal.”
“When the bonds of communion with
the universal Church, and in particular
with Rome, are accepted joyfully and
lived fully, the people’s faith can grow
freely and yield a harvest of good
works,” Benedict added.
The Lifesitenews report concludes
with a bang up-to-date piece of damn-

ing evidence of the Scots Bishops
breach of communion with Rome:
Many Catholic laity have complained
of the laxity of the Church leadership
on sexual issues as well as abortion,
contraception and euthanasia. As the
pope was delivering his address in
Rome, in Scotland the notorious dis-
senting theologian, Professor Thomas
Groome of Boston College, a laicised
priest, is scheduled to deliver a lecture
at St. Aloysius’s College in Glasgow,
supported by the Archdiocese of Glas-
gow and the Scottish Catholic Educa-
tion Service. (Ed: by the time you read
this, we will have leafleted outside St Aloysi-
us, in the hope of persuading priests and
people to boycott this event, 20/4/10).

Groome is a “guru” of the post-1960s
style of “experiential” catechetics and
has openly opposed Catholic doctrine
on the authority of the pope and mag-
isterium and the limiting of the priest-
hood to celibate men. Influenced by
the Chilean Marxist Paulo Freire, Karl
Rahner and Leonardo Boff, he has
written that he “suspects” divine reve-
lation, the authority of the papacy and
the ministerial priesthood and the sac-
raments. Groome’s books have been
banned in at least one diocese - the
Archdiocese of Sydney, which is un-
der Cardinal George Pell.” 1

In a speech that was
short on the usual
diplomatic expressions
of camaraderie and
harmony, the pope
hinted at tensions in the
relationship between
the bishops of Scotland
and the Holy See.

For those of you who taunt Catholic
Truth about our perceived failure to
“make a difference” it might be worth
asking yourself how the Pope knew
about the weakening link between the
Holy See and Scotland. The Tooth
Fairy?
No. Much more likely, it was the sever-
al CT readers who dutifully wrote to
the Vatican prior to the ad limina who
“made a difference”.  And that quite
apart from the fact that the newsletter
is sent bi-monthly to every Congrega-
tion.
Certainly, the anger of the bishops has
been evident in their writings subse-

quent to the ad limina. Both Archbish-
op Conti and Bishop Tartaglia  took
pot shots at a “militant, ultra-traditional
group” whose voice is “strident and
upsetting” to those who “set out to
follow the path set out (by) Vatican II
(cf Scottish Catholic Observer, Bishop Philip
Tartaglia 7/2/10; Archbishop Conti 12/2/10).

More seriously, in the March 2010 edi-
tion of Flourish,  the official publication
of the Archdiocese of Glasgow, Arch-
bishop Conti’s less than warm words
about his ad limina experience includ-
ed a denial of papal supremacy.  Arch-
bishop Conti misrepresented Vatican
II teaching to argue - wrongly - that the
Pope needs the bishops to “complete”
his authority: "...the authority that had
been given to (Peter), and his commis-
sion to feed the whole flock of Christ,
was shared by the other apostles...
There is a collegiality among all the
bishops, which is not complete without
Peter, any more than Peter is com-
plete without shepherds who share the
power and commission which was giv-
en to him, the Prince of the Apostles.
The example of Peter is put before all
the leaders of the "Church." (Flourish,
March 2010)

But that’s not what Vatican II says at
all: “... Although the bishops, individu-
ally, do not enjoy the privilege of infal-
libility, they do... when (with the Pope)
they teach concerning faith and mor-
als...  (However) the Roman Pontiff
enjoys this infallibility in virtue of his
office... For that reason his definitions
(do not require) the assent of the
Church... and they are in no  way in
need of the approval of others and do
not admit of appeal to any other tribu-
nal.” (Dogmatic Constitution on the Church,
Lumen Gentium, paragraph 25)

Things are moving apace: the fact that
commentators - other than Catholic
Truth - are now acknowledging the
myth of the  “orthodox” “Vatican hard-
liner” Scottish Bishops is a huge step
forward.
If only the Pope could meet with a
couple of Catholic Truth readers dur-
ing his visit in September, he’d be left
in absolutely no doubt that he was
right, big time, to give the Scots bish-
ops a ‘camaraderie and harmony’ by-
pass.  We asked a priest and a layman
to tell us what they’d say to Pope
Benedict, given the opportunity  - see
page 5 ...
1 Lifesitenews
http://www.lifesitenews.com/ldn/2010/feb/10020508.html

There was a definite chill in the
writings of some of the Scots bishops
following their ad limina visit to
Rome in February. Articles in  the
Scots Catholic press were not just
“cool” but ice-cold. Commentators
seem to agree that the Scots bishops
were none too warmly received in the
Vatican this time around...

Report and comment by the editor

http://www.lifesitenews.com/ldn/2010/feb/10020508.html
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We are living in an age where the
the  individual is sure of his correct-
ness, no matter what tradition, moral
values, or the law (civil or Church law)
states.
Priests and Bishops have  become
more and more guilty of this, assum-
ing that their opinions about doctrine
and morals are right, and that  the
Pope and the  Church's 2,000 years
reflection on God's revelation is wrong
about so many things, like contracep-
tion, IVF, homosexuality, the divinity of
Jesus, the importance of devotion to
Mary, and the Saints, the necessity of
regular confession, the importance of
"objective" morality, and much more.
They seek popularity, not following the
teaching of  Christ, the Church and
Sacred Scripture. They are causing a
great split in the Catholic Church.
Gaudium et Spes (13) says
"Man is split within himself. As a result
all of human life, whether individual or
collective, shows itself to be a dramat-

ic struggle between good and
evil,between light and darkness. In-
deed, man finds that by himself he is
incapable of battling the assaults of
evil successfully, so that everyone
feels as though he is bound by chains.
But the Lord Himself came to free and
strengthen man, renewing him
inwardly and casting out that ‘prince of
this world’ who held him in the bond-
age of sin. For sin has diminished man
blocking his path to fulfilment".
In this the year of the priest, you gave
us Cure d'Ars, St John Vianney as the
saint we, as priests, should be trying to
exemplify.  John Vianney very clearly
realised the split within man; he  rec-
ognised this split within his flock. His
response to their indifferentism was
"I weep because you do not weep".
His pastoral priority was to teach his
indifferent people to desire repentance
and the beauty of God's forgiveness.
He did not court popularity, he did not
engage in person-centred, non-judge-

mental, positive regard;  instead he
was afire with the imperative that each
person is struggling with a fundamen-
tal split in their nature - called to beau-
ty but wounded by sin.
Your predecessor, Pope John Paul  II
described John Vianney's pastoral
strategy: "He had the courage to de-
nounce evil in all its forms; he did not
keep silent, for it was a question of
the eternal salvation of the his faithful
people." (Letter of Pope John Paul II To All
the Priests of the Church for Holy Thursday
1986)
If Bishops and priests are not prepared
to try to act like St John Vianney for the
salvation of souls, they need to be
publicly disciplined,  removed  from
public ministry of priesthood for the
good of the Body of Christ.   We need
such firm discipline in the Catholic
Church in these times when Satan is
clearly running rampant in the world
and in the Church. Like St John
Vianney, you must not court populari-
ty, but be a firm disciplinarian for the
healing of the Catholic Church.
Fr MacTartan is a priest in the west of Scot-
land. A long time reader of CT, this is the
first time he has contributed an article for
publication.The Return of Hugh From The Pew...

Holy Father, I hope you have checked
up on those that have been left in
charge of the sinking ship that is the
Catholic Church in Scotland.
Peter denied Christ three times before
realizing the horror of denial and im-
mediately renounced his sinful way.
He dedicated his life from there on in
to serving the Lord. How many times
has the cock crowed for so many of
our leaders? Yet they still fail to re-
spond.
It is not good enough to carry out
minimal priestly duties, and that is me
being optimistic. Our priests and bish-
ops must be out there preaching the
word of God, calling on all, not just
baptized Catholics, to come to the
Church.
Holy Father, you are under such re-
lentless attack but will you find the
backbone of men to support you when
you land in this ancient nation? Or will
you find a demoralized body of apa-
thetic and complacent men who have
allowed the Church to grind to a halt in
reverse gear?
There is no reason for our priests and
bishops not to be declaring that now is
the time for Scotland to return to The
Faith. There are no other religions
capable of competing. In your pres-

ence, our leaders, especially all of our
bishops, should declare Catholicism to
be the mother religion and the Catholic
Church to be the mother Church of all
Scotland.
You, Holy Father, should be clear in
voicing total commitment to the Catho-
lic Church, that it is the errors of mem-
bers but not the body that has
damaged the proclamation of the Gos-
pel.  As Pope, you must root out the
dissenters who damaged the Church
when times were relevantly good. It
was easier to dismiss the dissenters in
the 1960's because the meltdown was
only just picking up speed. But now we
are at crisis point and so there is no
longer the space for such complacen-
cy. ‘Make heresy history’ must be the
theme of your visit to these shores.
It is time to forget the Protestant bod-
ies for they are no longer even pre-
tending to hold to Christian teaching. It
is a lie to pretend there are disagree-
ments between Christians over things
like sodomite relationships. We cannot
be a Christian and think that sodomy
is ok.
Holy Father, you should remind the
faithful that we are called to encourage
others to become Catholic. Formal
links with the Church of Scotland

should be dropped for they are point-
less, they suck the proselytizing ener-
gy from Catholics and it is also a lie to
Protestants for it is not telling them
the full truth. What sort of Christian
friend does that make us, if we are
prepared to lie to Protestants and not
tell them the full truth of the Church?
Hugh From The Pew hopes to hear
Pope Benedict XVI declare to Scot-
land that there is only one Church
and that all are welcome in the Cath-
olic and Apostolic Church. I also want
to hear each bishop call on each
person in their part of the country to
start attending Mass.
When John Paul II came in 1982 it led
the Catholic Church out of the dark.
This was the start of the Church’s
journey to reclaiming Scotland as her
own. In 2010 you, Pope Benedict,
should confirm Scotland as part of the
mother Church."

Hugh From The Pew  first wrote
for Catholic Truth exactly one
year  ago when he offered some
commentary on the closure of
Scotus seminary - see Issue No.
55, May 2009.  Haste ye back!

Introducing Father MacTartan...

We asked a priest and a layman to tell us what they’d say if they found
themselves alone with the Pope for five minutes during his UK visit...

http://www.sitemeter.com/stats.asp?site=sm5catholictruth
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I firmly believe that from time to time
God picks us up and helps us to walk
again, but only on His terms, not ours!

As a trade union activist  in Carlisle, I
and a few others joined the Socialist
Party in 1999. I stood as the Socialist
candidate in the Botcherby ward in
Carlisle in the local elections in 2000
and got 29.4% of the vote.

After many years as a committed so-
cialist and Marxist, I had no time for
God in my life. A proud atheist and like
my namesake Saint Paul, I was a
persecutor of Christians!

Then in 2001 a broad based Socialist
Alliance was formed across England
and Wales and I stood as the candi-
date in Carlisle in the General Elec-
tion. A year later, I moved to work full
time in London as a Socialist and also
to work part time for the Stop the War
Coalition.

But after moving to London, things
started to change in my heart. On the
tube home I read in the newspapers a
story about a young girl who just had
an abortion under pressure from her
peers and family.

Did I really support abortion? How
much innocent blood was on my own
hands? Was Socialism the answer?

After a couple of years I moved up to
Glasgow and joined the Scottish So-
cialist Party and then when that split
joined Solidarity. But I had more ques-
tions than answers, and on Christmas
Eve 2006  alone in my flat I walked
around looking for a church. Why I am
not sure, but look I did.

I came across a Catholic church, but I
could not bring myself to enter.

After a couple of hours walking around
I felt my heart was starting to open to

Paul Wilcox (pictured) tells the story of
his recent conversion to Catholicism

something that I could only call the
truth.

So after a few weeks of contemplation
I plucked up the courage and walked
into my local church and converted to
Christianity and the Roman Catholic
Church.

As I sat in church before Easter Mass
in 2007, I asked myself the question
what sort of society would the Socialist
paradise be like?

A society that promotes abortion or
child murder by another name! no free
speech unless it’s Socialist policy!

As God was entering my heart, how
could I go on fighting for a cause that
makes the state god and makes it
illegal to follow Jesus Christ?

For this reason I realised that Chris-
tians should not be putting their efforts
into establishing these evil systems.

Socialism is based in the unreasona-
ble belief that natural goodness is in-
herent in humanity. And Socialism is
mainly a human goodness cult that
redefines evil as goodness and rede-
fines goodness as evil.

Though often presented as a display
of love and compassion, Socialism is
actually just the opposite of love and
compassion

As the far left like to shout “another
world is possible!” But since the de-
generacy of the modern world is
founded upon immorality and amorali-
ty, it stands to reason that another
world can only be built upon moral
order and Christian standards of living.

No longer did I believe the words of
Karl Marx and such like, but in the
word of God. I knew in my heart that it
was true. I would accept this gift and
give God control of my life.

I used to refuse to admit the existence
of sin in my life and now I will attempt
to conquer it through lifelong struggle
for a Christian world! God never prom-
ises a problem-free life for His chil-
dren, He does promise to be with them

and give them the means to overcome
all problems. But I truly believe Faith is
inseparable from love and humility and
in the Catholic church I have found a
true home.

Paul Wilcox contacted us via our web-
site recently; we arranged to meet him
and were deeply moved to hear about
his journey from committed Socialist to
Catholic convert. He agreed to write it
up for us...

To read about Hamish Fraser, the
famous Scottish Communist convert to
Catholicism, visit the Apropos website
http://www.apropos.org.uk/hamish.htm

Ed: Paul’s journey continues. He got in
touch with Catholic Truth having come
to realise that the message emanating
from any typical modern parish is not
much different from the message he left
behind in Socialism.  He attended his
first ever Traditional Latin Mass on
Easter Sunday and, asked if he would
return, replied: “definitely!”  Deo Gratias!

For, indeed, although the socialists,
stealing the very Gospel itself with a view
to deceive more easily the unwary, have
been accustomed to distort it so as to suit
their own purposes, nevertheless so
great is the difference between their
teachings and the most pure doctrine of
Christ that none greater could exist: "for
what participation hath justice with injus-
tice or what fellowship hath light with
darkness?"

Their habit, as we have intimated, is al-
ways to maintain that nature has made all
men equal, and that, therefore, neither
honour nor respect is due to majesty, nor
obedience to laws, unless, perhaps, to
those sanctioned by their own good
pleasure. But, on the contrary, in accord-
ance with the teachings of the Gospel,
the equality of men consists in this: that
all, having inherited the same nature, are
called to the same most high dignity of
the sons of God, and that, as one and the
same end is set before all, each one is to
be judged by the same law and will re-
ceive punishment or reward according to
his deserts. The inequality of rights and of
power proceeds from the very Author of
nature, "from whom all paternity in heav-
en and earth is named." But the minds of
princes and their subjects are, according
to Catholic doctrine and precepts, bound
up one with the other in such a manner,
by mutual duties and rights, that the thirst
for power is restrained and the rational
ground of obedience made easy, firm,
and noble.
Quod Apostolici Muneris -  Pope Leo XIII
Encyclical on Socialism, 1878

Catholic Social Teaching...

http://www.apropos.org.uk/hamish.htm
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The Scottish Sun (16/03/10) reported
disgusting comments made by
journalist and broadcaster, Tam
Cowan, towards Galloway priest,
Father Gerry Magee. Both were
attending a function at Kilwinning
Masonic Lodge, during which Cowan
branded Father Magee as “the biggest
paedophile in town”.  Indeed, this
bigoted outburst rightly prompted
condemnation from a wide range of
parties.

However, we must ask ourselves what
Father Magee was doing attending a
Masonic function in the first place.
The Vatican has long been an
outspoken critic of Freemasonry, and
has prohibited Catholics from joining
the fraternity since Pope Clement XII’s
1738 Emenenti Apostolatus Specula.
Pope Leo XIII's encyclical letter
Humanum Genus (1884) reiterated
this ban. The 1917 Code of Canon
Law prescribed excommunication  for
Catholic Masons and the revised 1983
Code of Canon Law, whilst not naming
Freemasonry specifically, states that
those who join are to be punished with
an interdict.(Canon 1374)

The most recent document Quaesitum
Est (1983) states, "The faithful who
enrol in Masonic associations are in a
state of grave sin and may not receive
Holy Communion” and that the
principles of Freemasonry “have
always been considered irreconcilable
with the doctrine of the Church and
therefore membership in them
remains forbidden."

To make matters worse, The Scottish
Sun published a picture of Father
Magee wearing a ceremonial chain of
office and neck tie with an
unidentifiable logo.  Could this be
masonic regalia Father Magee is
wearing?

A concerned Catholic Truth reader
decided to contact the Diocese of
Galloway to ask if the Bishop of
Galloway would be investigating this
incident.  Diocesan Chancellor, Father
Latham wasted no time in defending

Father Magee in light of “his efforts in
ecumenism and in breaking down the
barriers in many communities.”
Apparently, Father Magee has the
support “not only of the Catholic
community but of the wider Christian
community.”  Clearly keeping on the
right side of Protestants and
Freemasons is more important to
Father Latham than upholding
Catholic teaching.  Our reader,
frustrated at Fr Latham's attitude,
forwarded the correspondence to
Catholic Truth, asking us to
investigate.

I called Father Magee on 27th March
2010 to express our sympathy and to
ask him a few questions to clarify
matters.  Father informed me that he
is not a Freemason and the regalia he
is wearing in the picture is the uniform
of a local Rotary Club.  I asked him if
he accepted the Church's teaching on
Freemasonry and he immediately
answered, “no”.  When I asked him to
confirm this dissent he raised his
voice, before answering, “Of course”
(he accepts Church teaching.)  We’re
not so sure.

There would appear to be a link
between Rotary and Freemasonry.
For example, the Rotary Global
History Fellowship's website states, “It
is difficult to be precisely accurate
about the links between the two but
some items have recently surfaced
which confirm that some lodges were
largely, if not entirely composed of
Rotarians.  The discovery of a badge
with the Rotary wheel encircling the
Masonic pair of compasses and the
letter 'G' is evidence of this.”
(www.rotaryfirst100.org)  Therefore, is
it appropriate for a Catholic priest to
be a member of the Rotary Club?

I wrote to Bishop John Cunningham,
Bishop of Galloway, to ask if he
approved of Father Magee's
attendance at a function in a Masonic
Lodge and membership of the Rotary
Club.  Bishop Cunningham replied by
attempting to play down the danger of

Freemasonry.  According to the
bishop, atheistic communism is much
more damaging to the Church than
Freemasonry and “freemasonry was
not felt to be the same the world over
and it should be dealt with locally”
(29/03/10)  I have replied to Bishop
Cunningham, asking for sources to
support his claims.

The bishop also states that “The
Catholic Church does not have an
official policy with regard to
membership of the Rotary Club.”  In
fact, this would appear to be
inaccurate. As recently as 20th
December, 1950, the Cardinals of the
Holy Office met in plenary session and
thereafter issued the following decree,
“Members of the clergy may not
belong to a Rotary Club association or
take part in its meetings.”  I can find no
trace of any subsequent rescinding of
this ruling.

It is without doubt that Father Magee
suffered great embarrassment and
distress at the hands of Tam Cowan.
The attack was unprovoked and
unjustified.  However, it cannot be
denied that through his highly
questionable, illicit  lifestyle choices,
he put himself in this position.  More
worrying is his superiors' attempts to
justify these choices, which, to say the
least, are incompatible with priestly
life. Bishop Cunningham, surely, must
make it clear to his priests and the lay
people of the Diocese of Galloway,
that Freemasonry  (and quite possibly
the Rotary Club) is a danger to the
Church and those who choose to join
or promote this organisation “are in a
state of grave sin and may not receive
Holy Communion...."

Catholic Truth columnist and
researcher, Raymond O'Leary is a
young husband and father, residing
in the West of Scotland.

"The faithful who enrol in Masonic
associations are in a state of grave sin
and may not receive Holy Commun-
ion...
(T)he Church’s negative judgment in
regard to Masonic association remains
unchanged since their principles have
always been considered irreconcilable
with the doctrine of the Church and
therefore membership in them remains
forbidden." (Quaesitum est, CDF, 1983)

http://www.rotaryfirst100.org
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The Editor
Catholic Truth,

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

Email:
editor@catholictruthscotland.com

N O T I C E . . .

Thanks to everyone who donated to our
funds following the March edition.  We
very much appreciate your generosity.
Thanks, too, for readers’ prayers for Miss
McMoneypenny who has still not regained
her speech and is bravely living with the
prognosis that she will never walk again.
Her husband plans to take her to Lourdes
in July and we’re also praying to Pope
Pius XII  for  a first class miracle cure now
that he is on the official road to canonisa-
tion.
Please ask him to obtain this cure for Bet-
ty who is, nevertheless, resigned, in much
sadness,  to accepting this cross if it is
God’s will for her.

Pope Pius XII, pray for her; Our Lady of
Lourdes, Health of the Sick, pray for her...

Re: article on Faith Movement, Janu-
ary 10 (Issue No. 59).
The evolutionary stance of the Faith
Movement is derived not from 21st

century science but from the personal
convictions of Fr Edward Holloway
which were developed in his seminal
work Catholicism – a New Synthesis
in the 1940s, published in England in
1969.  This book assumes (citing no
proof) that evolution is an established
fact, and claims to provide a “true
development of doctrine” as an
“alternative to the thought of Teilhard
de Chardin”. To date, its philosophical
and theological speculations on how
evolution can be reconciled with Cath-
olic doctrine do not appear to have
convinced either the Holy See, from
Pope Pius XII onwards, or two gener-
ations of materialistic British scien-
tists. Since the 1970s, some informed
Catholics have challenged the Faith
position of rejecting traditional belief in
Special Creation in favour of the un-
proven hypothesis of  evolution, and
pointed out the inherent problems of
their implications. This was the subject
of a public debate in London just 20
years ago, with Fr Roger Nesbitt and
Fr Peter Lessiter presenting vigorous
but opposing sides, though no vote
was taken.

Despite there being no mention of this
in Fr Holloway’s  503-page tome, it
was revealed in a booklet published
by Faith in 1988 that his unshakeable
confidence in the truth of evolution
came from his belief that his mother
had received a divine locution. In the
booklet God’s Master Key – the Law
of Control and Direction (1988),
Agnes Holloway describes her experi-
ence of hearing a voice telling her
evolution was true - she was con-
vinced that the Blessed Trinity gave
her this truth and that her son was
destined to save the Church through
promoting and defending this mes-
sage. She said that within five minutes
she changed from being totally
against evolution to, “I would ... have
died for the truth of it”. Had there been
some preparation  for this sudden
volte-face?  Yes - she had been regu-
larly reading the magazine The Sci-
ence of Life by J. Huxley and H.G.
Wells, two of the most prominent mili-
tant anti-Catholic atheist scientists of

I recently overheard my daughter sing-
ing something in praise of the Hindu
god Shiva.  When I enquired where
she had got this she said she had

her day, promoting the Darwinian con-
cept of evolution.

While we wish to cast no doubt on the
personal piety and sincerity of the Hol-
loways or of the good works of the
Faith priests and supporters, we are
entitled to question the intellectual ba-
sis of this organisation which seeks to
replace traditional Catholic doctrine of
origins with a ‘new synthesis’ founded
on Darwinism. These ideas were de-
veloped prior to the discovery of DNA
and the papal encyclical Humani
Generis in 1950, not to mention all the
scientific evidence, arguments and
books since published that now leave
evolution ‘a theory in crisis’. Even be-
fore then, detailed refutations of the
‘theistic evolution’ position had been
written by eminent Catholics, e.g. The
Case Against Evolution, by scientist
and theologian Mgr G.B. O’Toole
(1925), and in 1959 the English trans-
lation of The Theory of Evolution,
Judged by Reason and Faith, by Car-
dinal E. Ruffini.

Although not all publications of the
Faith Movement overtly refer to its
evolutionary position, its philosophical
basis and aims remain the same, and
can be read on their website:
However the vision of Christ and of his
work presented by Agnes and Edward
Holloway is always to remain central to
the Faith Movement - indeed it is its
sole identity and reason for existing.
[see
www.faith.org.uk/WhyFaith/AimsAndI
deals.htm#inspiration]
For a more detailed critique of the
subject, please see the website of the
Kolbe Center, www.kolbecenter.org,
under ‘features/articles and
essays/”Evolutionary Ideas Amongst
the Faithful in Britain”, or for a printed
article write to Daylight Origins Socie-
ty, 19 Francis Avenue, St Albans, AL3
6BL. Anthony Nevard, by email

been taking part in something called
Samaagam at the local Catholic pri-
mary school.
On further investigation I discovered
that Samaagam is "A seven week in-
school workshop programme of Indian
dance and music led by Dance Ihaya-
mi (Scotland’s first Indian dance com-
pany.)"  As I didn't send her to a
Catholic school so that she could
come home singing about pagan dei-
ties I withdrew her from this activity.
The sad thing is that nobody sees
anything wrong or un-Catholic about it
and that it gives credence to falsehood.
I'll write to Bishop Logan but judging by
the one line response I got to my letter
complaining about the introduction of
sex education in Catholic primary
schools I'll not hold my breath.
After all the Pope enters synagogues
and our bishops are seen banging
pots in the name of ecumenism.  It's a
far cry from our glorious martyrs, many
of whom were offered their lives in
return for burning a single grain of
incense to false deities yet chose to
honour the First Commandment. Keep
up the good work.

Mark Simmons, Perth

Anthony Nevard - Head of Learning
Support, previously Head of Biology at
a Catholic secondary school in Hert-
fordshire.  He has been involved in the
origins debate since 1977. Secretary of
Daylight Origins Society.

mailto:editor@catholictruthscotland.com
mailto:editor@catholictruthscotland.com
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I am delighted to have discovered
your splendid website which I will
recommend to our readers.

Armiger Jagoe, editor,
The Joyful Catholic

http://thejoyfulcatholic.wordpress.com/

Thank you for the latest issue of CT .
I wish to congratulate you on the ser-
mon of St Alphonsus on the abuse of
Divine Mercy.  This is a topic that has
sadly been missing from the pulpit for
years and years. I found it very very
good.
Now for the criticism. Middlesbrough,
Fr McNicholas. He wants people to
receive under both kinds. I can't see
what the objection is. It is merely a
more complete sign. It does not mean
you don't receive the whole Christ
unless you receive under both kinds.
It's just a more complete sign . . That's
it . . .Your choice.
You say that Our Lord was addressing
his priests when he said eat and drink
as though He never intended us (laity)
to receive that way as well. How do
you know? You don't; but we listen to
the authentic tradition of the Church
as to how the Holy Mass evolved and
came down to us.  I know there was an
awful interference by trendy clerics
who changed the Mass to what it is
today. But just because in the 'old'
Mass we only received under one kind
does not mean the current rules are in
any way wrong.
I take far greater exception to Holy
Communion in the hand. This I believe
is just not good enough in the current
climate of irreverence, disrespect for
the sacred etc .
Paul Hellyer, Leeds
Ed: I asked ‘Father MacBagpipes’ to com-
ment on this subject; in response, he for-
warded the teaching in the Catechism of
the Council of Trent - see p.13.  Thank you
Father.

Very many thanks for your wonderful
paper which I look forward, so much,
to reading.
The  state of the Church in Scotland is
in a sad and sorry state, like its sister
church here in Ireland and indeed,
globally, at this stage.  Our clergy right
up from the bottom to the top don’t

I hope you are well and Catholic Truth
expanding. God bless CT and a very
happy Easter. A Priest, Ireland
Ed: thank you, Father, for your kind words
and very generous donation.

Thank you for sending me a copy of
the article which you wrote about me
and the Curate’s Diary. In order that I
may make an appropriate response, I
would like you to send me the follow-
ing information:
1.   You accuse me of lack of courtesy
in failing to reply to your claimed email.
Given that I am absolutely satisfied
that I received no such email, please
tell me the precise email address to
which you sent the email.
Ed: I sent the email to the address given
by your secretary, Martina, when I phoned.
She said it would be best if I emailed you
direct on fatherthaddey@eircom.net I read
it over to her a couple of times to check I
had taken it down correctly. Since it did not
bounce back, I naturally presumed you’d
received it. Apologies if I got it wrong.

2. In reference to Pope John Paul’s
desire to go to Medjugorje, you accuse
me of making statements for which
“there is no evidence... at all.” Given
that Pope John Paul’s desire to go to
Medjugorje has been publicly con-
firmed by the procurator of the cause
of his beatification, is it a case that you
publicly accused me of making state-
ments for which “there is no evidence
...at all” without first checking your
facts or (do) you consider the public
testimony of the procurator, Mgr Sla-
womir Oder “no evidence ...at all”?
Ed: even if Mgr Procurator did claim that
Pope John Paul II wished to go to Med-
jugorje, it would be, as you acknowledge
yourself, nothing more than his
“testimony.” Since the Medjugorje industry
has made many and wild claims of support
from popes over the years, I don’t believe
this claim any more than any of the rest.
Indeed, Cardinal Ratzinger confirmed the
falsity of these alleged statements by the

Holy Father and by himself in a statement
of July, 1998. In response to an inquiry
from a reporter about some of JPII and
Cardinal Ratzinger's alleged sayings, he
writes: ... I can only say that the statements
attributed to the Holy Father and me are
freely invented. Josef Ratzinger. To read
the Cardinal, quoted in full, visit
http://athanasiuscm.blogspot.com/2009/0
2/john-paul-ii-and-medjugorje.html

3. You publicly accuse me of being
‘heterodox.”  In order that I may defend
myself against this utterly defamatory
allegation, I would be grateful if you
supplied me with the basis on which
you make this allegation, giving partic-
ular reference to the articles in the
Catechism of the Catholic Church that
you deem me in breach of.
Ed: What about CCC # 2464, given your
failure to tell your readers the whole truth?
“The eighth commandment forbids misrep-
resenting the truth in our relations with
others...”  (CCC #2464). Your small-print
disclaimer about Medjugorje being your
private belief is not good enough. You are
encouraging belief in this unapproved,
controversial phenomenon and you tell
your readers that the Consecration to Rus-
sia has been done when evidence
abounds that this is not the case.

4. Given that part of your attack cen-
tres on my position on Medjugorje,
may I ask if you accept the jurisdiction
of the new commission on Medjugorje
under the presidency of Cardinal
Camillo Ruini that has been an-
nounced by the Vatican, and you are
willing to abide by the findings of the
commission?
Ed: Commissions don’t have any authority.
Even Pope Paul VI didn’t feel bound by the
findings of his birth control commission -
hence Humanae Vitae!

5. Given the level of your adherence to
the views of the Bishop of Mostar in
relation to Medjugorje, are you pre-
pared to give equal adherence to the
bishop with responsibility for Fatima
and to the Portuguese Bishops’ Con-
ference in relation to matters connect-
ed with Fatima?
Ed: Fatima is an approved apparition. Your
question, therefore, is irrelevant. The point
at issue is your refusal to accept the legiti-
mate authority of the Bishop of Mostar to
pronounce on alleged private revelations. I
accept  that Bishops have that authority.
They do not, however, have the authority
to permit an approved shrine to be dese-
crated, as did the Fatima Bishop when he
allowed Hindus to worship false gods there.

Father Thaddeus Doyle, Ireland

seem to get it! Tens of thousands of
people are now lost to the Church,
some are hanging in there and, of
course many more are going back to
the traditional Mass of All time - thank
God for the Society of St Pius X who
now have many Mass centres in Ire-
land even if one has to travel long
distances to get the holy Mass of Tra-
dition.
Obviously, you are concerned with
local churches in Scotland but you
present information on church activi-
ties both local and otherwise and that
is so interesting.
God bless you and your helpers and
all the super work you are doing for the
Catholic Church and for Christ the
King. May He bless you abundantly.
Carmel Burke, Irish Republic

If you’d like to write to us, see contact
details on p.8. Please keep letters short
to avoid editing.  Be clear. Be concise.

http://athanasiuscm.blogspot.com/2009/02/john-paul-ii-and-medjugorje.html


I have come to Scotland to unteach heresy... St. John Ogilvie

10

Sermon extracts: St Alphonsus on the unhappy life of sinners
and on the happy life of those who love God ... St John Ogilvie

Feast 10 March

O misery of poor sinners! By their sins
they not only condemn themselves to
eternal torments in the next, but to an
unhappy life in this world...
1. Unhappy life of sinners.
The Devil deceives sinners and
makes them imagine that by indulging
their sensual appetites they shall lead
a life of happiness. But there is no
peace for those who offend God:
“There is no peace to the wicked” saith
the Lord (Isaiah X1viii.22).

Brute animals that have been created
for this world enjoy peace in sensual
delights. Give to a dog a bone, and he
is perfectly content; give to an ox a
bundle of hay, and he desires nothing
more. But man, who has been created
for God, to love God, and to be united
to him, can be made happy only by
God, and not by the world, though it
should enrich him with all its goods.
What are worldly goods? They may all
be reduced to pleasures of sense, to
riches and to honours. “All that is in
the world” says St John, “is the con-
cupiscence of the flesh.”
St Bernard says that  a man may be
puffed up with  earthly goods,but can
never be made content or happy with
them. How can earth, wind and dung
satisfy the heart of man?
In his comment on these words of St
Peter: “behold, we have left all things”
the same saint says that he saw in the
world different classes of fools. All had
a great desire of happiness.  Some,
such as the avaricious (the greedy)
were content with riches; others, am-
bitious of honours and of praise, were
satisfied with wind; others, seated
round a furnace swallowed the sparks
that were thrown from it - these were
the passionate and vindictive; others
in fine, drank fetid water from a stag-
nant pool - and these were the volup-
tuous and unchaste.
O fools! Adds the saint, do you not
perceive that all these things, from
which you seek content, do not satisfy,
but, on the contrary, increase the crav-
ings of your heart?  Of this we have a

striking example in Alexander the
Great, who, after having conquered
half the world, burst into tears because
he was not master of the whole earth.
Many expect to find peace in accumu-
lating riches but the enjoyment of rich-
es excites, rather than satisfies, the
desire for wealth. Poor worldlings!
they labour and toil to acquire an in-
crease of wealth and property but they
never enjoy repose. The more they
accumulate riches, the greater their
disquietude and vexation. The rich of
this world are, of all men, the most
miserable; because the more they
possess, the more they desire to pos-
sess.

The appellation of fool
was justly given to the
rich man in the Gospel
(Luke xii.19)

The rich of this world never succeed in
attaining all the objects of their wishes
and therefore they are far poorer than
men who have but a competency and
seek God alone. To the saints, be-
cause they possess God, nothing is
wanting: to the worldly rich, who are
deprived of God, all things are want-
ing, because they want peace.
The appellation of fool was, therefore,
justly given to the rich man in the
Gospel who, because his land brought
forth plenty of fruits, said to his soul:
“Soul, thou hast much goods laid up
for many years: take rest, eat, drink,
make good cheer” (Luke xii.19). But this
man was called a fool: “Thou fool, this
night do they require thy soul of thee;
and whose shall those things be which
thou hast provided?” (v.20)

And why was he called a fool? Be-
cause he imagined that by these
goods - by eating and drinking - he
should be content, and should enjoy
peace. “Numquid”, says St Basil of
Seleuia, “animam porcinam habes?”
Hast thou the soul of a brute, that thou
expectest to make it happy by eating
and drinking?

2. The happy life of those who
     love God.
“Justice and peace have kissed”
(Ps.1xxxiv.11) Peace resides in every
soul in which justice dwells.  Hence
David said: “Delight in the Lord, and he
will give thee the  requests of thy
heart”(xxxvi.4.) To understand this text,
we must consider that worldlings seek
to satisfy  the desire of their hearts with
the goods of this earth; but, because
those cannot make them happy, their
hearts continually make fresh de-
mands, hence the Prophet says:
“Delight in the Lord, and he will give
thee the requests of thy heart.”  Give
up creatures, seek your delight in God,
and he will satisfy all the cravings of
your heart.
This is what happened to St Augus-
tine, who, as long as he sought happi-
ness in creatures, never enjoyed
peace; but as soon as he renounced
them, and gave to God all the affec-
tions of his heart, he exclaimed: “all
things are hard, O Lord, and thou
alone art repose.” As if he said: Ah
Lord, I now know my folly.  I expected
to find felicity in earthly pleasures; but
now I know that they are only vanity
and affliction of spirits, and  that thou
alone art the peace and joy  of our
hearts.
It is necessary to persuade ourselves
of this truth, that God alone can give
content. Worldlings do not wish to be
convinced of it, through an apprehen-
sion that, if they give  themselves to
God, they shall lead a life of bitterness
and discontent. But with the Royal
Prophet I say to them: “O taste and
see that the Lord is sweet” (Ps.xxxiii.9)
Begin to make a trial of it; hear Mass
every day; practise mental prayer and
visitation of the most holy sacrament;
go to Communion at least once a
week; fly  from evil conversations; walk
always with God; and you shall see
that, by such a life, you will enjoy that
sweetness and peace which the world,
with all its delights, has not hitherto
been able to give  you.

Traditional Mass Centres
(Confessions available)

www.sspx.co.uk
provides links to traditional Mass

centres all over the world.

From Sermons of  St  Alphonsus Liguori
For all the Sundays of the year. Tan Books.

http://www.sspx.co.uk
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The secular press has had it in for
Joseph Ratzinger for going on three
decades. Before his election as Pope
in the spring of 2005, he was routinely
derided in his homeland as the Pan-
zerkardinal (“tank cardinal”) and cari-
catured in North America as the
“Enforcer” or even the “Rottweiler.”
The roots of this negative reputation
stretch back at least as far as the
book-length interview he granted to
the Italian journalist Vittorio Messori
that catapulted him to global fame
when published as The Ratzinger Re-
port in 1985. Prior to that juncture, as
a heavyweight German academic who
had leapfrogged over a major episco-
pal see (Munich-Freising) to become
a leading official in the Roman curia
(as cardinal prefect of the Congrega-
tion for the Doctrine of the Faith) under
the still new John Paul II, Ratzinger’s
was hardly a household name.
But shrewd observers must wonder
about the startling disproportion be-
tween the enormous hue and cry arti-
ficially whipped up by the media and
the softly spoken real life figure who
seems always to have avoided hyper-
bole like the plague.
Even though the curial department
over which he presided for almost a
quarter century is the direct heir to the
16th-century Inquisition, the discipli-
nary measures dealt out by Ratzinger
against barely a score of wildly Mod-
ernist (actually mostly apostate) theo-
logians over more than two decades
add up to a string of fairly mild cen-
sures, gentle slaps on the wrist in
most cases.
Hans Küng lost the right to teach the-
ology as an accredited representative
of the magisterium (as his missio ca-
nonica was stripped from him), but
(despite his clear disavowal of the
divinity of Christ!) retained his status
as an incardinated (=rostered) Roman
Catholic priest, and he has, well,
greatly profited in fame and fortune
from his much trumpeted role as
Rome’s chief dissident. Had he rather
than Ratzinger landed in the chair of
cardinal prefect back in the early
1980s, the media would have shown
no sympathy for the advocates of tra-
ditional Christianity that a totalitarian

liberal such as Küng would have
hounded to the remotest margins of
Church life; ironically, there is no more
illiberal force on earth than a liberal
with his hands on the levers of power.
Moreover, when someone takes the
trouble to examine Ratzinger’s huge
opus over close to six decades as a
professional theologian, they make
the discovery that he occupies a cen-
trist position in the constellation of
modern Roman Catholic theology; he
is at most mildly “conservative”, the
“ultra-conservative” label routinely af-
fixed to him by most sections of the
press being sheerly laughable.

anti-Christian positions embraced
even by theology students (led by
such figures as the radical Tübingen
exegete Ernst Käsemann)  in the
Student uprisings of 1968
(Achtundsechziger [“68ers”] is an ac-
tual word in modern German), Ratz-
inger firmed up his centrist
credentials and switched his support
from the left-leaning magazine Concil-
ium (the house organ of Küng & Co.)
to the middle of the road Communio
(the substitute publication of von
Balthasar and friends).
Clearly, the Modernists who surged
forth to theological dominance in the
wake of Vatican II have never forgiven
Ratzinger for his “betrayal” of their
cause; in their books (literally, in the
case of Küng’s interminable memoirs)
he is and remains a cross between
Brutus and Judas Iscariot. At least
some of his media woes are attributa-
ble to the Modernists’ insatiable thirst
for revenge for, say, his pointed cri-
tique of Gaudium et spes written ten
years after the close of the Council...
Yes, Vatican II was infected by the
dementedly schwärmerisch optimism
of the Kennedy era (Principles of
Catholic Theology, 372; 383). Yes,
Gaudium et spes considers the
“world” a positive entity, with which it
seeks dialogue and cooperation with
a view to building jointly with it a better
global state of affairs (Principles,
379f.). Had he lived much longer, Her-
mann Sasse,1 who was careful to reg-
ister both the strengths and the
weaknesses of Vatican II, would sure-
ly have added his Yea and Amen to
Ratzinger’s analysis of Gaudium et
spes.
As they still pretend that everything in
the post-Vatican II Roman Catholic
garden is fine and dandy, the Modern-
ists undoubtedly continue greatly to
resent Ratzinger’s telling Vittorio Mes-
sori in the early 1980s how “we must
speak …of a crisis of faith and of the
Church” (Ratzinger Report, 44; “the
gravity of the crisis,” 62;  “in this con-
fused period, when truly every type of
heretical aberration seems to be
pressing upon the doors of the au-
thentic faith,” 105).
Later in the same decade I headed
the first chapter of CLD’s Eschatology
volume “General Apostasy: the Sign
of our Time.” Guess what? Ratzinger,
the GAFCON Anglicans, and I are
spot on. Might there be something
slightly fishy in the direction ELCA,
ELCiC, TEC (the US Episcopalians),
and the Anglican Church of Canada

(on Hans Kung et al)
...there is no more
illiberal force on earth
than a liberal with his
hands on the levers of
power.
As I set forth the Roman Catholic
reality in our St. Catharines Religious
Bodies (Comparative Symbolics)
course, I point out the current uneasy
coexistence of three groupings in that
vast church body.
Modernism on the rampage (or the
elephant actually destroying the
living room)
In the one corner are the media-sup-
ported Modernists, those who do not
acknowledge the definitive quality of
God’s unsurpassable self-revelation
in Christ, and who thus regard faith
and practice not as givens to be hand-
ed down intact but as man-made con-
structs to be refashioned at whim
according to the capricious desire of
succeeding generations.
Roundly condemned and solemnly
proscribed by Pius X (1903-1914) and
still held back to a great extent by
Pius XII (1939-1958), the Modernists
crawled out of the woodwork during
the reign of John XXIII (1958-1963),
and Modernism swiftly rose to a dom-
inant position in Roman Catholic the-
ology in, with, under, and around the
(sixteen) officially promulgated docu-
ments of Vatican II (1962-1965).
As a young theologian, Ratzinger at-
tended Vatican II as a peritus
(=expert) of somewhat “progressive”
tendencies. By Council’s close he
was uneasy over the tone and content
of its last document, Gaudium et
spes, the Pastoral Constitution on the
Church and the Modern World.
Shocked to the core by the virulently

Continued on p.15...
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The date of June 17th
2001 had been marked in
Cardinal Winning's diary
for well over a year. It

Statement issued by the Archdiocese of Glasgow on the
death of Cardinal Thomas J. Winning, 17 June, 2001.

by the organiser of the event when the
news was made public that the Cardi-
nal had died that morning. (Ed: now, the
simplest soul in Christendom would have
found this food for thought - and then some.
This is “take the hint” with flags flying.)
His death was announced to the peo-
ple gathered to hear him speak and
now were being asked to pray for him
in death. (Ed:  Protestants reject the prac-
tice of praying for the dead so that’s an ecu-
menical gaffe if ever there was one.)

would be easy to see the publication of
the King James Version of the Bible as
a stumbling block between those of us
from a Catholic background and those
from the Reformed tradition. (Ed: that’s
because, sadly, it is!)

But I prefer to see it as part of what I
have described already, part of the
on-going appreciation of the whole
Christian Church of the importance
and centrality of the Word of God to
our very existence as Christians. King
James wanted to provide a common
Bible for the English-speaking world.
The Church wanted scripture to have
its rightful place of honour. Hence, he
authorized a translation of the Bible
into English that came to be known as
the Authorized Version. (Ed: the King
James version is only authorised in the Prot-
estant churches. And what an insult for the
Cardinal to give credence to the lie that Cath-
olics have been prevented  from reading the
Bible.)3

That ambition was both noble and
far-sighted. It was an idea and a vision
that was both stunningly new and yet
as old as the writing of the scriptures
themselves: Tell the story of God’s
plan in the language of God’s people.
It was exactly what the Evangelists did
in common Greek; it was what Jerome
did in common Latin and now it was to
be done in common English......the
King James Version of the Bible, has
been, the classical literary translation
for Christians of the reform throughout
the English-speaking world... (Ed: no-
tice how ‘Christians of the Reform’ seem to
be here to stay -  a separate group from the
Catholic Church but equally valid.  No hint of
any return to the one true fold).

As a Cardinal of the Roman Church, I
do not hesitate to give thanks for the
beauty, the power and the language of
the King James Bible, (Ed: whereas,
what a Cardinal of the Roman Church should
do, skilfully and tactfully - is condemn its
errors) I do not hesitate to give thanks
for all those people who have been
inspired by this translation of the Sa-
cred Texts and who, thus inspired,
have given witness to their faith in
Jesus Christ as Lord and Saviour.
Few books – perhaps only the works
of Shakespeare come close – have
shaped our language so profoundly. In
shaping our language, the King James
Version has also shaped our society

My dear brothers and sisters in Christ,
It is a great privilege for me to be here
with you on this Sunday morning to
share with you an occasion of great
ecumenical significance as well as his-
torical importance... It was here in
Burntisland that 400 years ago the
King James edition of the Bible came
to be presented to the Church of Scot-
land. The impact of this event and this
bible on the life and culture of Scotland
in the succeeding centuries is difficult
to over-emphasise. That version of the
Sacred Scriptures has nourished the
piety and beliefs of countless genera-
tions of Scots over the centuries, offer-
ing them an essential anchoring in the
word of God, together with an appreci-
ation of the beauty of language at the
service of faith... (Ed: the Cardinal fails to
explain how it is possible to be “anchored” in
the Faith if one is not only divorced from the
visible body of Christ’s Church but also tak-
ing one’s nourishment from a faulty transla-
tion of Scripture, missing, by the way,
several Old Testament books.)2

Over the centuries the still-united
Christian Church did much to open to
the people of God the treasures of the
Word of God...(Ed: Christ bequeathed uni-
ty on His Church from the beginning. Chris-
tendom is disunited, that is, those calling
themselves ‘Christians’ - not the Church
founded by Christ. It is uncharitable to give
the false impression that everyone is “in the
Church” when, thanks to unfaithful priests
like Knox and Luther, they are, in fact, in
schism - separated from the Church.)

Four centuries ago, as part of that
constant desire to fire the hearts of
God’s people with the power of his
word, came the translation of the sa-
cred text which we recall today. It

Cardinal Winning:  3 June 1925 - 17 June, 2001.

was an important day in that diary.
No-one knew what that day's eventual
significance would be (Ed: and the penny
has still not dropped.)

The Bible Society had invited the Car-
dinal to preach at a service to mark
the 400th Anniversary of the King
James Version of the Bible. He was
"chuffed" that a Cardinal, a Catholic,
should have been invited to preach at
a service marking an important stage
in the life of the English version of the
Scriptures, a stage brought into being
by the Reformers at a General As-
sembly of the Church of Scotland. He
was delighted therefore to accept the
invitation and had looked forward to
the event with some eagerness. (Ed:
note the inversion. A Cardinal might be
“chuffed” if the Pope gives him some spe-
cial task but an invitation to praise a Protes-
tant Bible which even their own scholars
acknowledge is full of errors?)1

As it was to transpire, on June 8th
2001, he had a heart attack which
meant the cancellation of his appoint-
ments for at least three months. (Ed: it
was at this stage that the Cardinal should
have taken the hint and cancelled the date
for good. Literally.)

The Bible Society was informed of his
cancellation of this engagement, but
also that the sermon he was to give
already existed, it was prepared and
ready. If they were willing, someone
else would come and read the sermon
that he had prepared for them. They
graciously accepted this arrange-
ment.. And so, Monsignor Peter
Smith, the Diocesan Chancellor, left
Glasgow early on the morning of June
17th heading for Burntisland where
the King James Bible had been pub-
lished 400 years ago.
On the way to the service he was
called back to Glasgow since the Car-
dinal had had another heart attack
and the paramedics were with him. A
message was passed to the congre-
gation of Burntisland that a "crisis" had
meant a change in plan and Mgr.
Smith had returned to Glasgow. (Ed:
talk about “take the hint - big time!)

The Sermon was then faxed to the
local police station in Burntisland and
was being read to the Congregation

Some readers were astonished at our March reports on
plans for Catholic pupils in Scotland to celebrate the
Protestant Reformation. Seems people are forgetting
the plans nine years ago to celebrate another Protes-
tant landmark.  As we approach the ninth anniversary of
the death of Cardinal Winning, then, we reflect on the
old adage that if you want to make God laugh, tell Him
your plans (especially your ecumenical plans)...

Editorial comment added

Below, extract From Cardinal
Winning’s Sermon in Burntisland
Parish Church to mark the 400th
Anniversary of the publication of the
King James Version of the Bible ...

Continued on p.13
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Celebrating Schism - Continued from p.12
and influenced profoundly our Scottish
(and English) ways of thinking.
And while I may have some theologi-
cal difficulties with the reformers’ no-
tion of "Sola Scriptura"... (Ed: “may
have?” ‘Sola Scriptura’ is an error con-
demned in the Bible itself.) 4

...nevertheless I pay tribute to the
Church of Scotland for its staunch
commitment over the centuries to pre-
serving the tradition of regular scrip-
ture reading as an essential part of the
Christian life. (Ed: if only he’d paid tribute
to the staunch commitment of Archbishop
Lefebvre for preserving the the traditional
Mass as an essential part of the Christian
life.)

In our own time, the Catholic Church
has rediscovered, in many ways, the
importance of this nourishment for our
individual and community lives.
The Second Vatican Council, which
took place in the early 1960's called
for an ever more complete presenta-
tion of the scriptures to the faithful for
their spiritual nourishment...
(Ed: see footnote 3 below to correct this
falsehood.) End of extract.

Source: Archdiocese of Glasgow
http://www.rcag.org.uk/documents/ca
rdinal_lastsermon.pdf

1 Why I Do Not Think the King James Bible Is the
Best Translation Available Today by Daniel B. Wallace
Daniel B. Wallace has taught Greek and New Testa-
ment courses on a graduate school level since 1979.
He has a Ph.D. from Dallas Theological Seminary,
and is currently professor of New Testament Studies
at his alma mater.

His Greek Grammar Beyond the Basics: An Exegeti-
cal Syntax of the New Testament (Zondervan, 1996)
has become a standard textbook in colleges and sem-
inaries. He is the senior New Testament editor of the
NET Bible. Dr. Wallace is also the Executive Director
for the Center for the Study of New Testament Manu-
scripts. See http://www.bible.org

2 Protestants accuse the Catholic Church of adding
books to the Bible. This is false, since the Catholic
Church accepts as Scripture the same Old Testament
canon as did the apostles and the early Church. Lat-
er, Protestant churches chose to publish a different
version of the Old Testament in their Bibles—the King
James version, with seven books of the original canon
missing.

3 Pope Leo XIII (2 March 1810 - 20 July 1903), grant-
ed an indulgence of 300 days to all the faithful who
spent at least a quarter of an hour daily reading Sa-
cred Scripture with reverence. It is a myth to claim
that Catholic were prevented from reading the bible
until Vatican II. Nonsense.

4 The Bible does not refer to Scripture as the exclu-
sive source of the Word of God. Jesus Himself is the
Word (Jn. 1:1, 14), and in 1 Thess 2:13, St. Paul’s
first epistle, he refers to .the Word of God which you
heard from us.. There St. Paul is clearly referring to
Tradition -oral apostolic teaching:  See also Acts 8:30-
31, 2 Peter 1:20-21; 3.15 and 1 Timothy 3:15. “The
Church” and not the Bible alone is “the pillar and
bulwark of the truth.”

Why The Celebrant Alone Receives Un-
der Both Species (from the Catechism
of the Council of Trent, 1566)

Catechism of the Council of Trent - Continued from Letters, p.9

Finally, a most important reason was
the necessity of opposing the heresy
of those who denied that Christ, whole
and entire, is contained under either
species, and asserted that the body is
contained under the species of bread
without the blood, and the blood under
the species of wine without the body.
In order, therefore, to place more
clearly before the eyes of all the truth
of the Catholic faith, Communion un-
der one kind, that is, under the species
of bread, was most wisely introduced.
Compliments of Father MacBagpipes...

Christ the Lord,
it is true, as has
been explained
by the Council of

Trent, instituted and delivered to His
Apostles at His Last Supper this most
sublime Sacrament under the species
of bread and wine; but it does not
follow that by doing so our Lord and
Saviour established a law ordering its
administration to all the faithful under
both species. For speaking of this
Sacrament, He Himself frequently
mentions it under one kind only,
as, for instance, when He says: If any
man eat of this bread, he shall live for
ever, and: The bread that I will give is
my flesh for the life of the world, and:
He that eateth this bread shall live for
ever.

It is clear that the Church was influ-
enced by numerous and most cogent
reasons, not only to approve, but also
to confirm by authority of its decree,
the general practice of communicat-
ing under one species. In the first
place, the greatest caution was nec-
essary to avoid spilling the blood of
the Lord on the ground, a thing that
seemed not easily to be avoided, if
the chalice were administered in a
large assemblage of the people.

In the next place, whereas the Holy
Eucharist ought to be in readiness for
the sick, it was very much to be appre-
hended, were the species of wine to
remain long unconsumed, that it
might turn acid.

Besides, there are many who cannot
at all bear the taste or even the smell
of wine. Lest, therefore, what is in-
tended for the spiritual health should
prove hurtful to the health of the body,
it has been most prudently provided
by the Church that it should be admin-
istered to the people under the spe-
cies of bread only.

We may also further observe that in
many countries wine is extremely
scarce; nor can it, moreover, be
brought from elsewhere without incur-
ring very heavy expenses and en-
countering very tedious and difficult
journeys.

Ed: I emailed the above section from the
Catechism of the Council of Trent to Paul
Hellyer (see Letters, p.9) and to his credit,
he replied generously, as follows: Thanks
for that. It is a very good explanation. In
fact the Precious Blood has been spilt in
my church and unceremoniously dealt with
using an old rag. It's all very distressing.
Until our culture increases its reverence for
the sacred then all these things, including
Holy Communion in the hand should be
suspended until we come to a gentler more
reverent age. Paul

St Joseph is the patron saint of several
countries, e.g. Canada, and we pray to
him for a holy death, chastity, orphans,
marriage and families, inns and inn-
keepers, refugees, fundraisers and car-
penters. He is the most powerful of the
saints, as the following fun story illus-
trates:

Once there was a man who prayed only
to St. Joseph. When he died and ar-
rived at the Pearly Gates, St. Peter
refused to let him in, since he’d only
prayed to St. Joseph.

The man said: “Since I've come all the
way here, let me at least meet him."

So St. Peter sent for St. Joseph who
came and invited the man in.

Peter continued to bar the way. A big
argument ensued, and St. Joseph end-
ed up saying to St. Peter, "Either you let
him in, or I'm taking my wife and my Boy
and I will be moving Paradise some-
where else."

St Joseph The Worker,
pray for us!

Celebrating the
Month of Mary Saints...

St Joseph The Worker
1st May

http://www.rcag.org.uk/documents/cardinal_lastsermon.pdf
http://www.bible.org
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See also, David Roemer’s Video “The Truth
About Evolution and Religion”
http://www.youtube.com/watch?v=qKaF8vX6HXQ

David Roemer Ph.D.Like many biologists, Richard
Dawkins doesn’t understand the dif-
ference between animals and human
beings and why so many philosophers
say that God exists.

Dawkins repeatedly refers to creation-
ist as history-deniers, but he denies a
lot of history himself:

The popular canard about Hitler being
inspired by Darwin comes partly from
the fact that both Hitler and Darwin
were impressed by something that
everybody has known for centuries:
you can breed animals for desired
qualities…Don’t be mislead by the ill-
chosen and unfortunate subtitle of
Darwin’s great book: The preservation
of favoured races in the struggle for
life. (p. 62)

Darwin said humans are superior to
animals, not because humans have
spiritual souls, but because humans
are more intelligent and civilized. The
idea that humans don’t have souls
means humans are not equal under
God. This negation of human equality
leads to the idea that some individuals
are more useful to humanity than oth-
er individuals and that some human
races are more evolved than other
human races. The following quote jus-
tifies calling Darwin the founder of the
eugenics movement:

If the various checks specified in the
last two paragraphs, and perhaps oth-
ers as yet unknown, do not prevent
the reckless, the vicious and the other-
wise inferior members of society from
increasing at a quicker rate than the
better class of men, the nation will
retrograde, as has too often occurred
in the history of the world. We must
remember that progress is no invaria-
ble rule. (Charles Darwin, Descent of
Man, Amherst, NY: Prometheus
Books, 1998, p. 145)

In the United States, 65,000 handi-
capped individuals were forcibly steri-
lized in 33 states in order to improve
the human race. In Germany, over
400,000 were sterilized in similar pro-
grams. The link between Darwin and

Hitler is Ernst Haeckel, who was
Darwin’s advocate in Germany and
who said things like this repeatedly:

…the difference between the highest
and the lowest humans is greater than
that between the lowest humans the
highest animal. (Richard Weikart,
From Darwin to Hitler: Evolutionary
Ethics, Eugenics, and Racism in Ger-
many, New York: St. Martin’s Press,
2004, p. 105)

Humanism is the philosophy that our
purpose in life is not to serve God and
hope for salvation, but to serve man-
kind and strive for self-realization. Dar-
winism is the pseudo-scientific
foundation of humanism, which
caused many well-intentioned people
to find meaning in life by joining vari-
ous political and social movements.
Richard Dawkins finds meaning in his
life by promoting humanism.
In order to read the entire review please visit
http://www.dkroemer.com/page81/page81.html

History records that half a century ago
in the sixties, Pope John XXIII claimed
that Divine Inspiration prompted him to
convoke the Second Vatican Council:
“We had decided, under the inspiration
of God, to convene an ecumenical
council.” (Apostolic Letter Rubricarum In-
structum, 25 July, 1960).

Subsequent events reveal that rogue
priests in the Vatican were determined
to supplant the Catholic Faith with
Marxist Modernism. They seized on
the opportunity to deviously and delib-

erately bring about radical reforms in
the guise of legitimate Council instruc-
tions to an unwitting Catholic church.
Pope Paul VI shocked the world when
he stated that “the smoke of Satan has
entered the Temple of God (the
Church)”. 1

Decades of mendacity, extant to this
day, have ensured the collapse of
Catholicism, yet those who resisted
radical change were classed as
rebels, Neanderthals from the past,
derided by their own priests.

Endorsed by Pope Benedict XVI, the
book Pope John’s Council by Michael
Davies (RIP) is the only authoritative
English language critique of that ill
starred Vatican Council.

Available from Carmel Books, Exeter,
Devon. Telephone 01392.824255 or
email enquires@carmelbooks.co.uk
1 Homily of Pope Paul VI, 29 June, 1971. See Vatican
website - in Italian only to date.
http://www.vatican.va/holy_father/paul_vi/homilies/19
72/documents/hf_p-vi_hom_19720629_it.html

Unfortunately, Pope Paul VI’s homily of 29
June, 1972, is published only in Italian on the
Vatican website: Riferendosi alla situazione
della Chiesa di oggi, il Santo Padre afferma di
avere la sensazione che «da qualche fessura
sia entrato il fumo di Satana nel tempio di Dio»

A while back the Fatima Centre put out
a book called "The Devil's Final Bat-
tle".   Although worth reading, it was
very disjointed and repetitive, but now
a new revised and updated version
has just been released.    This new
version  is extremely well written and
gives a very thought-provoking and in-
depth analysis of all the issues sur-
rounding Fatima, the crisis in the
Church, the Consecration of Russia
and the Third Secret, with the most
up-to-date information included.   It is
available as one book at $14.95
(which is approximately £9.75) from
http://fatimashoppe.org/devils_final_
battle.asp   or in two parts,  in a
book/ magazine format.
Available from Carmel Books, Exeter,
Devon. Telephone 1392.824255 or
email enquires@carmelbooks.co.uk

@2010 David Roemer Ph.D
dkroemer@optonline.net
The Greatest Show on Earth:
The Evidence for Evolution
By Richard Dawkins
The Free Press, 470 pages, $30.00
ISBN 978-1-4165-9478-9

T.G. Oliver BEM, MSM
Royal Marintes Ret’d.
Pope John’s Council -
Liturgical Revolution - Volume Two
By Michael Davies
Revised and Expanded Edition
Angelus Press
www.angeluspress.org
£19.95 plus p & p
ISBN: 978-1-892331-36-6
Seventh Printing - June 2008

Kevin Rowles
The Devil’s Final Battle
Revised and Updated Version
edited by Father Paul L. Kramer
Written by 7 Fatima Experts.
Shocking Exposé of the attempt to
distort and destroy the Fatima
Message The ONLY WAY for World
Peace. $14.95 (about £9.75)

http://www.youtube.com/watch?v=qKaF8vX6HXQ
http://www.dkroemer.com/page81/page81.html
mailto:enquires@carmelbooks.co.uk
http://www.vatican.va/holy_father/paul_vi/homilies/1972/documents/hf_p-vi_hom_19720629_it.html
mailto:enquires@carmelbooks.co.uk
http://www.angeluspress.org
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have been heading lately? The Mod-
ernists and their media allies would
much prefer that no one notice these
developments.
The traditionalist rump
In the opposite corner to the Modern-
ists who can do no wrong in the eyes
of the mainstream media stands the
numerically much smaller traditional-
ist minority that can do no right.
When did you last read a fair account
of the late Archbishop Marcel Lefeb-
vre (1905-1991) in the “quality”
press? When did you ever read there
an objective appraisal of the Society
of St. Pius X (SSPX) that Lefebvre
founded to withstand the Modernist
juggernaut that came out of the Coun-
cil? But the sainted Professor Mar-
quart 2 would have rejoiced at the
clear profession of Ac 4:11-12 (“no
other Name”) with which the SSPX
politely responded to Benedict XVI’s
address at the Jewish synagogue in
Rome on Sunday 17 January 2010
(http://www.dici.org/en/?p=4263).
After Archbishop Lefebvre (without
papal permission) ordained four bish-
ops in 1988 to continue his work, he
and they incurred automatic excom-
munication, with the result that the
SSPX has (paradoxically, given its
deepest intent) been out of commun-
ion with Rome since that date.
With his vast breadth of learning and
his generosity of spirit towards the
Orthodox and the heirs of the Refor-
mation (especially the Lutherans:
“The Lutherans are to Ratzinger what
the Orthodox are to John Paul: the
separated brethren he knows best,
and for whom he has the greatest
natural affinity.” John Allen, Cardinal
Ratzinger, 231), Ratzinger is far re-
moved from the wavelength of the
SSPX and of the former members of
that body who have returned to full
communion with Rome under the
auspices of the Priestly Fraternity of
St. Peter (FSSP).

...the world still hates, loathes, &
detests Christ and His Church!
In addition to the unremitting hostility
directed at him from the Modernist
wing of his own Communion, even
prior to his election as Pope, Ratzinger
was a favourite target of the unbeliev-
ing world’s impassioned hatred for
Christ Jesus our Lord and the mem-
bers of His mystical body.

In the centre receiving shots from
both (all) sides
Ratzinger belongs to the centrist mass
of Roman Catholics who accept Vati-
can II, but decline to see the Council
(as do Küng & Co.) as a brutal rupture
with the foregoing tradition.
...(W)e must realise that he is endeav-
ouring to steer his massive ecclesial
ship back into a centrist channel after
a good forty years of disastrous left-
ward lurch—just consider the pitiful
liturgical shambles that emerged from

bare the sheer fury shared by Roman
Catholic Modernists and the unbeliev-
ing world in general against anyone
who dares to intimate that the historic
Christian religion is, to put it bluntly,
true.

1 Hermann Sasse is widely regarded as the leading
Lutheran theologian of the 20th century.
2 Rev. (Professor) Kurt Marquart, Concordia
(Lutheran)Theological Seminary

Ratzinger is far removed
from the wavelength of the
SSPX and of the former
members of that body who
have returned to full com-
munion with Rome under
the auspices of the Priestly
Fraternity of St. Peter.

Some years ago, the British Daily
Telegraph (which at one time had the
reputation of being a “quality” news-
paper) reported that the then cardinal
had committed a terrible “gaffe” by
publicly expressing hope for the con-
version of the Jews. Fancy that, a
Christian wishing salvation for a size-
able group of his neighbours, a faux
pas indeed!
His papacy was barely a few hours
old when the CBC (Canadian Broad-
casting Corporation) evening news
ran a segment on an aged Italian
woman (a “good Catholic”, of course)
who stood crestfallen amid a jubilant
crowd as Benedict XVI appeared on
the balcony of St. Peter’s, walking
dejectedly away as she realized that
women’s ordination, contraception,
sexual licence, abortion on demand,
and all that good stuff would still be
denied the papal seal of approval.
That bloody hatchet job had been
carefully prepared way ahead of
(Pope Benedict’s election).
The day after his election to the papa-
cy, the headline of a British tabloid
read, “From Hitler Youth to Papa Rat-
zi!” For as is well known, conscripted
teenagers forced into the collapsing
armies of the Third Reich shared all
the guilt of the worst war criminals,
especially if these young men hap-
pened to be German nationals.
The negative reaction aroused al-
ready by the Ratzinger Report laid

Extracts from ‘The dictatorship of
relativism strikes back—and goes
nuclear’ by Dr John Stephenson.

Reprinted by kind permission.

To read entire article at ‘Logia: A Journal
of Lutheran Theology’ visit Logia web-
site at http://www.logia.org/

Pope Benedict Under Attack: A Protestant Comments - continued from p.11...
Paul VI’s Novus Ordo of 1969, caus-
ing Hermann Sasse to remark in his
last years how Rome had suddenly
“canonised St. Zwingli.”

Malcolm  Sinclair,  Glasgow tele-
phoned to correct  “a very small
error” on p.7 of the March 10 edi-
tion.

Columnist, “McDad” had mistaken-
ly included Ninian Winzet in his list
of Protestants taken from the prayer
litany for pupils in Catholic schools
involved (incredibly) in celebrating
the 450th anniversary of the Protes-
tant  Reformation.

In fact, Ninian Winzet was a Catho-
lic priest whose writings challenged
John Knox and other Reformers.
Apologies for this mistake. ‘McDad’
is mortified beyond words and I am
just fresh out of places to hide.

Seriously, thanks to Mr. Sinclair, for
his charity in correcting this - by his
own admission - “very small error” .

Newsflash!

As  we go to press, we’ve learned
that the ‘ecumenical’ litany has been
dropped from the final draft of the
programme. Deo Gratias!

Correction

http://www.dici.org/en/?p=4263
http://www.logia.org/
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1 OutRage! advocates an age of consent of 14 for everyone, both
‘gay’ and ‘straight.’ Peter Tatchell argues that young people have a
right to make their own sexual choices without being victimised by
the law. This would be institutionalised child abuse.

2 Cardinal Schönborn says clerical celibacy partly to blame for sex
abuse - Times Online, 12 March, 2010  & in 1996, Cardinal Schön-
born told an Austrian television audience that someone suffering from
AIDS might use a condom as a "lesser evil."

3 All facts about Fatima taken from www.fatima.org

Closer to home, we have the same
old, same old.  Every kind of defiance
and disobedience you care to name.
Disobedient priests like Fr Towey (see
p.3) & Fr Doyle (p.9) continue to pro-
mote  “the Medjugorje phenomenon”
adding chaos to the prevailing confu-
sion in the Church. And - the question
we’ve asked before, but never heard
answered - why?  When the one thing
we can all agree on about Medjugorje
is that it is controversial, why would
any priest set his face like flint against
the local Ordinary, to promote unap-
proved (and highly dubious) claims
from the - and I’m making an  effort to
be charitable here - highly suspect
alleged seers of Medjugorje?
The best that Medjugorje proponents
can come up with is that it has brought
“good fruits” but the Bishop of Mostar,
Bishop Peric has nailed that lie.  In a
statement issued following the highly
publicised visit of the President of the
notoriously liberal Austrian Bishops’
Conference, Cardinal Schönborn,
Bishop Peric wrote:
“The Cardinal remained enthusiastic
about the many confessions heard at
Medjugorje where the Father’s mercy
was expressed. We believe that the
mercy of the Heavenly Father is
equally expressed in Medjugorje as in
any other parish of our diocese, before
or after the Medjugorje phenomenon.
Just take a look at the long lines of
faithful in front of the confessionals in
all of our parishes, especially before
Christmas, Easter, liturgical feasts, or
confirmations. Many claim that the
confessions at Medjugorje are a
strong proof that our Lady “appears.”
According to such conclusions regard-
ing to the numerous confessions, our
Lady would appear in all of our parish-
es, and not only to those three per-
sons to which she appears once a

As we go to press, the crisis in the
Church is worsening by the minute.
The world’s media is viciously pursu-
ing the Pope.  The “gay” activist Peter
Tatchell took time off from agitating for
the age of consent for homosexuals to
be lowered to 14,1 to demand the
Pope’s resignation, while United Na-
tions Judge, Geoffrey Robertson, Ri-
chard Dawkins and Christopher
Hitchens are calling for Pope Benedict
to be arrested on his arrival in the UK
in September.  Nasty, nasty bunch.

Listen, a visit from Cardinal Schon-
born is no great shakes.  We wouldn’t
have him in the Catholic Truth office.
It’s certainly not testimony to the truth
of Medjugorje. Quite the reverse. His
response to the sex abuse scandals
has been to question priestly celibacy.
And he’s on public record accepting
the use of condoms for HIV/AIDS suf-
ferers) 2  Like I say, no great shakes.
But, know what?  Even if these alleged
visions were really occurring, what
difference would they make?  The
messages are banal if not downright
silly and they tell us, teach us, nothing.
Top, they are merely one more private
revelation which we can take or leave.
Not so, Fatima. Consider...

year at Medjugorje and the other three
to whom she appears every day, both
inside and outside of Medjugorje, and
even at the Vienna cathedral, as they
say. In total, up to now, some 40,000
“apparitions!” Moreover, we have the
impression that some of the
“visionaries” decide where and when
Our Lady will “appear,” since she ap-
pears where and when they want. Isn’t
this an unacceptable manipulation of
Our Lady, and of the sacred in gener-
al?
As diocesan bishop, I wish to inform
the faithful with this statement that the
visit of Cardinal Christoph Schönborn
does not imply any recognition of the
“apparitions” related to Medjugorje, I
am saddened by the fact that the Car-
dinal, with his visit, presence, and
statements, has contributed to the cur-
rent suffering of the local church, and
even added to it, which does not con-
tribute to the much needed peace and
unity.” Ratko Perić, bishop

The Message of Fatima consists of a
number of precise predictions, re-
quests, warnings and promises con-
cerning the Faith and the world which
were conveyed by the Blessed Virgin
Mary to three shepherd children--Lu-
cia, Jacinta and Francisco in a series
of apparitions at Fatima, Portugal from
May to October 1917.  Fatima has
been confirmed by an unprecedented
public miracle, the Miracle of the Sun,
which occurred at precisely the mo-
ment Lucia said it would. More than
70,000 people, including Masons,
Communists and atheists, saw the
sun, contrary to all cosmic laws, twirl
in the sky, throw off colours and de-
scend to earth. The event was report-
ed in newspapers around the world,
including the New York Times.

All of the Popes since
the Fatima Miracle have
recognized that the
Message is authentic.
Several Popes have
gone to Fatima in per-
son, including Paul VI,
John Paul I and John
Paul II. John Paul II said

at Fatima in 1982 that "the Message of
Fatima imposes an obligation on the
Church." Pope Benedict is preparing
to visit Fatima even as  we go to press.
The Message of Fatima also predicted
that if the requests of the Virgin Mary
at Fatima are not honoured, many
souls will be lost, "the Holy Father will
have much to suffer", there will be
further wars and persecutions of the
Church and "various nations will be
annihilated."
At Fatima Our Lady said that God
wished to establish in the world devo-
tion to the Immaculate Heart of Mary.
She said that many souls would be
saved from Hell and the annihilation of
nations averted if, in time, devotion to
Her Immaculate Heart were estab-
lished principally by the  Consecration
of Russia to the Immaculate Heart of
Mary by the Pope together with the
world's bishops in a solemn public
ceremony.3

Holy Father, you have simply got to do
this, urgently. Time is running out.
The deepening crisis surely must bring
to your mind the Fatima Message.
She told you so. Our Lady did warn,
didn’t she, that if her requests are not
heeded, if Russia is not consecrated,
the Holy Father will have much to
suffer.  This is one more Fatima proph-
ecy coming true before our very eyes.
Talk about ‘Breaking News.’
Pray for the Pope.  Write to the Pope.
Tell him we don’t want a “centrist”
Pope (see p.11) - we want a faithful
disciplinarian. Above all, let’s all re-
solve to live, more faithfully, the Fati-
ma Message in our own lives. Enrol in
the Brown Scapular, make the First
Saturdays. We must do our bit.
And let’s refuse to let the Devil distract
us with false apparitions and fake
messages.
You listening Fr Towey? Fr Doyle?

http://www.fatima.org
http://www.fatima.org

