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Glasgow Jesuit on the achievements of Vatican II… The Editor

Leaflets advertising the course: ‘Fifty
years on - a review of what was
achieved - Vatican II’ to be held in the
Ogilvie Centre at St Aloysius Jesuit
Church in Glasgow, were sent to me
by various readers. The reader who
gets the gold star, however, is a cer-
tain gentleman, an historian and Pro-
fessor of Humanities, for going along
to the first two of these sessions and
sending me his copious  notes on the
proceedings. We’re withholding his
identity for professional reasons.  Due
to limited space, this report is a combi-
nation of the observations of the Pro-
fessor, (P) and my own notes after
attending session three.
Approximately thirty attended on av-
erage, no teenagers and only one lady
that any of us would judge to be under
forty years of age.  At the end of
session three, we met up with P to
drown our sorrows in a local hostelry -
although after a democratic vote we
decided against disappearing to begin
a new life in darkest Gorbals.
Father Michael Smith SJ delivered the
talks. Predictably, nothing in the
Church was right before 1962. There
were disparaging references through-
out to “traditionalists” (session 10/1/12),
not to mention the new translation of
the (new) Mass: “It’ll last only between
two and five years, thank God!” (Ibid)
and, of course, there was the usual
black propaganda about the lack of
Scripture and “participation” in the
pre-Vatican II Church (session 19/1/12).
Quite inexcusably, Fr Smith told his
largely passive audience that the rela-
tionship between Scripture and Tradi-
tion was “never resolved.”  P tried to
put him right on this (session 10/1/12)
and on his assertions that the Bible
was unread by Catholics pre-Vatican

II, and that the Holy Spirit was largely
ignored until 1962.
Catholic doctrines were undermined.
The Immaculate Conception, for ex-
ample, was described as “unscriptur-
al” (see pages 7 & 13 for more detailed
correction of this error).
Fr Smith  denounced, as ignorant,
priests of the 16th century - except
Martin Luther, of course. He was “right
on many things.” No mention of the
fact that he was wrong on the most
important thing of all - the divine con-
stitution of the one, holy, Catholic and
apostolic Church.
St John Ogilvie SJ, who returned to
Scotland from exile in order to spend
his life “unteaching heresy” would
have been horrified at just about every
word that fell from the lips of this
priest. And he’d have been none too
impressed, either, with the ignorance
of the passive laity who made up the
audience. Clearly, there were quite a
few whose ‘elevators’ didn’t quite
reach to the top.
Session Three, on 26/1/12, which I
attended, was truly incredible. P had

warned me that there was no time for
questions at the end, so I’d already
resolved to bide my time and only
interject where an error was of such
gravity that I had to, in conscience,
speak out. In the event, just about
every statement made by Michael
Smith SJ fell into this category: this
session was devoted to Lumen Gen-
tium, chapter 1, the Mystery of the
Church.  The real mystery, we were
soon to discover, lay in the fact of the
Church’s survival for 2000 years until
Vatican II came along to (1) correct
the mistaken teaching about “bishops,
cardinals and all those people in
Rome”; (2) “downgrade” the role of the
priest, notably in the Mass: “I hope
Latin never returns…” (3) give the
bishops equal rights with “that particu-
lar bishop” in Rome. Fr Smith defined
“collegiality” as “the body of bishops
trying to find a way of working with that
particular bishop…” - ie the Pope.
Here was the point at which mention
should have been made of the Vatican
II affirmation of the traditional teaching
on papal supremacy (Lumen Gentium 25)
Instead, the battle lines were drawn to
place bishops in competition with
popes, fighting for ecclesiastical pow-
er, an injustice which Vatican II put
right through collegiality, in the gospel
according to Fr Michael Smith SJ.

John Ogilvie SJ
Saint and Martyr
Feast: 10 March
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(Anti) Catholic Times Vicious on Vestments The Editor

For a very long time now, the Catholic
Times has used the relentless stream of
dissenting letters submitted by the
indefatigable anti-Humanae Vitae and
anti-celibate priesthood dissenter Mrs
Elizabeth Price of The Price is Wrong
fame, to undermine Catholic teaching on
birth control and celibacy. Her letters are
published prominently and no space is
spared to let her have her say. “Concisely
will do nicely” doesn’t apply to her.
But don’t worry, if your faith is not shaken
by her ignorant ramblings, then you can
turn to the thick column inches afforded the
ageing Monsignor Basil Loftus, who, week
after week savages every aspect of the
pre-Vatican II Church (or whatever it was
before the Holy Spirit launched “the
Church” in 1962.) He is so vicious in his
attacks on the pre-conciliar Church that

one of our readers is keen to monitor him,
and a few other stars of the “Catholic”
press, on a regular basis. See Monitor’s
column p.21. However, as we go to press,
I just cannot resist highlighting his latest
baloney, this time on the subject of
vestments. Not a matter of dogma, still, his
writings on the subject reveal contempt for
everything pre-Vatican II, and for the
papacy: “I cannot imagine why any grown
man would actually want to wear the kind
of diaphonous (sic) lace frippery usually
seen only on the tea-tables of elderly
spinsters and the washing lines of younger
ones. Yet such vestments are making their
way back into the liturgy, not least in
Masses directed by papal masters of
ceremonies.” (Getting rid of lace garb in the
liturgy, Catholic Times, 12/2/12).

Nasty. Nasty. Nasty.

Arguing that the priest wears vestments “to
distinguish himself as the president of a
liturgical assembly…”  he continues:
“…Occasional flashes of purple to signify ‘I
am a monsignor/canon’ are easily
misunderstood - after all vanity is a
common enough sin. (Ed: is this the voice
of - personal - experience?) But yards of
lace?” (Ibid).

To support his attacks on traditional
vestments, Mgr Loftus cites the General
Instruction of the Roman Missal as being
“quite scathing on ‘over-lavish or
adventitious ornamentation’ of sacred
vestments” and the Vatican II document on
the Sacred Liturgy # 124, which prefers
‘noble beauty rather than sumptuous
display’ (ibid).

Surely a bit of lace isn’t exactly “over lavish
ornamentation” or  “sumptuous display”?
Let me assure him that the ladies, young
and old, to whom he so scathingly refers in
his daft article, don’t think so.
“Lace and allied fripperies” this rebel adds
“are not going to impede the Return of
Christ in Glory. But they have to go
because they are a cultural articulation of
a theological misunderstanding.” (ibid)
Another attempt at blinding us with pretend
liturgical science. Could it be, quite simply,
that beautiful vestments give glory to God?
The problem as Mgr Loftus sees it is this:
that “…the most notable simplification was
in rites of papal ceremonies - the very area
where pomp is now creeping back… There
were, for instance, two thrones for the Pope
at papal Masses, but not even a stand on
which to enthrone the Book of Gospels,
which just got dumped somewhere. This
over-emphasis on the actors rather than on
the drama was summed up by their
exaggerated costumes.” (ibid)  And you
thought Martin Luther was the bad guy!
Mgr Loftus was relieved to “get that off (his)
T shirted chest” (ibid) and went on to
emphasise (just in case we hadn’t quite got
the message) that vestments used in “our
liturgy” should be more of the hair shirt
variety (I paraphrase) than the “tawdry and

Continued on p.21
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Beware Pharisaism, Idolatory and Vainglory

Some while ago, at the invitation of Open
House magazine, I wrote an article for its
200th issue, which I entitled ‘Coming of
Age in an Age Unbecoming’. In the course
of it I took stock of contemporary Roman
Catholicism twenty years after the
establishment of Open House, and
expressed deep concern at increasing
polarization principally among active
laity. I need not provide a general
summary of the article since the full text
was reproduced by Catholic Truth (see
http://www.catholictruthscotland.com/blo
g/2010/03/professor-john-haldane-vatican-
ii-was-dogmatic/#comments). It was
republished in part to criticize particular
elements within it, but also because it was
felt that the very fact of writing for Open
House constituted complicity or tolerance
with liberal dissent.

No doubt my now writing for Catholic
Truth will elicit criticism from readers of
Open House and others who view this
newsletter and the constituency it serves
as hostile to the spirit and the letter of the
Second Vatican Council, and a source of
scandal inasmuch as others might recoil
from Catholicism on account of what they
hear of, or read in it. These mutual
hostilities and accusations are not my
concern, and I would much rather take
criticism from one or both sides than
remain silent on matters that I believe to
be of great importance and some urgency.

Recently I have written again for Open
House again, this time in criticism of it.
The article published in the December
2011/January 2012 issue is entitled
‘Whither Open House? Catholic or what?’
and I will just quote one passage from it
that is relevant to what I wish to say here
(the text will in due course be available to
download at http://www.open-house-
scot.co.uk/past-articles.html).

“The situation of contemporary
 Roman Catholicism in Britain
 and in a number of other
 Western  countries is evidently
 very difficult, but Rcs
 have no  intellectually credible
 foundation other than one
 rooted in the belief that the
 Church of Rome (along with
 certain Eastern churches) is the
 apostolic successor of Christ’s
 foundation and that the Holy
 See  is the locus and guarantor
 of Catholic unity via its
 primacy, a status itself
 historically associated with the
 figures of Peter and Paul. …

… In view of this, while we may
have ‘issues’ with aspects of the
organisation, leadership, and
policies of Rome, and of local
diocese, the basic orientation of
Catholics should be towards the
Pope and bishops, and our
instinctive disposition should be
supportive of the leadership of
the Church.  Criticism is not
thereby excluded, but it should
be practised rarely with due
self-examination and prayer, and
in the first instance privately and
in the manner of fraternal
correction. Instead, it has
become the norm to complain
and accuse”.

Since what I say below will, I know, lead
some readers to criticize me let me
emphasise at the outset that I have no time
for those who seek to undermine the
Church from within in an effort to weaken
its authority to the point where it becomes
possible to dismiss ‘traditional teachings’
as outmoded artifacts of prejudice,
ignorance and injustice. By the same
token, however, I am troubled by the
self-righteous and self-regarding
tendencies to be found among some
traditionalist groups.

My purposes here are neither ones of
theological scholarship nor of detailed
socio-historical review (those interested in
what I might offer under these headings
could consult the following: Atheism and
Theism 2nd edition (2002), An Intelligent
Person’s Guide to Religion (2003),
Faithful Reason (Routledge, 2004), The
Church and the World (Gracewing, 2008),
and Reasonable Faith (Routledge, 2010)).
Instead, I wish to pose a direct challenge
to Catholic Truth: do you think there is any
possibility that your preoccupations are in
any way presumptuous, pharisaic,
idolatrous or vainglorious? Let me explain
why that shocking question comes to mind.

We are, I hope, in agreement about the
following. Jesus, the Christ, through His
suffering and death, redeemed the world
from sin. This was not a matter of
rendering sin unsinful, or of rendering
future sin impossible; rather through His
sacrificial offering to the Father, Jesus
Christ established a new covenant by
which humanity is no longer alienated
from God but has the possibility, through
co-operation with that sacrificial offering,
of being saved from the effects of original
and personal sin and of receiving grace.

Furthermore, in order that the truth of this
redemptive act and the instruments of its
eternal presence be transmitted to
humanity He established a Church
constituted in the first instance of the
Apostles. This Church He assured against
substantial inerrancy and He bestowed
upon its original members certain powers,
in consequence of which we have ordained
priests and consecrated bishops, and
certain special vehicles of grace, the
Sacraments, of which there are seven:
baptism, confirmation, eucharist, penance,
anointing of the sick, holy orders and
marriage.

John Haldane

John Haldane, Professor of Philosophy at the University of St Andrews, is a leading
Catholic academic in Scotland. He is a prolific author and a regular contributor to radio
and television programmes on philosophical, religious and ethical issues. Recent
broadcasts include his contribution to a UK-wide, Radio 4 edition of Beyond Belief, on
the topic of “gay marriage” (23/1/12) where he offered an impressively measured and
reasoned assessment, on philosophical grounds, of why it would be a mistake to redefine
marriage for the purpose of appeasing minority groups.

We are very pleased that Professor Haldane accepted our challenge to publish in our
newsletter on the understanding that his article, which is, essentially, a critique of
Catholic Truth, would be followed by some editorial comment.

Continued on page 4
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Beware Pharisaism, Idolatory and Vainglory by John Haldane - continued from page 3

Continued on page 5

Arguably one or two other items may go
into the foundation acts, but beyond these
we enter the territory of discovery or
development. Neither Jesus nor the
Apostles taught explicitly the Marian
dogmas of the Immaculate Conception and
the Assumption. Nor did they teach
liturgical disciplines of order, vesture or
posture. Nowhere in scripture is there a
statement of the developed ecclesiology
of Romanism, nor is their an explicit office
of priesthood (which emerges later,
combining functions of sacerdos and
presbyter); but there are statements of
unmerited pre-election (predestination)
and strictures against pharisaism, that is
religious sanctimoniousness and
preoccupation with the visible observance
of religious law and liturgical practice.

Both Jesus and Paul are strong in their
denunciation of idolatory, i.e. the putting
in place of God, and worship of God,
various forms of natural or human
construction, including ‘works’. Paul is
also very clear that nothing human beings
do matters so far as their salvation is
concerned save to the extent that it is
redeemed by the grace of Christ’s sacrifice
and that sacrifice alone.  This warns us
against two spiritual vices: magic and
meritorianism. The pagans believed that
by reciting certain forms of words and
associated performances the divine might
be co-opted into securing human benefits,
and again that certain minor deities or
intermediaries might be invoked who
would petition their master(s) on behalf of
those making offerings or sacrifices. All
of this the Apostolic Church sought to
sweep away. Local or intermediary deities
are abominations, ritualistic magic is a
route to damnation, religious pride is
pharisaism.

Lists of bishops of Rome are in part
speculative, and for extended periods of
the early Church we really do not have
much knowledge of how things were
arranged and understood, and in particular
of what ‘the primacy of Rome’, as we have
come to put it, amounted to. As regards
the Marian dogmas, it is quite striking how
little theological attention was given early
on to Mary per se. I have argued for 4th

century evidence of belief in Mary’s
assumption (See Faithful Reason, ch. 7)
but that is contested, and it is worth noting
that the controversial nature of the issue is
implicitly acknowledged in the 1950
declaration Munificentissimus Deus which
does not bind the faithful to the belief that
Mary was preserved from death, but only
states that “having completed the course
of her earthly life, [Mary] was assumed
body and soul into heavenly glory”.

In other words it is entirely compatible
with the Roman Catholic dogma of the
Assumption that Mary died. This is the
traditional belief of the Eastern Churches
which is expressed liturgically in the feast
of the Dormition i.e. of Mary’s ‘falling
asleep’. It is a familiar scene in associated
iconography that depicts Jesus coming
down to gather his mother’s soul in his
arms. This mortalist interpretation was
also held by some in the Western Churches
and it was consciously allowed for in the
Dogmatic declaration. Scripture is silent
on the subject and indeed Mary is
mentioned only rarely and in most cases
as part of the infancy narrative of Jesus.
What is relevant, however, is Paul’s
teaching on resurrection in I Corinthians
which would seem to support the idea that
none who have gone before have escaped
death.

As regards the dogma of the Immaculate
Conception as it is now understood no-one
seriously supposes that this is anything but
a late teaching. The ancient Eastern
naming of Mary as ‘immaculate’ refers not
to her conception but to her personal
holiness, her innocence from personal sin.
The idea that she might have been
conceived without stain of original sin is
a piece of deductive theology, elevating
prior devotions to Mary’s personal
sinlessness, that was long controversial
and was resisted by Saints Bernard of
Clairvaux, Bonaventure and Thomas
Aquinas. This is not to say that the
opinions of these or others are to be
favoured over the dogmatic definition. On
the contrary they are to be respectfully set
aside, but it is worth noting that what the
Church has come to teach it did not always
teach and that the process of arriving at the
dogmatic definition was a long and
complex one involving disputed
interpretations of scripture and pious
traditions, and contested theological
arguments. To hold that what is taught as
being of the faith derives from revelation
is not to maintain that it is to be found
explicit in the recorded teachings of Jesus
or of the Apostles. The phrase ‘the deposit
of faith’ is a wonderfully rich notion
comprising holy scripture, sacred tradition
and the magisterium but it involves a
complex and protracted interplay between
these elements and not everything that it
delivers arrives in the same way and at the
same time.

The Western Feast of the Immaculate
Conception only began to be recognized
in the fifteenth century and this came at a
time of very significant development of
Western Christianity leading up to the
‘Reformation’ and the official and

organized reaction to it, especially the
Council of Trent. The two decades over
which the Council spread are
tremendously important for all sorts of
reasons. Obviously there is the formation
of the Catechism, less obviously the
establishment of seminary training for
clergy; but pervasive throughout is the
reaction to Protestantism.

The understanding of ‘the Church’ upon
which many traditionalists are fixated is
this Tridentine one, that is to say a
conception fashioned in the sixteenth
century on the basis of a recapitulation of
what was then understood of the
Apostolic, late Roman, medieval and
scholastic periods, largely in uneasy
isolation from the Church in the East, and
in determined opposition to the arguments
of various reformers. It is naive to interpret
the texts and modes of Trent apart from
the conclusions of earlier theological
debates and from their contemporary
influences and cultural styles. Somehow
Peter the fisherman of ‘little faith’ from
Bethsaida is transformed into a self-
assured renaissance sovereign with the
ambition to be an imperial Roman Caesar,
and meanwhile the other Apostles have
become princes.

Much could be said about all of this but I
return to the question of idolatory and of
other vices condemned in Christian
scripture. Absent particular theories and
historical developments, if one were to ask
what sort of Church, culturally speaking,
Christ took himself to be establishing, one
might reasonably remain largely non-
committal. But the idea that this would
require a class of persons of whom He
does not speak, garbed in lace and brocade,
assisted by men again in a uniform
unknown to him, choreographed in ways
that have no ancient record, is simply
absurd.

Assumption of Our Lady
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Continued on page 6

Equally there is no warrant for the idea that
the incantation of formulae performed in
certain orders with certain frequencies
directed towards non-divine persons will
ensure benefits. On the contrary there is
sure warning against spells and divination,
against the presumption that human efforts
will secure salvation, and against the idea
that there is any intermediary between man
and God the Father, save Jesus Christ.

Yet what do we find among many
‘traditionalists’ but apparent obsession
with an early modern form of liturgy, with
a notion of the Papacy that is
conspicuously periodic, and with an idea
of Mary, and of (some) Saints as religious
superheroes possessed of this or that
distinctive special power.  It is a common
feature of reports of directions given by
Mary in proclaimed apparitions that she
describes herself as holding at bay the great
chastisement that her Son would loose
upon the world but for her pleading - or is
it by her order?  There is in this, I fear,
more than a whiff of superstitious
invention. That said, the Immaculate
Conception and the Assumption of Mary
have been defined by the modern Church
and should be received as aids to spiritual
life. Our Lady is Our Heavenly Mother and
first among the saints but she is not co-
redemptrix of mankind as some
traditionalists argue, and the present and
previous Popes have been right, I believe,
to resist the ongoing petition to have a fifth
Marian dogma defined to this effect
(http://www.fifthmariandogma.com/onlin
e-english).
We should all hope that the value of prayer
does not depend exclusively upon the
theology of the one who prays, for
otherwise we should fear that some
intentions may be not only ineffective but
also self-condemnatory. Certainly one who
looks to the Epistles and Gospels as these
are rendered in the Roman Lectionary
ought to feel some reservations in the face
of modern Catholic pieties developed
through the 16th to the 19th centuries.  This
was also a period of great spiritual writings
but the great figures do not themselves
indulge in pietistic excess.

There is also, I suspect (in part based on
experience), a desire among some
traditionalists to set themselves above the
ordinary, or to see themselves as set apart
by fidelity, or grace or station. There is a
two volume work published by Burke’s
Peerage entitled World Orders of
Knighthood and Merit throughout which
there are recurrent warnings that such and
such an order is ‘self-styled’.  What this
usually indicates is a group of socially
maladjusted males who seek to compensate

for lack of individual achievement by
inventing various titles and awards
accorded simply by dint of inclusion in a
social group, secondary extension to
females is often but not always allowed.

This sort of thing is both an object of
ridicule and an embarrassment to
genuinely meritorious agents who tend to
be correspondingly self-effacing.

We read in Exodus and Deuteronomy
‘Thou shalt have no [none] other gods
before me’. Many liberal, progressive
modernists can reasonably be accused of
putting human constructions in place of
God, but likewise so too can many
conservative, traditionalist modernists
(and conservative traditionalism is a
modern movement). The current state of
the Church and of the place of the Church
in Western society are both causes for
concern, and it is not difficult to find in its
leadership and conduct matters to criticize
or attack; but apart from the course
prescribed in scripture for fraternal
correction which itself cautions against
rushing to public condemnation, there is
also the matter of prudence.

One consideration falling under the latter
is this. If liberals or traditionalist critics
are right in their extensive criticisms of the
current Church then why on earth should
anyone else begin to take seriously its
claims to divine foundation and inerrancy?
Traditionalists no less than liberals need
to be careful lest they occasion scandal and
in doing so incur the condemnation of
heaven.
Nothing of what I have written here is
intended to add to or remove anything
from the content of the Catechism of the
Catholic Church as commissioned by the
now Blessed John Paul II and prepared by
the Cardinals and Bishops whom he
entrusted to the task under the
chairmanship of the then Cardinal
Ratzinger, Prefect of the Congregation for
the Doctrine of the Faith.

Beware Pharisaism, Idolatory and Vainglory by John Haldane - continued from page 4

The English music-hall comedian John
Foster Hall called his stage persona ‘The
Revd. Vivian Foster, the Vicar of Mirth’.
In the course of one broadcast in 1923
entitled ‘The Parson addresses his flock’
Hall enunciated with faux gentility the
sentence 'We are all here on earth to help
others; what on earth the others are here
for, I don’t know'. This, I fear, may be the
viewpoint of many traditionalist Catholics.
They (think they) know what the Church
is, how its offices should be understood,
what form its liturgies should take, who
should be invoked, who revoked, who
rebuked, who elevated, and who deleted,
which councils count and which don’t, and
so on - what on earth the others are here
for, they don’t know.

I find it hard not to discern in all of this a
combination of insecurity and resentment.
Like the members of ‘self-styled orders of
merit’ these individuals and groupings
want to be assured of their specialness, but
in pursuit of that they find themselves
restricting the comparison class of ‘Roman
Catholics’, inventing new orders of
orthodoxy, and invoking special
revelations or conspiracies. Catholic truth
is best possessed in humility and practiced
in modest liturgy and prayer. Ceremonial
and high liturgy have their place but they
also provide temptations to excess and
distraction.

“... If liberals or traditionalist
critics are right in their
extensive criticisms of the
current Church then why on
earth should anyone else begin
to take seriously its claims to
divine foundation and
inerrancy? Traditionalists no
less than liberals need to be
careful lest they occasion
scandal and in doing so incur
the condemnation of heaven.”
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Beware Pharisaism, Idolatory and Vainglory by John Haldane - continued from page 5

The approved and published text of the
universal Catechism is prefaced by a
directional letter addressed to all the
People of God: the Apostolic Constitution
Fidei Depositum. It is headed ‘on the
publication of the Catechism of the
Catholic Church prepared following the
Second Vatican Ecumenical Council’, and
begins “Guarding the deposit of faith is the
mission which the Lord has entrusted to
His Church” and later continues:

 “After its conclusion, The
Council did not cease to inspire
the Church’s life. In 1985 I was
able to assert. ‘For me, then –
who had the special grace of
participating in it and actively
collaborating in its development
– Vatican II has always been,
and especially during these years
of my Pontificate, the constant
reference point of my every
pastoral action, in the conscious
commitment to implement its
directives concretely and
faithfully at the level of each
Church and of the whole
Church’”

There is much in the Church and in the
Christian life today that is troublesome,
perplexing and challenging to virtue, but
it was always so, and we have no option
but to move forward trying to interpret and
integrate what we can, exercising personal
judgement inspired and guided by the
Church. For some, expansive Marianism,
or the exclusively male character of the
priesthood are burdens; for others the
Constitutions of the Second Vatican
Council and the changes to liturgies are
stressful, and so one might continue across
a range of areas and issues. That is the way
it is and will be until the fulfillment of the
Kingdom, and in the meantime we ought
to avoid adding to the difficulties of our
brethren. Fraternal correction is a
legitimate and sometimes obligatory
course but to be effective it should be
practised rarely, subsequent to self-
examination and in evident charity, lest it
lose the power to influence and become a
spiritual vice hostile to grace.

The Editor Replies…
Given his high profile in Scotland  as a leading
Scots Catholic academic, it is  disappointing to
see Professor Haldane readily associate himself
with Open House, a publication that is brazenly
dissenting on matters of Catholic Faith and
morals.

Open House has promoted cohabitation as a
good preparation for marriage, supported
abortion, contraception, euthanasia, “gay
rights”, an end to male-only priesthood and has
mocked the papacy: for example, on
publication of Veritatis Splendor by Pope John
Paul II,  the editor suggested that one response
“may be to laugh at the absurdity of the whole
thing” (Oct.1993) and described the 1870
definition of papal infallibility as “a disastrous
mistake.” (Nov/Dec 1995)

Those Open House readers who criticise
Catholic Truth as being “hostile to the spirit
and letter of the Second Vatican Council” are
thereby admitting that the “the spirit and letter”
of Vatican II is hostile to the traditional
Catholic Faith. What if we plucked any
previous Council out of thin air and ate, drank
and slept it, demanding that every Catholic in
Christendom adhere to it and no other! What
if we required that every event in the parish
was run “in the spirit of the Council of
Nicea/Chalcedon/Trent...” Whatever?
The fact is that nobody will “recoil” from
Catholicism after reading Catholic Truth
unless they misunderstand the nature and
purpose of the Church. The Church is not a
debating club, as would appear to be the view
of Open House and its supporters. What
Professor Haldane describes as “mutual
hostilities” between Open House and Catholic
Truth are, in fact, two entirely different beliefs
about the Church. These differing beliefs are
certainly mutually hostile, and, therefore,
cannot both be correct. We bear no personal
animosity against anyone at Open House but
we do warn, consistently and persistently, that
they – and their supporters – are on entirely the
wrong theological and ecclesiastical track. I
did, on one occasion, contribute an article to
Open House, but it was to correct their false
teaching about the celibate priesthood.
Otherwise, no Catholic may justifiably write
for any magazine that has as its very raison
d'être the Modernist agenda, as is manifestly
the case with Open House. Canon Law forbids
this, absolutely: “Unless there is a just and
reasonable cause, no member of Christ’s
faithful may write in newspapers, pamphlets
or periodicals which clearly are accustomed
to attack the Catholic religion or good
morals…” (Canon Law 831 # 1)

Open House is not complaining about Roman
“policies” but about the very essence of the
Catholic Faith. As recently as the “gay”
marriage debate, while the Archbishop of
Glasgow was published in the Scottish press
arguing against it, his parishes and other outlets
were busy promoting it through the sale of
Open House, where the Scottish Government’s
plan to re-define marriage found support.
(“Marriage: what’s in a name?” Editorial, Open House,
October 2011).

Certainly, Catholic Truth publicly “complains
and accuses” but only because our years of
writing polite letters of concern privately to our
bishops, proved fruitless. We either received
no replies or rude replies, upbraiding us for our
lack of “charity”. The matters of scandal and
liturgical abuse that we sought to have
corrected without publicity remained and we
noted that, frequently, the perpetrators were
promoted. Plenty to “complain and accuse”
about! Nobody criticises organisations
exposing the shocking clerical child abuse
scandals; nobody suggests that they are guilty
of “complaining and accusing” as if they were

“Unless there is a just and
rea so n a b le
cause, no
member of
C h r i s t ’ s
faithful may
write in
newspapers,

pamphlets or periodicals which
clearly are accustomed to attack
the catholic religion or good
morals…”
                                                       (Canon Law 831 # 1)

Indeed, the advice of Open House editors to
“all Church-goers” in both of the above
editions, is that they should “carry automatic
nonsense detectors which react whenever the
holders are asked to take seriously in a church
context propositions that they would laugh out
of court anywhere else”(a thinly disguised
crudity replaced “nonsense” in the second
editorial but we will not repeat it here.) Open
House has even proposed the idea of “a
responsible and ecumenical ‘magisterium’”
(Michael O’Neill: Letter from the USA, Open House, May
2000. Note: because we have regularly reported on the
contents of Open House, with thorough documentation
there is, I feel, no need to append these many sources
here.)
In response to another papal document, the
Moto Proprio, Ad Tuendam Fidem (To Defend
the Faith), where Pope John Paul II warned that
“liberals” who reject truths of the Faith would
no longer be in communion with the Church,
the then editor of Open House, Ian Willock
said: “I don’t think this will make a great deal
of difference… we get off fairly lightly in
Scotland where we have a middle-of-the-road
and easygoing hierarchy”(Pope controls liberal
debate in Church, The Scotsman, 3 July, 1998.)

In light of the above, therefore, it is very
discouraging to find someone of Professor
Haldane’s academic standing in society and in
the Church contributing to such an anti-
Catholic publication.

Continued on p.7

Pharisaic? Idolatrous? Vainglorious?  That’s fighting talk!

Beware
Pharisaism,
Idolatory
and
Vainglory…



7

wrong to do so. Taking the eternal perspective,
though, the subject matter addressed by
Catholic Truth is much more serious. Such
abuse is, without question, disgraceful and
shameful, and very damaging for the victims.
However, no souls will ever be consigned to
Hell because they were physically or sexually
abused. Even the new post-conciliar Catechism
of the Catholic Church (CCC) reminds us that
“God wills the salvation of everyone through
knowledge of the truth” (CCC # 851 - emphasis
in original). It is surely imperative, then, that
Catholics are alerted, in times of crisis, to the
fact that these saving truths are being distorted
or denied by the very people – popes, bishops,
priests and teachers – who should be defending
them. Hence, there is a lot of clear blue water
between the writings found in Open House and
those published in Catholic Truth.

In an attempt to be even-handed, Professor
Haldane criticises “liberal groups” (e.g. Open
House) for their dismissal of traditional
Catholic teachings on spurious grounds, while
Catholic Truth (“Traditionalist groups”) is
criticised for perceived personal failings.
“Traditionalists” are described as “self-
righteous” and “self-regarding”. If, however,
we are “self-righteous” and “self-regarding”
(interior dispositions) but are correct in what
we write about the Faith, then that is quite
different from writing error, even with the most
humble of exterior persona. A reader recently
sent me a tape of a radio interview with Mark
Hederman, the then newly elected abbot of
Glenstal Abbey in Limerick, who openly
professed his New Age faith in “the Earth” and
his lack of belief in Transubstantiation. He was
lauded on the programme by admirers who
described his “humility” with unbounded
admiration.  I can’t judge his “humility” – I
don’t know his interior dispositions. But I can
say that his rejection of key Catholic doctrines
makes him, objectively, a heretic, and his
public rejection of “the Christian God” makes
him an apostate. These observations are neither
uncharitable nor self-righteous. They are
factual statements.

Our “preoccupations”, as Professor Haldane
describes our newsletter reports, include
changes taking place in the Church hitherto
considered unthinkable, such as a new Mass,
and an apparent break with key doctrines,
including the belief that when Christ said “I
am the Way, the Truth and the Life” he meant
it, literally. Thus, it is, to say the least,
uncharitable and dishonest to mislead the
members of false religions into thinking that
they are spiritually safe. Our “preoccupations”
also include the tolerance of false teaching in
pulpits and schools and the use of Catholic
premises to promote dissent and heresy. Are
these not legitimate “preoccupations” for
Catholics who, according to the Catechism of
the Catholic Church, are required to know “the
truth” in order to be saved from Hell? (CCC #
851)
Canon Law 212 #3 recognises the right and
duty of the laity to make known our concerns
to our pastors. We merely invoke this right and
duty to report on those aspects of the truths of
the Faith that are being betrayed by our priests
and bishops having, as pointed out above, tried
many times to deal with these matters privately

and politely. Open House, on the other hand,
holds to an entirely Modernist view of the
nature and purpose of the Church and seeks
radical change in the Church’s fundamental
constitution. There is, Professor Haldane,
simply no comparison to be made between us.
This is not a case of a caring adult seeking to
reconcile two naughty children. One of us is
right and one of us is wrong. There is a
judgement to be made. Which of us is right,
Professor?

As for whether or not we are pharisaic – I
sincerely hope not. We recognize the danger of
spiritual pride in the work we have undertaken,
but I don’t think we can be justly accused of
being pharisaic or vainglorious simply because
we report matters of concern to many Catholics
in the Church today.

Similarly, for Professor Haldane to argue that
“neither Jesus nor the Apostles taught explicitly
the Marian dogmas of the Immaculate
Conception and the Assumption” suggests that
he does not believe that the Deposit of Faith
was given completely to the Apostles.

Pope Pius XII in "Humani Generis"  explains
that when the popes expressly make a
judgement on something that was debated up
to then among theologians, then it is removed
from debate, and falls under the promise of
Christ. This teaching was confirmed at Vatican
II (cf Lumen Gentium # 25 on papal supremacy).
Thus, the two Marian dogmas (Immaculate
Conception and Assumption) are no longer a
matter of debate – something which Professor
Haldane acknowledges in his article.  What is
unclear from his writings, however, is whether
or not he accepts that the above two Marian
dogmas - subjects of the extraordinary exercise
of papal infallibility - are part of the Deposit of
Faith, complete by the time the last Apostle died
(cf Lamentabili Sane, the syllabus of Pope St
Pius X, # 21, in which the following error is
condemned: “Revelation, constituting the
object of the Catholic faith, was not completed
with the Apostles.”)

Hence it is not possible for Catholics to divorce
Tradition and Scripture – they are inseparable
and the Faith cannot be fully understood outside
of Tradition. It is, therefore, not accurate to say
that unless something is explicitly pronounced
in Scripture, it can be questioned. If that is what
Professor Haldane means when he argues “As
regards the dogma of the Immaculate
Conception as it is now understood no-one
seriously supposes that this is anything but a
late teaching” and “what the Church has come
to teach it did not always teach” then he is
seriously wrong. If, as I suspect, he merely
means that understanding and formulation of
the revealed teaching have developed with time
in a manner consistent with orthodox use of
these terms, then he holds to orthodox teaching,
although, unfortunately, his words are open to
misinterpretation.

The question of whether or not Our Lady died
is not a matter of dogma, but it is surely a
misnomer to speak of “deductive theology” in
light of Christ’s promise that God the Father
would send the Holy Spirit to guide the Church
(see John 14:26 already quoted)
One of the key ways that the Holy Spirit has
guided the Church through controversy (such
as the Arian crisis as well as the debates on the
Marian dogmas) is via the various opinions of
the Fathers of the Church. It is a mistake to
interpret the differing views put forward by
various contemporaneous saints as “resisting”
the belief. It was through their debates that the
Holy Ghost was bringing the Church to
knowledge of the truths already revealed and,
so to speak, awaiting definition. In any event,
it is misleading to say that St Thomas Aquinas
“resisted” the dogma of the Immaculate
Conception; at best – most scholars agree – he
was uncommitted for a time because of his
concern that the Church did not fall into the
error of claiming that Mary was not redeemed
– she was human and had to be redeemed by
Christ, like the rest of us.  In any case, the
definition of dogma does not depend on

Continued on p.13

“ I have character
defects and I’m not
afraid to use them!”
We are only too well aware of our own sins and
character failings (I’ve already said in at least
one edition that I know I have character defects
and that I’m not afraid to use them!) but we do
our best not to succumb to what little praise
comes our way, recognising it for what it is:
merely kind encouragement from thoughtful
readers. I publish their letters praising our
publication primarily for the purpose of
signalling to our “liberal” readers, including
our bishops, that we are not, as they allege, a
small group of cranks; that, on the contrary, we
are part of a constituency of deeply concerned
Catholics, lay and ordained, who recognise the
significance of the post-Vatican II break with
Catholic Tradition and are not one bit happy
about it.

John Haldane appears to share the position of
our Protestant friends in certain matters: if it’s
not explicitly in Scripture, it’s not Christian, by
which logic, of course, we would reject the
doctrine of the Trinity because nowhere in Holy
Writ is there such a word. To speak about
beliefs that “enter the territory of discovery or
development” is to ignore the divine assistance
promised by Christ to the Church. Professor
Haldane forgets the promise of Jesus to his
Apostles at the Last Supper: “…the Paraclete,
the Holy Ghost, whom the Father will send in
my name, he will teach you all things and bring
all things to your mind, whatsoever I shall have
said to you.” (John 14:26)

It is true that the words sacerdos and presbyter
were interchangeably used by the early Church
Fathers (“presbyter, being a Greek word
signifying elders, not only because of the ripe
years very necessary for this order but much
more on account of their gravity, knowledge
and prudence…” (Section on Holy Orders -
Priest - Catechism of the Council of Trent).
It is, however, defined Catholic dogma that
Christ ordained His first priests - the Apostles,
when He instituted the Eucharist and told them,
"Do this in remembrance of me" (Luke 22:19,
1 Cor. 11:24 ...Council of Trent, Doctrine on the
Sacrifice of the Mass, can. 2).

Pharisaic? Idolatrous? Vainglorious?  That’s fighting talk! by the editor - continued from p.6
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The UK & Irish Bishops plus the Pope and Prefects of every Vatican Congregation, receive this
newsletter.  If it contradicts Catholic teaching, we invite the Hierarchy to correct us

in accordance with their duty under Canon Law # 823

Our sincere gratitude to  everyone who
donated to our funds following the
January 2012 edition, and
during the year just gone.
Thanks to your generosity
we have been able to add
four pages to this edition.
Sincere thanks everyone.
Please note, cheques should be made
payable to Catholic Truth and not to
the editor personally. Otherwise she
might add it to her New Outfit & Hairdo
Fund. You can’t trust people like her,
trust me…
To save postage, we no longer write
letters to acknowledge individual
donations although if you include an
email address, Editor will thank you
personally. Email addresses are
included with all PayPal donations.  A
special word of thanks to our regular
Standing Order donors - God  bless you,
each one.
                  Miss McMoneypenny.

N O T I C E

The Editor
Catholic Truth,

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

Email:
editor@catholictruthscotland.com

Your Letters

I noticed you've published a letter from
Paul Mansbacher in the current edition
and report on a meeting with him and
"a lovely Edinburgh man called John
Smart"
(Recently), a Presbyterian "preacher"
named John Smart was found guilty of
a series of paedophile offences across
Scotland. As well as being a candidate
for the Conservative and Unionist par-
ty he has also stood for the Democrat-
ic Unionist
Party.
http://www.scotsman.com/news/mother_reveals_how
_pervert_preacher_ruined_children_s_lives_1_20239
48
Name & Location Withheld

(T)hat daft priest on the Irish TV
programme, Fr Seamus Ahearne, OSA
(CT January 2012 issue)  used to be based
in a parish in Dundee that was run by
the Augustinians. (They gave it up a
few years ago.) He was THE man in
Scotland for Marriage Encounter and
all that that entailed - couples used to
be going up to receive Holy
Communion hand in hand, draped over
each other…
Name & Location Withheld

Ed: I emailed Paul Mansbacher to express my
amazement at John’s conviction. Below is
his reply, slightly edited…

The situation appears to be the
following.  John has known this family
for many years.   The parents are
divorced    The two brothers are drug
addicts and one is a homosexual.
The daughter (Rachel) suffers from
epilepsy and was put out of the home
when she turned 18. (Ed: Rachel, died
soon after John’s conviction, just before
her 23rd birthday.)

Apparently John became an ersatz-
parent to her.  Some months before his
arrest, he even went on holiday with
her on a week's visit to his sister.  At
this point all seemed well.   She even
told him that he was the type of man
she would marry, which she admitted
to in court.
The trigger to this appears to have
been that the homosexual was on a
"Gay" Pride parade and saw John
witnessing against it.   It was shortly
after this that the police knocked on
John's door.

The prosecution pursued the case
using the Moorov Principle (Ed: this
means that a number of offences witnessed
by only one person can be grouped together
to show a pattern of behaviour and then
could be used in a court case.)

Paradoxically, this was also how the
case against Professor Macleod was
carried out.  Only in this case, it was
before a sheriff and he decided that
the whole thing was a conspiracy.
In John's case, he told me  that the
case was high on emotion and low on
fact, but this persuaded the jury.
As he pleaded "not guilty" to all
charges, he is not expecting any
leniency.  Where he will be serving his
sentence is not clear at this time.   I
know that John appreciated Catholic
Truth and would probably like to
continue to receive it.
There are a number of us who are
convinced of  John's innocence, but
are at a loss to know how to prove
this.  It is only likely to come to light if
one of the complainants has a
conversion experience and decides to
tell the truth. Only if you actually knew
the situations, would some of the
impossibilities be apparent.
Paul Mansbacher, Ayr

Many thanks for Catholic Truth.
Blessed be God for Catholic Truth.
May He continue to bless this worthy
journal, that saves us from many
hidden attacks on our beloved Church.
Its many benefits for us cannot be
accounted for here.  Again and again,
many thanks for this great blessing,
Catholic Truth. Richard Doherty,
Glasgow
Ed: I wish you’d show a bit of enthusiasm
Richard…!

Just to say how much I agree with your
article on Communion in the hand!   I
was asked by a Priest to become a
Eucharistic Minister (sic) and when I
said I was unworthy and did not believe
in Communion in the hand he replied
“You contaminate it more with your
tongue more than the hand.” My
answer was “then why contaminate it
twice!” Kay Dyer by email

The January issue is stupendous. I’m
looking for ideas on how to be a bit
more pro-active (in my parish).

Irene, by text
Ed: we’ve been very pleased with the positive
response to the January editorial. One simple
thing everyone can do, now that we’ve put a
“Free” medallion on the front page, is to leave
your newsletter at the back of your church when
you’ve read it. Certainly in Scotland, anything
marked “Free” disappears in no time. I mean,
you must have heard the rumour that the Grand
Canyon was started by a Scotsman who lost a
coin in a ditch? It’s the way I tell ‘em…

I am sympathetic to the couple who
removed themselves from their parish
due to interfaith events and the priest
preaching modernism. (Letters, January,
2012) I am really fed up with what is
going on in Glasgow but feel helpless
to do anything. I can’t even get support
from family and friends as they think
I’m the problem! I’m glad of the
newsletter to keep me sane!
Name & Address Withheld

mailto:editor@catholictruthscotland.com
http://www.scotsman.com/news/mother_reveals_how_pervert_preacher_ruined_children_s_lives_1_2023948
http://www.scotsman.com/news/mother_reveals_how_pervert_preacher_ruined_children_s_lives_1_2023948
http://www.scotsman.com/news/mother_reveals_how_pervert_preacher_ruined_children_s_lives_1_2023948
http://www.scotsman.com/news/mother_reveals_how_pervert_preacher_ruined_children_s_lives_1_2023948
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Letters continued …

I have received Issue No.70 in which
you attack my summary of the Bantry
Conference in September last. It was
sent to me by a person who alerted me
concerning your mocking analysis.
Ed: (1) I did not “attack” your report on our
conference, merely answered your criticisms.
(2) you were sent a copy of the newsletter, by
us, as  you will be sent a copy of this one
because you are named in it. If you wish to
be permanently added to our mailing list, let
me know (in a short note!)

As to my ‘papolatry’, I have a file of
copy letters sent to Cardinal
Ratzinger/Pope Benedict over many
years, one sent as lately as 5 January
this year.
Ed: thanks for sending me copies of your
letters. Your letter to the Pope dated 5/1/12 is
impressive, and you are to be commended
for correcting his promotion of the heresies
of Teilhard de Chardin. If we had space in this
edition, which sadly we don’t, I would have
published that letter in its entirety. Hopefully,
one day soon you will be able to
acknowledge other errors of this Pope and
his immediate predecessors, resulting from
the Second Vatican Council, because, Mr
O’Meara, I merely accused you of being a

I read with great interest the amazing
article on Jim Dowson and the UK
Lifeleague (UKLL).

I was another one who was suckered
in by Jim Dowson. When he came on
the pro-life scene he was a  breath of
fresh air and I was introduced to his
wonderful work (so I thought) by
another pro-life friend. I was so
impressed I donated regularly.

Gradually things changed. Jim could
not be contacted and Marion was
evasive. Literature dwindled, so did
contact at both UKLL and Precious Life
and Pro-Life Care, they all seemed to
stop around the same time and I was
still reluctant to believe it, still sending
donations to save pre-born life … or so
I thought.

Then the bombshell burst: Jim Dowson
was on Panorama as a BNP supporter;
then another episode told of the Truth
Truck.

Broken hearted I went to the internet
and there is an absolute cornucopia
about Jim and Marion - pages and
pages.

I am truly worried where my hard
earned donations went and thousands
like me.  We need answers now, Mr
Dowson, and you need our prayers.
Julia Webb, UK
Ed: See Jim Dowson’s Right to Reply - “Setting
the record straight” on p.15.

Please note: letters for publication
must be concise to avoid editing.

“wee bit of a papolatrist” - not a fully fledged
member of the club!

The life of St Joan of Arc shows how a
saint should behave towards even
malign authority, because she was
known to be always courteous towards
her enemies.
Ed: I’m no saint, but I think, anyway, you
confuse a bit of straight talking and
humour/satire with lack of courtesy.  I hope I
do not treat anyone less than courteously.
And listen, you have to admit that my fashion
sense tops St Joan of Arc’s any day - be fair.

In your “analysis” you picked with
considerable cunning, scraps here and
there from my summary, in order to
present the whole in a poor light.
Ed: you cannot possibly know my interior
dispositions so for you to decide that I am
“cunning” is  uncharitable. It is not true that
your report was edited for dishonourable
reasons.  You tend not to use two words
when twenty are available, so it is essential
to edit your submissions.   Still…
Readers  who wish to check out my status as
a “cunning”, if cool, customer. are invited to
send a stamped, self-addressed C5 envelope
to the address on page 8, and we will post
out a copy of Mr O’Meara’s entire report to
you, without delay.

Finally, the Devil loves division:
Catholics sniping at other Catholics on
substantially the same platform, is grist
to his diabolical mill.  Sniggering and
sneering at fellow Catholics to raise a
laugh is hardly doing the work of our
Divine Saviour. Frank O’Meara,
Ireland
Ed: unfortunately, we do not “substantially
share the same platform”.  Due to lack of
space, I’ve had to omit that part of your letter
where you repeat your original claim that the
Traditional Latin Mass “back in the 1970’s,
was not licit in Ireland at that time although
still a true Mass.” Wrong. You just won’t be
corrected, Mr O’Meara.  I quoted the Pope’s
own words for your benefit, where he admits
openly that the old rite Mass was NEVER
forbidden - how on earth could it be, in
Ireland or anywhere else? Nor, Mr O’Meara,
was I “snickering and sneering” at you, or
anyone else. That is your interpretation. We
all have to laugh at ourselves sometimes. I
struggle to keep a straight face most of the
time, I can be such a muppet.  Say nothing.

Lentfest 2012:
Another Fun-Filled
Lent… courtesy of
Archbishop Conti

Press Release from the Scottish Catholic
Media Office, 17/2/12…

Catholic Church launches biggest ever
arts festival

Some of Scotland’s best known artists,
politicians, Church leaders and academ-
ics will come together on Tuesday to
launch LentFest 2012, the Catholic
Church’s biggest ever annual arts festi-
val.

Peter Howson, Sandy Moffat, and Rich-
ard Demarco will join Deputy First Minis-
ter Nicola Sturgeon, Archbishop Mario
Conti, composer James MacMillan and
senior staff from the Universities of Glas-
gow, Strathclyde, Caledonian and the
Royal Conservatoire of Scotland for the
launch.

A special message from the Vatican will
be delivered and there will be an oppor-
tunity to meet some of the performers at
the launch, who come from as far afield
as Italy, Russia and Ukraine.

The event is the brainchild of Archbishop
Mario Conti, who wanted to restore the
Catholic Church to the role of patron of
the arts.  In his final year as Archbishop
(he is due to retire this year), he is de-
lighted at the mushrooming in size and
impact of the Festival.

He said: “This year’s festival presents a
delightful range of musical offerings, in-
cluding a Gregorian Chant workshop
hosted at the University; the extraordi-
nary exhibition of stations of the cross
has inspired Scotland’s top artists to sub-
mit their new and original works, there is
a new film festival and the traveling pro-
duction of the new play “St John Ogilvie”
will bring drama to communities across
the Glasgow area for the next six weeks.”

The Principal of the University of Glas-
gow, Anton Muscatelli said: “I warmly
welcome Lentfest to the University of
Glasgow . The festival provides an op-
portunity for all people – whatever reli-
gion or belief to come together and
celebrate art, music, film and theatre and
so we are delighted to be able to host this
exhibition/these events at the University”

Ed: whatever happened to prayer and
penance during Lent?

“Anyone who wants to be a true Christian
must mortify his flesh for no other reason
than devotion to Jesus, who, for love of us,
mortified His entire body.”  (Padre Pio)
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Concluding 3-part series on Communion in the hand …
The Argument against Communion in the Hand while Standing

By Howard Toon

Thinking Through Catholic Truth
“I have come to Scotland to unteach heresy and to save souls”

St John Ogilvie SJ
Feast: 10 March

The Church teaches that Christ’s Body
and Blood, Soul and Divinity are
present in the Blessed Sacrament.
There are many Martyrs who gave their
lives rather than deny this teaching.
Any self-respecting Catholic knows
this. There really ought to be no
question about how Holy Communion
should be received, and that is: on the
tongue whilst kneeling.
There can be no denying that Holy
Communion is now almost universally
received in the hand and that this has
been the case since shortly after the
conclusion of the Second Vatican
Council.  Note, however, that there is
no mention whatever of Communion
in the hand in the documents of Vati-
can II.  In fact, Cardinal L Suenens first
introduced the practice illicitly into Bel-
gium in the mid 1960s from whence it
spread quickly to Holland, Germany
and France.

When the abuse came to the notice of
Pope Paul VI in 1969, he issued Me-
moriale Domini ruling out universal
change to the Church’s method of
administering Holy Communion on the
tongue to kneeling communicants. In
this document the Pope expressed his
sadness that Communion in the hand
had been introduced in some places
without either his knowledge or the
Church’s consent.

Subsequently, Pope John Paul II twice
indicated the irregularity of this prac-
tice as a universal norm. In Domini-
cae Cenae (Feb. 1980), he stated: “To
touch the sacred species and to dis-
tribute them with their own hands is a
privilege of the ordained.”  Then, in
Inaestimabile Donum (April, 1980),
he wrote: "It is not permitted that the
faithful should themselves pick up the
consecrated bread and the sacred
chalice, still less that they should hand
them from one to another."

Pope Benedict XVI now shows by his
own example how the Apostolic See
wishes Holy Communion to be admin-
istered. At his Papal Masses the faith-
ful are obliged to kneel and receive on
the tongue from HIS hand, not their
own.

In fact, no post-conciliar Pope has
approved, much less promoted, the
novelty of Communion in the hand.
Papal toleration is not the same as
papal approval! That ought to be suffi-
cient to make priests and the faithful
reflect seriously on what they do.

Sadly, though, an attitude has mani-
fested itself since the Second Vatican
Council whereby many now see the
Church as a democratic rather than a
divine autocratic institution, claiming
that it is best served by acceding to
the wishes of the majority rather than
being led by the Pope with the infalli-
ble guidance of the Holy Ghost in
matters pertaining to universal faith
and morals.

There are some in positions of author-
ity within the Vatican itself who are
also of this mindset, and who have set
about their agenda for change by re-
stricting the extent to which the Catho-
lic Faith is taught.

For example, when religious instruction
was on the curriculum in Catholic
schools, children were taught about the
faith – how and why Christ came to
earth, His Revelations, His Passion
and Death on the Cross, His Ascension
into heaven and the provisions He
made for the growth of Christianity.

Given the suffering that Our Lord went
through in order to redeem our souls,
and the greatness of our debt to Him,
it is clear that no Catholic should come
into His presence without genuflecting,
and no Catholic should receive Him in
Holy Communion without kneeling
down in reverence.  It ought to go
without saying that no lay Catholic
should ever consider touching the
Blessed Sacrament with his hands.
Such was the teaching throughout the
generations up to 1960.
Religious Instruction was then
suddenly changed to Religious
Education and a new programme
imposed teaching children to explore
the different religions as if they were
all equally valid means for attaining
eternal life.

Did not Our Lady of Fatima speak of
1960 as the latest date by which the
Third Secret was to be revealed,
because then, as Sister Lucy said, the
world would better understand what it
meant? The year is significant.

At any rate, an indicator of the success
of the new strategy is reflected in a
U.S. gallop poll of a few years ago
recording just 30% of U.S. Catholics
now believing in Our Lord’s True
Presence. The other 70% had either
various shades of Protestant belief or
no belief at all. This situation can only
have come about through ignorance –
through simply obscuring the facts.

How has this been allowed to happen?
It wasn’t just allowed to happen – it was
deliberately brought about.  It is down
to the drive for ecumenism and the
agenda of some to create a global
religion under the control of a single
leader.
It was indeed Christ’s intention, when
He instructed the Apostles to “Go and
Teach all nations, and baptize them in
the name of the Father, Son and Holy
Ghost”, for there to be one global
religion – the One, Holy, Catholic and
Apostolic Church – but certain power-
brokers behind the scenes at the
Vatican have a different model in mind.

Amongst the chief obstacles
preventing the success of their plans,
however, are the Mass of all Ages, and
the Real Presence of Christ in the
Blessed Sacrament. The only way for
them to overcome these obstacles is
to debase the ancient Catholic Liturgy,
from which we get the grace to resist
temptation and evil, and to destroy
belief in the Real Presence.
The Novus Ordo Mass was specifically
written to be inoffensive to Protestants
by removing all mentions of it being a
Sacrifice, and replacing that doctrine
with one of it being a mere
commemoration banquet or
“celebration of the Lord’s supper,” as
it is now widely known.  This part of the
undermining is now very well
entrenched, and few Catholics realise
what has befallen them.

Continued on p.11
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of liturgical abuses within the Church,
but are unwilling to speak out.
Opus Dei certainly offers a worthwhile
spiritual programme to its members.
However, due to their unyielding de-
fence of the New Mass and the New
Sacraments, coupled with their unwill-
ingness to speak out against the vari-
ous abuses mentioned above, the
default position of Opus Dei appears
to be to stick their hand in the sand
and say nothing.  As such, it can only
be viewed as part of the problem,
rather than part of the solution.

Opus Dei
Part of the
Problem

As for belief in the Real Presence, that
doctrine is no longer taught in Catholic
schools, and respect for Our Lord is
being undermined by discouraging
genuflections and kneeling in His
presence, and by encouraging
Catholics to handle His body as if it
were no more than “blessed bread.”
The longer this deception is allowed to
go on, the more likely it is to become
accepted as the truth.
Before long, only a very few Catholics
will be left who have any true
conception of the Catholic Faith as it
was handed down unaltered through
the centuries up to 1960.
If this tide of indifferentism is to be
reversed, three important things have
to happen. These are the restoration
of the Mass of all Ages, with its
emphasis on Sacrifice, restoring
respect for Our Lord by fostering belief
in the Real Presence, and the daily
recitation of the rosary.
Pope Benedict XVI has already made
a start by showing us that Holy
Communion should only be received
kneeling and on the tongue.  When will
the Catholic world begin following
Peter’s lead?

The Argument Against Communion in the hand while Standing by Howard Toon - continued from p.10

In these confusing times, it would
seem that the traditional understand-
ing of "lay vocation" within the Church
has been lost.  Lay people are now
routinely engaged in illicit "ministries"
including Extraordinary Ministers of
Holy Communion, Pastoral Assistants
and even "funeral ministries".  Howev-
er, one organisation appears to stand
out as promoting true meaning of "lay
vocation" - Opus Dei, formally known
as The Prelature of the Holy Cross and
Opus Dei (Latin: Prelatura Sanctae
Crucis et Operis Dei).
This organisation teaches that every-
one is called to holiness and that ordi-
nary life is a path to sanctity.  The
majority of its membership are lay peo-
ple, with secular priests under the gov-
ernance of a prelate (bishop)
appointed by the pope.   Opus Dei is
Latin for "Work of God", hence the
organization is often referred to by
members and supporters as "the
Work".  Founded in Spain in 1928 by
the Catholic priest St. Josemaría Es-
crivá, Opus Dei members follow a
'plan of life', or 'the norms of piety',
which are some traditional Catholic
devotions.  A feature of Opus Dei is
that one sanctifies himself, and others,
through work and daily duties.  Its
founder advised people to: "Sanctify
your work. Sanctify yourself in your
work. Sanctify others through your
work."
However, even though Opus Dei is
often described as being "Traditional"
or even "ultra conservative" in reality it
is anything but. I have had regular
contact with Opus Dei in Glasgow for
almost 10 years.  Certainly all its mem-
bers I have met, including several
priests, have been sincere, well-mean-
ing people.  Members seem to be
aware that there is a crisis in the
Church, but they point blank refuse to
speak out.  Strangely, even though the
founder of Opus Dei refused to cele-
brate the New Mass, it is offered in
most Opus Dei centres worldwide.  An
Opus Dei member once told me that in
their centres, priests of the prelature
did not use girl altar servers, extraordi-
nary ministers or give Holy Commun-
ion in the hand.  This clearly shows
that Opus Dei are aware of the scale

Peter Mackin

Peter Mackin is a a regular contributor to
this newsletter and plays a leading role in
our blog. He lives in Renfrewshire with his
wife and children.

This article was first published in The
Remnant Newspaper 5/1/12 and is
reprinted here with kind permission.

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.

Feast
30 April

1347-1380

St Catherine
of Siena

Pope John Paul II receiving Holy Communion
from Cardinal Ratzinger (Pope Benedict XVI)

Prayer of intercession
for Scotland

Feast of
John Ogilvie SJ,

Saint and Martyr - 10 March…
Almighty and merciful God, look down with
compassion on the people of this land and
hasten the conversion of our erring
brethren especially our relations, friends
and benefactors. Forgive we beseech
Thee, the sins of our forefathers, and turn
away Thy wrath from us, their posterity.

Most Holy Mary, Mother of God, who art
called the Destroyer of heresy, intercede
for our nation that it may no longer remain
in the darkness of error, and perish.

St. Andrew, chosen patron of Scotland,
be our advocate before the throne of God,
that the Faith, for which Thou didst die on
the cross, may again be spread over this
country.

St. Margaret Queen of Scotland, pray for
those who have abandoned the ancient
Faith and the Communion of the Holy
Catholic Church which thou didst cherish
so much while here on earth.

All ye saints of God, especially our only
martyr, St John Ogilvie,who once
sanctified this land by your holy lives and

labours, intercede for us
that the only true religion,
formerly so flourishing and
glorious in our splendid
cathedrals, churches and
monasteries, may again
revive amongst us, and
make us once more happy
for time and eternity;

through Jesus Christ Our Lord. Amen

Ed: with thanks to the Aberdeen reader who
sent us the above prayer.
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The Lefebvrist Blame Game
(Editorial by Luke Coppen in
The Catholic Herald 6/2/04)
When John Paul II coined the phrase “silent
apostasy” in his apostolic exhortation,
Ecclesia in Europa, he could not have
known that the term would be turned
around and used against him. He
introduced the expression in an absorbing
reflection on the exodus of European
Catholics from the Church following the
Second Vatican Council. “European
culture,” he wrote, “gives the impression of
‘silent apostasy’ on the part of people who
have all that they need and who live as if
God did not exist.”
This week Bishop Bernard Fellay, leader
of the Priestly Fraternity of St Pius X, laid
the blame for this movement away from the
Church at John Paul’s feet. In a 45-page
document, with the catchy title From
Ecumenism to Silent Apostasy, Bishop
Fellay accuses the Pontiff of promoting a
false notion of Christian unity. The Pope,
he says, no longer sees unity in terms of
the reconciliation of schismatics with the
one, true Church, but as “a frightening form
of acrobatics” wherein the Catholic Church
accommodates Christian communities that
have profoundly differing attitudes to faith,
authority and morals. The result, Bishop
Fellay argues, is that many Catholics see
all Christian denominations as equal, and
therefore feel no need to belong exclusively
to the Catholic Church.
Bishop Fellay’s argument is admirably
simple. But this is its critical weakness.
Does the bishop really suppose that if the
Pope had not endorsed the ecumenical
movement millions of lapsed Europeans
would still be devout, practising Catholics?
Does he have any hard evidence to
suggest that this is the case? Will he not
allow that other factors may have prompted
the decline of the Church in Europe?
Secularisation is rather more complicated
than Bishop Fellay would have us believe.
To truly appreciate this phenomenon, the
bishop would also have to consider
sociological, political and even economic
factors. But one suspects that Bishop
Fellay is not prepared to widen the scope
of his reflections, because it suits him to
believe that if the Vatican had simply
followed the Lefebvrist way Europe’s
churches would now be full. This leads us
to conclude that Bishop Fellay is not as
interested in examining the causes of the
European Church’s weakness as he is in
theological point-scoring. It is this attitude
that has thwarted the Vatican’s recent
attempts to reach out to the Priestly
Fraternity of St Pius X. As long as Bishop
Fellay and his followers continue to shape
reality to fit their prejudices, the prospect

of reconciliation between the Fraternity and
the Holy See will remain far off.

Letter to the Editor of The
Catholic Herald From a
Traditional Priest (10/2/04)
SIR - Your editorial on 6 February, The
Lefebvrist Blame Game, refers to From
Ecumenism to Silent Apostasy, the recent
document sent by the bishops of the
Society of St Pius X to the Holy Father and
the College of Cardinals as a justification
of their refusal of the post-conciliar
ecumenism described by Pope John Paul
II as the “hermeneutical key” to his
pontificate.
You note that the Society’s Superior
General, Bishop Bernard Fellay, lays the
blame for the “silent apostasy” of so many
Catholics over the last 40 years at the feet
of John Paul II for having promoted a false
notion of Christian unity which has caused
them to “feel no need to belong exclusively
to the Catholic Church”.
This argument, you concede, is “admirably
simple”, but you charge it with
oversimplification and then presume to
judge that “Bishop Fellay is not as
interested in examining the causes of the
European Church’s weakness as he is in
theological point-scoring”; he and his
followers, you claim, “shape reality to fit
their prejudices”.
We disagree. Given that superficial
observers think that the stand of Catholics
faithful to Tradition is about Latin,
Gregorian chant and eating fish on Fridays,
there is an imperative need to make it clear
to the rest of the Church that the real issue
is a doctrinal one; it is about keeping the
Faith.
In insisting that every other aspect of the
present crisis can be traced back ultimately
to the ecumenical agenda of the post-
conciliar popes, Bishop Fellay does not
ignore the “sociological, political and even
economic factors” behind global (and not
merely European) secularisation; it was
precisely a concern to see the reign of
Christ the King established beyond the
merely individual sphere and in the social,
political and economic sectors that
motivated Archbishop Lefebvre to combat
a false ecumenism which has caused
Catholics to abandon the ideal to which the
words “Thy Kingdom come” refer. You
accuse the Catholics of Tradition of
shaping reality to fit our prejudices. What
prejudices are these?
If we see things in the supernatural light of
the Faith, such perspectives are surely not
those of ‘Lefebvrists’ (there are no
such creatures), but rather correspond to
the mind of the Church.

Those of us who see the effects (silent
apostasy) and try to trace them back to
their ultimate cause (ecumenism) do not do
so because “it suits [us] to believe that if
the Vatican had simply followed the
Lefebvrist way Europe’s churches would
now be full.” This is no ‘Blame Game’. We
do so because where the salvation of souls
is concerned, we cannot afford to entertain
pet theories and chase after ideological
mirages; we must judge a tree by its fruits
and have radical, supernatural solutions to
end a universal crisis in faith, hope, charity,
authority, identity, morality, obedience and
reverence. If the Vatican had continued on
its pre-conciliar path, then the Church,
despite all imperfections in its human
elements, would certainly have remained
the “salt of the earth” preserving mankind
from corruption. Secularisation would have
continued, but with the opposition of the
Church and not aided and abetted by her
own secularisation. Some Catholics would
still have fallen away, but many more would
have been worthier of the name. And how
many non-Catholics of good will would not
have found Our Lord’s Church more easily
had His Vicar not said and done the things
documented by Bishop Fellay?
Faith is a living, supernatural reality. If it is
confirmed, it becomes strong; if it is not, it
weakens and dies.“No ‘canonical makeshift
repair job’ will restore order in the Church,”
said the bishop concerning the Society’s
recent initiative: “this document should
serve as a reminder of the necessity of
debating the fundamental issues.” In it the
cardinals are told: “In no way do we want
to take the place of the Holy Father, but
rather we await from the Vicar of Christ the
energetic measures necessary to liberate
the Mystical Body from the morass into
which a false ecumenism has sunk her. […]
Only he who has received the full,
universal, and supreme authority over the
entire Church can perform these salutary
acts. From the successor of Peter we
prayerfully hope that he will hear our
humble appeal for help, and heroically
manifest the supreme charity required of
the first pope when he received his office
(‘Lovest thou me more than these?’), the
charity necessary to save the Church.”
Respectfully yours in Our Lord Jesus
Christ,
Father Nicholas Mary,C.SS.R. (formerly
Papa Stronsay - now Stronsay, Orkney)

The Catholic Herald & The Society of Saint Pius X (SSPX)
Following correspondence in the Catholic Herald in January, between the editor of Catholic Truth and a correspondent
who attacks the SSPX at every opportunity, a priest in Stronsay emailed his unpublished letter submitted to the Catholic
Herald in response to the editorial below way back in 2004. His letter was not published.  It’s always interesting to read
letters that were passed over for publication given the sheer banality of many of the letters which do make it into print.

 Immaculate

 Heart of Mary,

 pray for us!
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everyone agreeing beforehand: such debates do
not adversely affect the indefectibility of the
Church. Quite the reverse.

It is, therefore, to create a false dichotomy to
argue that “what the Church has come to teach
it did not always teach…” In her dogmas, the
Church makes explicit what has always been
believed. So, e.g. when the Angel Gabriel told
Mary that she was “full of grace” the Church
Fathers, after debate and, dare I say it
“deduction” (with the assistance of the Holy
Ghost!) were able to conclude that Our Lady
was sinless, from the moment of her conception
and that, by exception, it was at the moment of
her conception that she was redeemed.

Blessed John Henry Cardinal Newman: “does
not the objector consider that Eve was created,
or born, without Original Sin?  Why does not
this shock him? Would he have been inclined
to worship Eve in that first estate of hers? Why,
then, Mary?” (The Immaculate Conception, Mary
- The Second Eve, Extracts For The Times. From
the writings of John Henry Newman - emphasis in
original).
By virtue of the fact that our prayers are
directed to Mary and the saints for their
intercession we avoid the charge of idolatry or
recourse to “spells and divination” and the
seemingly derogatory references of Professor
Haldane to the “special powers” of certain
saints and to apparitions of Our Lady, sadly
reflects the archetypal Protestant objection to
the Catholic cult of the saints. The Council of
Trent on the Invocation, Veneration, And
Relics Of Saints, And On Sacred Images:

“The holy council commands all bishops and
others who hold the office of teaching and have
charge of the cura animarum, (care of souls) that
in accordance with the usage of the Catholic
and Apostolic Church, received from the
primitive times of the Christian religion, and
with the unanimous teaching of the holy Fathers
and the decrees of sacred councils, they above
all instruct the faithful diligently in matters
relating to intercession and invocation of the
saints, the veneration of relics, and the
legitimate use of images, teaching them that the
saints who reign together with Christ offer up
their prayers to God for men, that it is good and
beneficial suppliantly to invoke them and to
have recourse to their prayers, assistance and
support in order to obtain favours from God
through His Son, Jesus Christ our Lord, who
alone is our redeemer and saviour; and that
they think impiously who deny that the saints
who enjoy eternal happiness in heaven are to
be invoked, or who assert that they do not pray
for men, or that our invocation of them to pray
for each of us individually is idolatry, or that it
is opposed to the word of God and inconsistent
with the honour of the one mediator of God and

men, Jesus Christ, or that it is foolish to pray
vocally or mentally to those who reign in
heaven. Also, that the holy bodies of the holy
martyrs and of others living with Christ, which
were the living members of Christ and the
temple the Holy Ghost, to be awakened by Him
to eternal life and to be glorified, are to be
venerated by the faithful, through which many
benefits are bestowed by God on men, so that
those who maintain that veneration and honour
are not due to the relics of the saints, or that
these and other memorials are honoured by the
faithful without profit, and that the places
dedicated to the memory of the saints for the
purpose of obtaining their aid are visited in
vain, are to be utterly condemned, as the
Church has already long since condemned and
now again condemns them. Moreover, that the
images of Christ, of the Virgin Mother of God,
and of the other saints are to be placed and
retained especially in the churches, and that
due honour and veneration is to be given them;
not, however, that any divinity or virtue is
believed to be in them by reason of which they
are to be venerated, or that something is to be
asked of them, or that trust is to be placed in
images, as was done of old by the Gentiles who
placed their hope in idols; but because the
honour which is shown them is referred to the
prototypes which they represent, so that by
means of the images which we kiss and before
which we uncover the head and prostrate
ourselves, we adore Christ and venerate the
saints whose likeness they bear. That is what
was defined by the decrees of the councils,
especially of the Second Council of Nicaea,
against the opponents of images.”
http://www.ewtn.com/library/councils/trent25.htm#2

Professor Haldane is, of course, correct in
arguing the dangers of pietistic “excess” but
there is nothing “excessive” about the Catholic
cult of the saints.  It may be, however, that the
Professor’s difficulty with Catholic piety
reflects the findings of the Synod of Bishops
(cf post-Vatican II document “On Dangerous
Opinions And On Atheism” Ratione habita,
28 October, 1967) with regard to the
educated/academic class:

“For truths of the Faith are falsely understood
or explained and in a developing process of
understanding doctrine, its essential continuity
is neglected. In a special way the Fathers
deplored the fact that some actually call into
doubt some truths of the faith, among others
those concerning the knowledge we have of
God, the Person of Christ and His
Resurrection, the Eucharist, the mystery of the
Original Sin, the enduring objectivity of the
Moral Law and the perpetual virginity of the
Blessed Virgin Mary. For this reason there is
a noted state of unrest and anxiety in the
Church, both among the faithful and among
pastors and therefore the spiritual life of the
People of God suffers no little harm. This,
indeed, is not felt in the same way everywhere,
nor in equal measure among all groups of the
People of God. It is more apparent, as may be
easily understood, among men of more
advanced education, because of their special
difficulties in reconciling faith with reason…
(There is) a certain decrease in the sense of
supernatural faith among men conscious of
their own natural powers…” (The Current

Continued on p.14

Pharisaic? Idolatrous? Vainglorious?  That’s fighting talk! by the editor - continued from p.7
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“I am
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Crisis Concerning Catholic Faith and Doctrine, #
1 & 2)

I have to admit that I do share Professor
Haldane’s dislike of systems of Church
awards/titles and not just because I’ll never get
one! Nobody should be looking for rewards of
any kind in this world and it is off-putting, I
agree, that these systems exist. They are an
unnecessary accretion, of human origin.

It is also certainly true that there is constant
updating of the lists of popes as new
information comes to hand; historically,
problems such as papacies being interrupted and
resumed (three times in the case of Pope
Benedict IX) made it difficult to have a
seamless list of specific popes and the Pontifical
Year Book is regularly updated. In our own very
recent times, new historical research has
prompted almost 200 corrections to the existing
biographies of the Popes, from St. Peter to John
Paul II. “The discoveries are included in the
opening pages of the new edition of the
"Pontifical Yearbook 2001 ..the "who´s who"
of the Catholic Church published by the Vatican
Press.” (Zenit)

However, there is no question about the
succession: the papacy has ruled the Church
from St Peter right through to Pope Benedict
XVI. That is the key to understanding the
promise of Christ to guide the Church, primarily
through the office of the Supreme Pontiff.
Anyone studying the history of the popes, with
all the dual claims/interruptions and
resumptions of the term of office of a particular
pope will find that these practical problems did
not in any way affect the consistency and the
permanence of Catholic doctrines necessary for
salvation, and thus binding on the faithful. That,
after all, is what Christ promised. “(T)he
Paraclete, the Holy Ghost, whom the Father
will send in my name, he will teach you all
things whatsoever I shall have said to you.”
(John 14:26).
There was no promise of an infallible
administration system or of perfect human
beings to be perfect popes.

And as far as I know, no members of the laity
ever complained throughout the history of the
Church, when various additions were made to
the Liturgy. I can find no historical record of
any such complaints. In any case, our concern
is not with secondary matters of discipline or
devotion that are subject to legitimate change,
but with changes in doctrine. The Mass, for
example, has been stripped of its Catholic
character, with prayers removed for the stated
aim of pleasing Protestants and to further the
cause of ecumenism and inter-faith dialogue.
For questioning this completely novel Mass and
other innovations, concerned Catholics are
dismissed as Liturgical Luddites, so I would
argue that we are not so much saying “what are
these others - these innovators -  FOR” as saying
“why are these innovators ignoring Tradition
and creating, effectively, a new religion?”
There’s a very important difference.

I can speak on behalf of the Catholic Truth team
when I say that we do not feel at all “insecure”
and we are “resentful” only insofar as we should
not have to spend our free time warning our
fellow Catholics that their souls are in danger
every time they enter Catholic premises. We

http://www.ewtn.com/library/councils/trent25.htm#2
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Coming from the lips of the same Pope who
presided over what is one of the very worst
periods in the entire history of the Church, this
statement beggars belief. He speaks as if
everything that has taken place since the Second
Vatican Council is the work of the Holy Spirit.
Yet, unarguably, it is precisely because Pope
John Paul II took Vatican II as his reference
point, instead of taking stock of the devastation
around him and looking to his saintly
predecessors for help and inspiration, that his
pontificate will be viewed by historians as
easily one of the worst ever in the Church’s
2000 year life-span, if not the worst.  I do not
believe that “it was always so” in quite the type
and measure of the current troubles afflicting
the Church. We are in a unique situation today,
no doubt about it. We have  cardinal pitted
against cardinal, bishop against bishop, with
pope-hating Catholics, even among the senior
clergy and hierarchy, to outshine any medieval
Protestant reformer. This crisis is unique. No
question.

I do not know what Professor Haldane means
by “expansive Marianism” unless he refers to
the various devotions and
pilgrimages that are part of the
rich heritage of Catholicism, but
if Catholic Marian piety is a
“burden” for some modern
Catholics then that is extremely
sad and speaks volumes about
the dire state of Catholic
education at every level.
Similarly, if a doctrine such as male-only
priesthood, so profoundly woven into the very
fabric of Catholicism, is a “burden” on any
Catholic then those responsible for their
ignorance and lack of supernatural faith, will
be held to serious account at their judgment
(although, no doubt  “the judgment” itself is
another “burden” to be questioned and even
rejected!)

Professor Haldane is probably correct to say
that some Catholics, presumably of a
“traditional” hue, find the “Constitutions” of
the Second Vatican Council and changes to
liturgies “stressful” but that would not matter
if the changes wrought by the Council were
legitimate and in harmony with Catholic
Tradition.

I’m puzzled, though, by the Professor’s final
exhortation. Catholic Truth exists to report
events in the crisis-ridden Church. We do not
think that our work fits the description
“fraternal correction” which is more  accurately
conducted via personal contact. We have, in
fact, made such personal approaches when
informed of instances of grave scandal but we
have not reported these except in those very few
cases where there was a stubborn refusal to end
the scandal, and then our reports were published
in the spirit of Matthew 18:17 - that is, taking
the facts to the wider community of the Church,
mindful of the well known exhortation of Pope
St Gregory the Great that “It is better that
scandal should arise than that the truth be
suppressed.”

Indeed, who knows, if our reports on Fr Gerry
Nugent RIP had been heeded, perhaps the tragic
events, including the  murder of Polish student,
Angelika Kluk, that took place in the parish of

Pharisaic? Idolatrous? Vainglorious?  That’s fighting talk! by the editor - continued from p.13
St Patrick’s in Glasgow in 2006 - scandals that
caused shock-waves around the world - may

have been prevented.

Catholic Truth is not perfect. You heard
it here first. But when it comes to
comparing this publication with

“liberal” magazines like Open House there is
simply no contest. Apples and oranges.

On behalf of the newsletter team, I wish to
thank Professor Haldane most sincerely for
accepting our invitation to publish in Catholic
Truth. I believe I’m correct in saying that the
Professor was born at the launch of Vatican II,
and so has no experience of the Church prior
to the Council. Nevertheless, having read his
article ‘Whither Open House? Catholic or
what?’ in the December 2011/January 2012
issue of that publication (for which he has been
roundly criticised in their February edition), I
am hopeful, confident even, that, following our
paper tiger “dialogue” in these pages,  Professor
Haldane will come to see that Open House and
Catholic Truth represent two completely
different and irreconcilable “theologies”: one
of us adheres to the Faith of our Fathers Uncut,
and one of us rejects it.  Quo vadis, Professor
Haldane?

Acknowledgement …
Sincere thanks to Father Nicholas Mary
C.SS.R., for agreeing to critique the above
article at draft stage, and for his invaluable help
and advice. Much appreciated.

don’t consider ourselves to be “special” at all,
so we’re far from seeking assurances that we’re
special. We’ll settle for some of that much
publicised “tolerance” on offer to everyone
except “traditional” Catholics these days!

As for the charge of “inventing new orders of
orthodoxy” – that’s not true at all. The reports
we carry refer to serious breaks with Tradition;
we can safely say that if any of the martyrs
reappeared today and read our newsletter they
would be horrified, not that we are putting
unnecessary burdens on the shoulders of others
by our unjust expectations (truly Pharisaic) but
that heresies are routinely published in the
Catholic press, and that other shocking
widespread scandals abound to the extent that
they have lost their impact on souls because
they are now par for the course. We simply
report these matters and offer some (we hope!)
biting commentary to drive home the
seriousness of it all, in the hope that some souls,
at least, will be encouraged to look again, with
their critical faculty and Catholic sense
invigorated, at what is going on in their parish
and in the wider Church.

Professor Haldane is correct to claim that the
“conservative” and “traditionalist” movement
is new, but that is because of the nature of the
crisis in the Church which has created division
and factions amongst the faithful.  As I’ve said
many times, prior to 1962 all orthodox
Catholics were "traditionalists" - we just didn't
need to use the term.
And although Professor is correct in arguing
that the Church has always suffered crises of
one kind or another, I think it is very clear that
the crisis in our times is unique, because now
we have Catholics who have not changed their
beliefs one iota from what was handed on from
the time of the Apostles, consigned to the
margins of the Church and labelled,
pejoratively, as “traditionalists” while those
who have embraced the radical changes to the
Faith are in the “mainstream”.  That  has to be
the original “new for old” policy!

As for the virtue of prudence: we do not report
everything we know. We do have to exercise
judgment and we recognise the danger of being
imprudent, which is matched only by the danger
of using “prudence” as an excuse for inaction.
To warn against the danger of causing scandal,
however, is valid.  That is a justified warning
from Professor Haldane which we take very
seriously indeed. It is a concern constantly in
my mind. We aim to give frequent reminders
that the current crisis in the Church,
notwithstanding all that is bad about it,
nevertheless demonstrates the indefectibility of
the Church, for none of the modern popes have
made binding on the faithful, any of the errors
of Vatican II such as ecumenism and inter-faith
dialogue: even the new Mass is an option since
the old rite Mass - as Pope Benedict has now
admitted - was  never abrogated. (Letter to
bishops accompanying Summorum Pontificum,
7/7/07)

The words of Pope John Paul II quoted at the
conclusion of John Haldane’s article are among
the most breathtaking imaginable: “…Vatican
II has always been, and especially during these
years of my Pontificate, the constant reference
point of my every pastoral action…”

Pope St Pius X…

It is not enough to hinder
the reading and the sale of
bad books - it is also
necessary to prevent them
from being published.
Hence, let the Bishops use
the utmost strictness in
granting permission to print. Under the
rules of the Constitution Officiorum, many
publications require the authorization of
the Ordinary, and in certain dioceses
(since the Bishop cannot personally make
himself acquainted with them all) it has
been the custom to have a suitable
number of official censors for the
examination of writings. We have the
highest esteem for this institution of
censors, and We not only exhort, but We
order that it be extended to all dioceses.

# 52, Pascendi, Pope St Pius X

PASCENDI DOMINICI GREGIS
ON THE DOCTRINE OF THE
MODERNISTS
ENCYCLICAL OF POPE PIUS X,
SEPTEMBER 8, 1907
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years of use and all our money back. Mr McKay
appears to have shamelessly repeated the lies
about this broadcast across the internet, and  I
am disgusted by the smear. He also says we
have a villa in Spain as a ‘women’s refuge’,
again shamefully incorrect and a falsehood
plucked straight from the pages of the nutty
blog world. It is a disgraceful slander with
absolutely no foundation other than in the
imagination of some very twisted people. My
family owns a terraced town house in a village
and has done for many years. It has nothing to
do with pro-life. However the UKLL did build
a mother shelter in Hungary and have regularly
sent volunteers over to work on it at their own
expense. My children worked for many
summers on it with me and many others in very
difficult circumstances up on the Romanian
border.  I was awarded a LIFE WORKER
medal from an Austrian RC bishop for our work
there and among the local people in the area
who are utterly poverty stricken.

Mr McKay says we no longer do anything or
produce our Rescue magazine, again utter
falsehoods. We produce Rescue every quarter
and sometimes more often. Mr McKay might
not receive it but we have all the copies. We
also conduct street stalls, vigils, campaigns and
produce literally tons of FREE leaflets every
single year as our funds permit.  I am on the
street with my kids every week and last
Christmas I spent half the day outside a referral
agency and half in the maternity ward. Just
because we did not inform Mr McKay doesn’t
mean we are doing nothing.

Mr McKay uses the most intemperate language:
I quote - “Dowson is… a professional con-
man, a rent a cause merchant” unbelievable
and extremely vicious. He also calls me a
“lying, scheming, slimy, thieving wretch. The
whole article sneers with insinuation, downright
lies and horrid assumptions dressed up as fact.

He accuses me - and Marion Thompson  - of
living “lavish lifestyles”. Really? You need to
speak to my wife then, because I am sure she
will be most interested to hear this revelation,
as will my bank manager. Poor Marion lives in
a tiny rented terraced house and struggles to
make ends meet and still devotes countless
hours to the cause while caring for a long term
seriously ill husband.  Shame on Mr. McKay,
shame on him.  And again, what are these sly,
vicious remarks based on?   loony blogs?
Gossip? Who knows? But they are groundless
and wicked.

He also says “I can reveal”  (gutter press type
language) that despite going to the police on
several occasions, the press and the religious
media, that nobody took action.  That’s because
they looked at what he was purporting to be the
truth and saw only hearsay, blog nonsense,
rumour and vicious slanders.

I put up with this kind of malicious ranting

almost every week; that’s the price we pay for
going against the world, I know that and accept
it, indeed I offer it to my Lord as part of my
service to his cause on earth, but I am deeply
shocked that such a vitriolic and unhinged
attack would be carried in a publication I once
helped to print and one run by friends who I
have always supported and sought to support
in difficult times.

In these very challenging days such an article
could well finish off the pro-life groups
concerned. I am their biggest benefactor but I
am not Carnegie!   Such a vicious and totally
spurious piece may do so much damage that
they simply will not survive and thirteen years
of blood sweat and tears goes down the
plughole, all because of a few cranky people
who had an axe to grind or who are not of sound
mind being given a platform to outrageously
indulge in public libel of the most base and
calculating kind.  Time will tell if the groups,
who run on a shoe string already, can survive
such a damaging and un-warranted attack.

Mud sticks,  and if no action is taken people
may say, “It must be true then”  This is the
problem WE now face, and being asset free
offers no protection from lawful pursuit or
injunction.  Our people are gutted by this attack
and feel shell shocked and betrayed, I have a
duty to them and to the thousands who support
the groups (and those dependent on our
assistance) to make sure the truth is told and
these falsehoods are publicly refuted and at
least, the very, very least, apologies offered and
damage repaired as best as is possible. Anyone
with questions is invited to ring me direct on
07934666831.

I was contacted by several friends who were
most concerned about the
article in the January 2012
edition of this newsletter
entitled “Whistle-Blowing: UK
Lifeleague…”  by Patrick
McKay (Issue No. 70,
January, 2012).

I have never  read such a tissue
of falsehoods and innuendo in all my life, I
work for a living, my profession is marketing,
I do not draw huge wage payments and pension
contributions  from the pro-life cause like many
others, therefore I need to make a living at my
trade to feed my ever growing family and to
help support the causes that really matter to me
in life. In 2007 I willingly took on a fixed term
contract with the British National Party (BNP);
like them or not, over one million people voted
for them including many pro-lifers, and some
very high profile people. They are legal and
have never committed acts of violence or terror.

I raised many millions for them and designed
the marketing material that got them two
Members of the European Parliament (MEPs)
elected in 2009. Contrary to Mr. McKay’s
assumption, I never made any secret of this,
how could I?  I was never a BNP member and
have mixed views on their outlook. However,
I believe in democracy and freedom of speech
and I am deeply concerned about the massive
growth in militant Islam in this country.

Some, indeed a very small number of pro-lifers
did not like my contract with the BNP and
called me a racist, a charge I utterly reject - I
regularly look after African girls whom other
pro-life groups reject because they have no
‘social security entitlement’.

During my time with the BNP, I was subject to
the most intense campaign of intimidation, lies,
smears and unbelievable hostility from the
Marxist God-haters and pro-abortion lobby
who saw me as a real danger. I also got a lot of
stick from the Neo-Nazi types who hated my
pro-life stance and Christian faith which I never
hid at any time.

When I ended my BNP contract I thought “OK,
that was rough but I did the right thing and
refused to be intimidated or bullied by the
lefties and life should settle down now”

And it did until now. Mr McKay’s article is so
full of falsehoods, I don’t know where to start.
Example: he states as fact that the UK
LifeLeage (UKLL) truth truck was paid for
twice by the members and then I sold it and
pocketed the £20,000 we got for it!  Not true.

The  UKLL bought the truck, used it for four
years, repaired it on several occasions then sold
it to the BNP for what we paid for it four years
previously, and every single penny went back
into the UKLL account  - not a bad return: four

Right to Reply -“Setting the record straight”

Jim Dowson
former leader of UK Lifeleague

Ed: Since the allegations first came to my attention,
way back in 2009,  I have tried a number of times to
contact Jim Dowson by email and by phone, initially
after  receiving enquiries from readers anxious to
know if they should continue to support UK
Lifeleague. However, I received no replies to my
emails and voicemail messages, and, unfortunately,
as Jim acknowledges, if such allegations are not
publicly refuted, then the assumption tends to be that
- in Jim’s own words - “they must be true.”

Thus, faced with this non-communication after many
attempts to contact Jim, and given that I was receiving
regular enquiries from readers who were asking if
they should continue to support Jim’s pro-life
activities despite the bad publicity, worried that they
had not seen or heard of him in Scotland for a fair
while, I’m afraid I did draw the conclusion that, sadly,
the various allegations must be true. Three years on,
with no denial from Jim on public record and unable
to contact him, I agreed to publish Patrick McKay’s
article after checking the sources he provided. As Jim
acknowledges, the claims we reported are widespread
across the internet and were published in some
newspapers.

The “intemperate language” in the piece, however, is
entirely my fault. As a long time financial supporter
of UK Lifeleague and Jim Dowson, Patrick McKay
was naturally angry at the situation that developed,
concerned about Jim’s links with the BNP. It is
understandable that he would vent his anger in his
article. However, I am supposed to “keep the heid”
and see to it that such personal remarks are
removed in the editing process prior to
publication. I hope Jim will accept my
apologies for any hurt caused by the harsh
language, and accept, too, that our January report was
written and published completely  in good faith.
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Glasgow Jesuit on the achievements of Vatican II by the editor - continued from p.1
Collegiality is not quite in full working or-
der, yet, though, because there’s still this
“do as you’re told” attitude in Rome (ses-
sion 19/1/12). Terrible stuff.
Fr Smith insisted that Vatican II was a
Council of the Church in the same sense
as the other Councils of the church, such
as Vatican I, Trent etc. This was one of the
many times I felt bound to interrupt him, as
politely as possible, to say that this was not
accurate, and that the Pope himself had
said that Vatican II was a “merely” pastoral
Council. Fr Smith immediately told his
adoring assembly of the faithless: “If the
Pope said that, then he’s a heretic.”  I
waited to speak to him at the end, to make
sure I hadn’t misunderstood him. To make
doubly sure, I emailed him the direct
quote:
“The Second Vatican Council has not been
treated as a part of the entire living
Tradition of the Church, but as an end of
Tradition, a new start from zero. The truth
is that this particular Council defined no
dogma at all, and deliberately chose to
remain on a modest level, as a merely
pastoral council; and yet many treat it as
though it had made itself into a sort of
superdogma which takes away the
importance of all the rest.”
http://unavoce.org/resources/cardinal-ratzingers-
address-to-bishops-of-chile/

In his emailed response, 9/02/12,
Fr Smith wrote:
“Vatican II was a council of the church in
the same sense as the other councils of
the church, such as Vatican I, Trent etc.
Its documents were promulgated as such
by Pope Paul VI.  Therefore it forms part of
the living tradition of the Catholic Church.
To deny that it is a council of the Church is
to deny part of our Catholic tradition.
It acquired the description "pastoral" not
because it was a different kind of council,
but because of its different tone.  Instead
of threatening anathemas at every turn it
presented a positive and helpful picture of
how the church should be.  The description
pastoral does not imply that it is not a
proper council of the Church. However
your description of the council as "merely"
pastoral (Ed: not my description - the Pope’s
when, as Cardinal Ratzinger he addressed
the Bishops of Chile) suggests that you do
deny that it is part of the church's living
tradition.  To deny that the council is a full
council and a full part of the church's living
tradition is to reject a part of the church's
tradition. (Ed: this discussion never took
place. I know that Vatican II is a Council of
the Church. It is not, however, a dogmatic
Council as were Vatican I, Trent etc. And the
“living tradition” of the Church can never
contradict “previous” binding teaching - it
remains binding.)
The main quote you give does not support
your view that Vatican II is not seen a
council of the church. (Ed: I repeat: I never
said that.) I read the quotation as saying
that people should not place Vatican II
above the rest, should not make it into a
superdogma which takes away the impor-
tance of all the rest.  I do not know anyone
who attempts to do that. (Ed: you gotta be

kidding!) V2 is part of the living tradition of
the Catholic Church.  A glance at the foot-
notes giving the sources for what it says
shows that it is very much a part of the
tradition of the church - not more, not less,
but a council equal with the rest… Your
statement to me that the pope rejected
Vatican 2 as a council of the church is not
supported by the text you now quote, es-
pecially as it is attributed to Cardinal Ratz-
inger before he became pope.
(Ed: I never said that the Pope/Cardinal Ratz-
inger “rejected Vatican 2” - I quoted verba-
tim in conversation and later by email, his
exact words to the Bishops of Chile explain-
ing that Vatican II is a “merely pastoral
Council” - that makes it, by definition, differ-
ent from previous Councils)

Until an elderly woman (who’d be-
haved very strangely prior to the start
of the session) identified me by shout-
ing out my name and that I was with
Catholic Truth, Fr Smith had waived
my apologies for interrupting so much,
apparently willing to allow my com-
ments.  He was the soul of courtesy.
Thereafter, however, his attitude to-
wards me changed dramatically: I was
grateful that you did not attend the
following talk. A number of people
complained that your constant inter-
ventions were impolite and unfair to
others who wished to hear what was
said.” (Email 9/02/12)

Note: these complainers had no prob-
lem with Fr Smith’s constant assaults
on Catholic teaching and history, just
my attempts to correct errors (always
with apologies for interrupting). This
holds true for the two meetings attend-
ed by P as well. The very personifica-
tion of the “useful idiots of Vatican II”
described by Christopher Ferrara in
his excellent book “The Great Fa-
cade”, these nominal Catholics ac-
cepted, wholly uncritically, the tsunami
of false teaching and distorted Church
history that Fr Smith threw at them.
Thankfully, at no time did this priest try
to pretend that Vatican II had brought
back the lapsed, filled the seminaries
and convents, boasted strong and
fruitful marriages. No, the “achieve-
ments” of Vatican II are of a quite
different order, it seems.
And, the fact is, this “course” does
bear striking testimony to one of the
major “achievements” of Vatican II: the
creation of a passive and protestan-
tised laity. Apart from one man at the
back of the room who made a couple
of interventions which I couldn’t hear,
and a comment from dear, sweet Miss
(Deputy) McMoneypenny towards the
end, to break the monotony of all the
disapproval coming my way, nobody
else said a word to defend the errors

relating to the Catholic priesthood, pa-
pal authority and supremacy, Holy
Mass, Sacred Scriptures, dogmas of
the Faith such as the Immaculate
Conception, the universal (Latin) lan-
guage of the Church, the role of the
Holy Ghost in the history of the
Church, or anything else that Fr Smith
took it into his head to misrepresent to
his gullible audience.
P told me that he’d been so incensed
on the two occasions he’d attended,
that he’d shouted out “rubbish” after
deciding that it wasn’t worth trying to
correct the multifarious errors being
expounded. Wish I’d thought of that.
Could have saved myself a lot of effort
being polite (doesn’t come naturally).
If only I’d realised that I was casting
pearls before swine.  One of them (a
lady in the audience, I mean) ap-
proached me on my way out to ask
why I was so “angry”. I hope she’s
recovered.
It’s an old trick. Catholics who can’t
fault what we say, try to blame the way
we say it or accuse us of “anger”. They
can’t see it, can they:  they can’t grasp
the fact that it is their lack of righteous
anger, and their failure to correct, po-
litely but firmly, grievous attacks on
our divine and Catholic Faith that is
one of the greatest “achievements of
Vatican II.” Useful idiots indeed.

Feast of
St John Ogilvie SJ
Please gather at the

Tolbooth,
Glasgow Cross

to pray for Scotland
on

Saturday 10 March

Rosary 3 pm
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The Catholic Church has had her Year
of the Priest, Year of St. Paul, and Year
of the Eucharist (with a Novus Ordo
that obscures the Real Presence!) –
but 2011 may safely be categorized as
the Year of the Scandal. For example,
we had the rapid auto-demolition of the
Church in Ireland, the ongoing
homosexual “Masses” in Soho, the
endorsement of civil partnerships by
the Archbishop of Westminster, and a
Cardinal promoting the satanic hoax at
Medjugorje.

Two of the worst scandals,1 however,
were created by the Holy Father
himself: Assisi III, and his attempted
rehabilitation of the excommunicated
heretic Martin Luther as “thoroughly
Christocentric.” Martin Luther – a man
who, though he rightly despised the
human corruption in the Church, also
despised the Church herself: her
theology, her priesthood, her Mass, her
Vicar - all established by Christ? Martin
Luther – a man whose conversations
with Satan2 terminated permanently his
saying of private Masses? Yes, that
Martin Luther. If Luther was
“Christocentric,” then perhaps thievery
should now be characterized as
“expressing an egocentric
endorsement of private property rights.”

But I digress. Martin Luther, as it turns
out, not only inflicted grave wounds on
the Church, but on the social order
which she established, for the
foundation of the false doctrine of
“separation of Church and State” may
be found in his writings. In his book On
Secular Authority, Luther proposed
that no one may be coerced into
religious beliefs, and especially not by
civil governments (this implication –
that the Church or the Catholic states
coerced anyone into Catholicism – was
just one of the many insidious
falsehoods that were the basis of
Luther’s ideas). Civil government, said
Luther, may not enforce any spiritual
or religious laws; its role is simply to
keep the secular peace. Luther’s novel
and revolutionary separation of the civil
and spiritual, two realms which had
formerly been united under Catholic
civilization, was known as his “Doctrine
of the Two Kingdoms,” and it is closely
linked with his principle of “liberty of
conscience,” i.e. the necessity of
strictly voluntary religious beliefs.

Luther’s duality of government was
also a natural extension of his ideas
on the duality of man. The outer,
physical man was subject solely to
temporal powers, no matter how
perverse, cruel, barbaric or tyrannical.
The inner, spiritual man, however,
must practice privately his personal
Christian beliefs (as re-defined, that is,
by Luther). As long as the rule of the
state did not restrict the life of this
“inner man,” it must, according to
Luther, be obeyed.

John Calvin, in his Institutes, affirms
Luther’s new principle, by claiming that
“[if] human laws…are imposed for the
purpose of forming a religious
obligation, as if the observance of
them was in itself necessary…the
restraint thus laid on the conscience is
unlawful.”

“Separation of church and state” is
therefore a Protestant principle, i.e. in
essence a rebellion against the divine
authority of the Church over both the
individual and the state. This principle,
taken up and developed by such
figures as John Locke and John Milton,
became one of the premier guiding
precepts of the American and French
Revolutions, both of which were
enterprises carried out by
Freemasonry.

Here in America, this false concept has
been further perverted since the mid-
20th century, largely through the efforts
of such organizations as the American
Civil Liberties Union (ACLU) and
Americans United for the Separation
of Church and State, aided and
abetted by several Supreme Court
decisions. This perversion has
resulted in a false interpretation of the
“Establishment Clause” in our Bill of
Rights, which states: “Congress shall
make no law respecting an
establishment of religion, or prohibiting
the free exercise thereof.”

The Establishment Clause is in itself
harmful enough, as we will shortly see,
but the perversion of that perversion,
if you will, boils down to this: “There
shall be no religious content,
education, or promotion sponsored by
any state-funded agency or agent.”
Thus, for example, the ban on prayer
in public schools, or the ban on
Christmas displays or displays of the

Ten Commandments on “public”
property.

The manifest contradiction between
“government of the people, by the
people and for the people,” the vast
majority of whom are Christian, and a
government which denies the religious
expression of the vast majority of the
people it allegedly represents and
embodies, has apparently escaped the
notice of the ideologues. So has
another contradiction, between
“prohibiting the free exercise thereof”
and suppressing and prohibiting all
religious expression on government
property. Not to mention the
contradiction between a government
which prohibits religious expression on
its property, despite the fact that “its”
property is wholly owned by “the
people,” who are largely Christian.

The slippery slope constructed by
Luther and Calvin, and greased by
Freemasonry, has done its job well.
But what does the Church have to say
in response to this curse? Well, that
depends on which Church we consult:
the Church before the Vatican II
Revolution, or the Church afterwards.

The Separation of Church and State: A False and Pernicious Doctrine – Part I

                                                                                                         John Ingram

To be continued…

John Ingram is a grant- writer living
in Cincinnati, Ohio, USA.  He is a
regular contributor to the Catholic
Truth newsletter and plays a leading
role on our blog.

Footnotes
1The beatification of JPII may turn out to be a
third scandal.
2 Fr. Michael Muller, The Holy Sacrifice of the
Mass, (ISBN: 9780895554376), Chapter 36,
quoting J.M.V. Audin’s Life of Luther
http://www.archive.org/details/historylifewrit00audigoog
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The Church is undeniably in a crisis,
society is in the process of reverting to
paganism, and none of this is by
chance.  From the beginning of time
good has been pitted against evil –
there is a sworn enmity between Satan
and the Woman Clothed with the Sun.
The face of evil changes but the object
of its attacks has always been the
Catholic Church, the Church founded
by Christ and under Whose protection
it will endure until the end of time.
Interestingly, the Mother of God
identified the particular form under
which that evil would seek to destroy
the Church.   In predicting the dire state
of the world and the Church beginning
in the 19th Century, Our Lady said
Satan would rule almost completely by
means of the Masonic sects.

Our Lady appeared to a Conceptionist
nun in a convent in Ecuador in the
1600s while it was yet a colony of
Spain. The life of Mother Mariana de
Jesus Torres is the beautiful life of a
soul who lived only to make some
return to God for the love He has
lavished on an ungrateful world. She
offered her pure life in expiation for the
grievous sins of the 20th century.   In
her prophecies, Our Lady foretold that
the colony would be named Ecuador,
would suffer much and would have, for
a time, a truly Catholic president, one
who would consecrate the country to
the Sacred Heart.

Born on Christmas Eve in 1821 to a
devout Catholic family, Gabriel Garcia
Moreno would be the truly Catholic
president spoken of by Our Lady. A
brilliant student, he went on to receive
a degree in the faculty of law in 1844,
entering the seething world of
Ecuadorean politics only a year later.
From the outset he was outspoken in
his criticism of the corruption in
government, and even published a
periodical which exposed the
corruption while making known his
resolve to protect the religion of the
people. Exiled for his efforts he visited
France where in keeping with his
rigorous and disciplined life, he applied
himself to an intense study of higher
mathematics, chemistry and the
French public school system; he was
to model the system of education in
Ecuador after the French school
system.

While Catholic governments were
commonplace when Christendom

Our Lady of Good Success: prophecies for our times
extended throughout Europe, today the
very notion would be mocked and
ridiculed as impractical, thanks to the
Freemasonic axioms of separation of
Church and State which are firmly and
permanently entrenched in society.
The masses are led to believe that the
Catholic Church is the enemy of the
people intent on depriving them of their
rights and liberties.  Not only did
Moreno openly reject this Masonic
idea, he proved it wrong, he showed
that the Church and State could work
together to build a prosperous nation.
Moreno was elected president at a time
when Ecuador was in a state of near
anarchy; the country was bankrupted
by thirty years of corrupt liberal
government and deeply divided by
sectional resentments.  However, there
was one thing the people had in
common - their Catholic Faith - and
Moreno used it!  He promulgated a new
Catholic Constitution and publicly
consecrated Ecuador to the Sacred
Heart.  A brilliant statesman, superb
administrator and heroic leader,
Moreno put his country on a sound
financial footing. He reformed the
judiciary, he joined mercy and justice
in putting criminals behind bars and
stamping out bands of thieving
brigands, he purged the government
of corruption, built an impressive
network of public highways, and
reduced taxes.  Keenly aware that
oppressive regimes thrive on the
ignorance of the populace, he
established mandatory primary
education and opened new schools
and universities which he wisely placed
in the care of religious orders. The
people of Ecuador championed him as
the “Savior of Ecuador” and loved him
as a saint.

Exemplary statesman and leader,
Moreno is a model for our times.   No
breath of scandal ever touched the life
of this Catholic leader; even his worst
detractors could find nothing in his
public or private life with which to
reproach him.  The piety and discipline
which marked his private life are
evident in the simple but austere rule
of life which he inscribed on the last
pages of the copy of The Imitation of
Christ, which he carried with him at all
times.

Worthy of emulation in life, it is his
response to death, an unjust and
violent death that is perhaps the most
shining example of heroic Catholic

virtue for our times.  Warned of the
Masonic plot against his life, Moreno
chose to do what he had always done:
to trust Divine Providence and do his
duty which at this stage of his life
consisted in preparing himself to
appear before God. A life spent in the
accomplishment of God’s Will much
like Mother Mariana 251 years before
him, was brutally ended on the steps
of the Cathedral on August 6, 1875,
the First Friday of the month and the
feast of the Ascension.  Hailed a
martyr by Pope Pius IX, Moreno
despite 16 strikes of a machete and 6
bullet wounds lived long enough to
receive Extreme Unction at the feet of
Our Lady of Sorrows.

Our Lady promised that she would
intervene in the darkest hour to restore
the Church, and through her the world.
She wished to be invoked in the 20th

century under the title of Our Lady of
Good Success and to those who
turned to her, she promised unfailing
help as she has always done.

Adele Feild

http://www.traditioninaction.org/bkreviews/A_022br_GarciaMoreno.htm#rule
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Catholic Action: Garcia Moreno - lay role-model for our times
Below are extracts taken from an article written by the famous Communist convert, Hamish Fraser,
Editor of Approaches, in May 1971 and reproduced in the Christmas 2011 edition of Apropos.  The
late Hamish Fraser (1913-1986)  had such great devotion to Gabriel Garcia Moreno that his home
has this title in Spanish: casa Garcia Moreno which appeared even in his postal address, as noted
by Moreno’s Ecuadorian biographer, Fr Severo Gomezjurado SJ. Apropos is the successor
magazine to Approaches.  Visit http://www.apropos.org.uk/ for further information. Apropos is also
linked on the Catholic Truth website.  To subscribe, email: apropos@btopenworld.com or write to:
Apropos, PO Box 6312, Portree IV51 9WY, Scotland, UK

Sincere thanks to Anthony Fraser, son of Hamish, and Editor of Apropos, for permission to reproduce
the following extracts from Hamish’s excellent article on a leading layman of the 19th century.

Born in 1821, from 1860 till 1875
(when he was most brutally murdered
by Masonic terrorists at the instigation
of an émigré ‘liberal’), Garcia Moreno
governed Ecuador as no South
American country has ever been
governed before and as no South
American country has ever been
governed since.

Under Garcia Moreno, Ecuador
enjoyed a quite unprecedented period
of peace and prosperity. But since this
peace and prosperity derived from his
seeking first the Kingdom of God, from
his uncompromising respect for the
social rights of Christ the King, Garcia
Moreno is of much more than Latin
American significance. Not only does
he belong to the entire world; he is
indeed the most outstanding Christian
statesman the post Reformation world
has known.

Pope Pius IX said of him: “He fell a
victim of his faith, of his Christian love
of his country.”

Garcia Moreno’s political philosophy
was summed up in his declaration:
“Freedom for everything and for all
except for evil and evildoers.”

When Rome was invaded (during the
reign of Pius IX), Garcia Moreno’s
Ecuador was the only governmental
voice in the entire world to protest to
King Victor Emmanuel.  He appealed
to all other American States to do
likewise - alas in vain.
Ecuador was moreover the one nation
in the entire world whose government
contributed to the support of the Holy
Father when, deprived of the Papal
States, the Holy See found itself
without the material means of
maintaining its independence vis a vis
the temporary powers of the world.

But if hailed as exemplary by Popes
Pius IX and Leo XIII, Garcia Morena
was denounced by his enemies as a
fiend incarnate - as a reincarnation of
Nero and Caligula.

Yet nothing could be further from the
truth. Funk and Wagnall’s dictionary
defines ‘theocracy’ in the following
terms: (1) A government among men
recognising the immediate sovereignty
of God and recognising His revelation
as its civil law. (2) Hence, a State or
Government administered by a
sacerdotal class or by ecclesiastics, a
hierarchy having political power;
specif. The Hebrew State from Moses
to the monarchy; by emphasis, a direct
government by God…

(Thus) among the Jews of the pre-
Christian era as among Christians, be
they Catholic or Protestant, a
theocracy could have but one

Gabriel Garcia Moreno

“Garcia Moreno is  a
prophet appropriate to our times
which require, more than anything
else, a realisation by the laity that
unless they exercise a really effective
influence within the temporary order…
there is no possibility whatsoever of
social redemption.”

Hamish Fraser

meaning: the usurpation of a temporal
power by Churchmen.

As for the Church, obedient to the
words of Our Lord, ‘Render therefore
unto Caesar the things which be
Caesar’s, and unto God the things
which be God’s’ she has always
insisted on the legitimate autonomy of
the temporal order. And Garcia
Moreno, so exemplary a Catholic that
his cause is awaiting action in Rome,
could not possibly have stomached the
idea of a theocracy.
Garcia Moreno expressed his own
ideas concerning the relationship that
should exist between Church and State
in a memorandum to the Deputies:

“In order that religious influence should
be exercised to advantage within the
life of society, it is essential that the
Church should function alongside the
civil power in conditions of true
independence. Instead of absorbing it
or combating it, the State should
confine itself to protecting the Church
effectively and in conformity with
justice. If therefore there is no more
interference of the civul power in the
nomination of prelates, secular or
regular, you will cease to see unworthy
priests eclipsing the true apostles of
Christ to the great prejudice of both
religion and society…”

Far from encouraging the usurpation
of temporal power by ecclesiastics,
Garcia Moreno’s primary concern was
to see ecclesiastical discipline
enforced within the Church…

Gabriel Garcia Moreno’s crowning
achievement was the restoration of the
temporal power of the loyal Christian
laity… His example is also appropriate
in that lay initiatives in the temporal
order is in the final analysis, in our day
as in his, the only effective answer to
the crisis within the Church - in that the
prevailing neo-Modernism is simply an
infection of the ecclesiastical body with
the virus of a thoroughly corrupt
temporal city.

Even some of those who rightly
recognised the magnitude of his
achievement in bringing peace and
prosperity to his country have been
fooled by his denigrators into
describing his rule as a theocracy.

http://www.apropos.org.uk/
mailto:apropos@btopenworld.com


Feature Letter

        Father O’Shamrock

Ireland

The document put out concerning the
programme for the first full day of the
coming International Eucharistic Congress
comes from the Catholic Bishops’ own
website and therefore is a document that
must have the blessing of each of the
twenty-six successors of the Twelve
Apostles leading the One True Church in
Ireland.

They say that the “Christians of other
traditions” are involved “in both the pastoral
preparation and the official programme for
the Congress week” and later on in the
document refer to the “extensive
involvement of Christians of other traditions
in so many elements of this Congress
(preparation of pastoral resources;
Congress week programme; youth
programme”). What can they, who do not
believe in the Real Presence, have to offer
in respect of promotion of faith in the Real
Presence of Our Lord in the Blessed
Sacrament? Does their presence and
participation not indicate a diminished faith
of the Bishops in the Real Presence?

Note that they call the opening ceremony
of that day a “liturgy”. Note too that it will be
the “principal” liturgy that day.

Do the Bishops of Ireland give the name
“liturgy” to any ceremony they wish to call
by that name? I thought that “liturgy” refers
to a very particular action of the One True
Church that is the very ‘work of God’?  The
Catechism of the Catholic Church (CCC)
refers to the Liturgy as “an exercise of the
priestly office of Jesus Christ” and says that
“As the work of Christ liturgy is also an
action of the Church”. It also says: “The
liturgy is also a participation in Christ’s own
prayer addressed to the  Father in the Holy
Spirit”. (CCC # 1069-1074)

Note that the Bishops refer to “other
significant ecumenical interventions during
the week”, again by people who do not
profess faith in the Real Presence of Jesus
Christ in the Sacred Species.

Note the comments of the eminent Fr Kevin
Doran in the toning down of the notion of
“conversion” simply in terms of the ‘We are
all in it” stuff - while it is so true in respect
to us all, all the time, the time of a
Eucharistic Congress would certainly call
for a greater turning towards a deeper faith
in the Real Presence and thus a particular
call to those who openly deny the teaching
on Transubstantiation and the Real
Presence for their conversion to the
fullness of the Faith.

Note in the document the notion of the
nature of Christian ‘communion’ being
diluted as being simply that which springs
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from Baptism and not that whch arises from
full participation in eating the True Body
and drinking the True Blood of Christ - the
unity ‘in Christ’ of which the Eucharistic
Prayer of the Mass speaks.

Does this kind of carry-on reflect the faith
of the Catholics of Ireland?  Is this the Faith
that their ancestors of the Mass Rocks
risked their lives for? No wonder that
recently again the Holy Father has referred
to the problem in the Church being a ‘crisis
of Faith’.

Truly it would seem that the crisis going on
in the monetary and economic world by
which Ireland is sinking into the pits of
nihilism and totalitarianism is being
followed in the spiritual realms as well - and
the end result of that is hell!

The simple definition of what a Eucharistic
Congress is about is given in the Catholic
Encyclopaedia: “Eucharistic Congresses
are gatherings of ecclesiastics and laymen
for the purpose of celebrating and glorifying
the Holy Eucharist and of seeking the best
means to spread its knowledge and love
throughout the world”. From the (Bishops’)
document it would seem that there is not
going to be much of that around during the
Congress in Dublin. An Irish Priest

Ireland Hosts Eucharistic
Congress 2012 – gives a
whole new meaning to the
term “Irish Joke”…

Introduction by editor…
Fr Kevin Doran believes that the
Eucharistic Congress will be "a cross
between a U2 concert, an All-Ireland and
the Horse Show" and says it will bring an
economic benefit to the country.
(Eucharistic Congress to draw crowds 'when
we need it most', Irish Independent, 5/2/12)

A unique element of the 50th International
Eucharistic Congress, which will take place
in Dublin from June 10th-17th 2012, is the
extensive involvement of Christians of
other traditions in both the pastoral
preparation and the official programme for
the Congress week…
Fr. Kevin Doran (Secretary General of
IEC2012) commented that, “historically,
there has been a tendency for Catholics to
use the word ‘conversion’ as if it only
applied to other people …

The principal liturgy on this first full day of
the Congress, will be a “Liturgy of Word and
Water” celebrated by Most Rev. Michael
Jackson (Church of Ireland Archbishop of
Dublin).

The homily will be preached by
Metropolitan Hilarion Alfeyev of the
Russian Orthodox Church. Meanwhile
Brother Alois Löser, prior of Taizé will give
the Catechesis (or teaching) on the theme
of Baptism.
Other significant ecumenical interventions
during the week include: Rev Nicky
Gumble, of Alpha International, who will
address the theme of reconciliation, and a
presentation by Rev Ruth Patterson,
Director of Restoration Ministries, on being
‘Companions on the Journey’ of faith. Prof
William Reville will give an address entitled
‘Celebrating the Mystery of Life’. (Taken
from the website of the Irish Bishops
Conference. To read more about this
scandalous event visit
http://www.catholicbishops.ie/2012/01/19/international-
euchar is t ic -congress- launches-ecumenica l -
programme/ )

We discussed this “Eucharistic Congress”
on our blog and came to the conclusion that
it was nothing short of … we’re running out
of denunciatory language with which to
describe these increasingly unbelievable
scandals. How do you describe an
archbishop like Diarmuid Martin who allows
a Protestant to lecture Catholics about
“reconciliation” and invites a female
minister to do anything  at a Catholic event!
Outrageous. If Protestant female “clerics”
can officiate at Catholic functions, why not
allow women priests? You can see the
argument, can’t you? So does the
Archbishop of Dublin. Reflect.

See column 2 for a letter from an Irish priest
who wishes to remain anonymous…

 Email from an Irish layman:
The following is taken from
Joe Foyle's book "Succeed
Despite Greed"

Enda Kenny (Taoiseach)
"I am spiritual person. I attend

Catholic ceremonies.  So, when you say to
me, 'Are you a practising Catholic?' I
wouldn't know what that is. I don't believe
in Heaven or Hell. What I think about it is
that they don't enter into my thinking very
much. Does life end in the physical moment
of death? We'll continue to speculate on it,
but I think that there is a spiritual dimension
to our existence that is not turned into
physicality. That is as far as I would go"

Michael D Higgins (President)
"I am a Catholic and I am a Christian. I
wouldn't be the best Catholic in the world
- I am probably a better Christian than a
Catholic! I will go to Mass on Sunday
morning at 10 o'clock, if I am at  home. I do
believe there is something out there.
Whether you go from spirituality to God, I
think I will end up on someone's lap sooner
or later! I don't think there is a Heaven or
Hell in that sense - there is probably a state
of being, a state of mind."

The above are likely to attend the
Eucharistic Congress (Ed: and be feted!)
On the other side, a priest who denounces
Eamon Gilmore, the Tánaiste (Irish Deputy
Prime Minister) as "an arrogant atheist' in
embassy row (he has publicly declared
himself as an atheist) may end up facing
prosecution in the current anti-God, anti-
Catholic battering Ireland is receiving, from
her own.
St Patrick, please come our aid!

http://www.catholicbishops.ie/2012/01/19/international-eucharistic-congress-launches-ecumenical-programme/
http://www.catholicbishops.ie/2012/01/19/international-eucharistic-congress-launches-ecumenical-programme/
http://www.catholicbishops.ie/2012/01/19/international-eucharistic-congress-launches-ecumenical-programme/


  Is it “Catholic” or
“Roman Catholic”?
(Extract from article by Kenneth D. Whitehead…)

The Creed which we recite on Sundays and
holy days speaks of one, holy, catholic and
apostolic Church. As everybody knows, the
Church referred to in this Creed is more
commonly called simply ‘the Catholic Church’.
It is not properly called the Roman Catholic
Church, but simply the Catholic Church.

The term Roman Catholic is not used by the
Church herself; it is a relatively modern term,
dating from the time of the Protestant
Reformation, and one, moreover, that is
confined largely to the English language. The
English-speaking bishops at the First Vatican
Council in 1870, in fact, conducted a vigorous
and successful campaign to ensure that the term
Roman Catholic was nowhere included in any
of the Council's official documents about the
Church herself, and the term was not included.

Similarly, nowhere in the 16 documents of the
Second Vatican Council will you find the term
Roman Catholic. Pope Paul VI signed all the
documents of the Second Vatican Council as
"I, Paul. Bishop of the Catholic Church."  There
are references to the Roman curia, the Roman
missal, the Roman rite, etc., but when the
adjective Roman is applied to the Church
herself, it refers to the Diocese of Rome.

Cardinals, for example, are called cardinals of
the Holy Roman Church, but that designation
means that when they are named to be cardinals
they have thereby become honorary clergy of
the Holy Father's home diocese, the Diocese of
Rome. Each cardinal is given a titular church
in Rome, and when the cardinals participate in
the election of a new pope they are participating
in a process that in ancient times was carried
out by the clergy of the Diocese of Rome...

Extract taken from How did the Catholic Church get her
name?  By Kenneth D. Whitehead - see EWTN website
http://www.ewtn.com/library/ANSWERS/HOWNAME.HTM

Introducing -
Drum roll…

Monitor!
See column 3…
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empty ostentation which emulates a lace-
dripping sun-king” (ibid).

In the Church of the Latter Day Loftuses,
of course, all roads lead back to the Mass
and so, having delivered his blistering
attack on “lace and allied fripperies”, the
Monsignor returns to complaining about
how the new translation is “stifling the
relaxed family-meal atmosphere in many
parishes” (ibid).

“Sadly” he opines, with ill-suppressed fury,
“the recent translation of the Mass into
English, and the regrettable resurgence of
a liturgical-lace fetish, have both reversed
the progress the Church was making…”
“Progress”?  Would this be the same
“progress” that so excited Fr Michael Smith
SJ as he tried to convince us all that there
actually is some entity that can be
described as an “achievement” of Vatican
II out there?  Who do these characters think
they are kidding?

(Anti)Catholic Times Vicious on Vestments by editor - continued from p.2

The “progress” in the post-conciliar liturgy
has seen off generations of Catholics and
left us a smattering of nominal Catholics
who no longer believe in the Real Presence,
and who share Mgr Loftus’ view that the
Church needs to change just about
everything to fit in with the ever-changing
modern world. (See, for example, “It’s not the
thrones we need in the Church but ‘naughty
steps’” Catholic Times, 16/5/10).

Of course, Catholic Truth has reported on
Mgr Basil Loftus' newspaper articles for
quite some time.  This priest of the Diocese
of Leeds now lives in retirement in the
Diocese of Aberdeen and spreads his
Modernist poison each week not only in the
(Anti)Catholic Times but also in the Scottish
Catholic Observer (SCO).
Mgr Loftus is among those who apparently
believe that the Church started in 1962 and
he cannot hide his contempt for the “pre-
conciliar” Church. Note: we used to count
events as before and after Christ (BC, AD)
but now we start from Vatican II. The
Monsignor pontificates on the state of the
Church to the point where our new
columnist calls him “Pope Loftus”. We are
withholding the identity of ‘Monitor’  for
professional reasons (one lawyer told us
that a complaint was lodged against him for
“harassment” with the Law Society after
publication of a letter questioning one of
Mgr Loftus’ columns - what was that about
vanity being a common sin?)
In any case, Mgr Loftus is but one
of several contributors to the
Catholic press whom our new
columnist is keen to monitor in
order to highlight the ignorance
of the editors of the UK Catholic
newspapers and the negligence of the
Bishops in permitting the publication of false
teaching in their dioceses. Monitor is now
on the case.  So, without further ado …

Continued in column 2…

Mgr Loftus writes: (before
Vatican II) the Church was
essentially divided by the

Sacrament of Holy Orders, with
a fault-line running between clergy

and laity... (whereas now)  “... The Church is
essentially the whole people of God united by
the Sacrament of Baptism.” (SCO 2/12/11).
Thus he creates a false dichotomy as if the
Church did not always teach the doctrine of
the Communion of Saints of which we are all
a part.  Later, in an article entitled "Explaining
what's in a word - consubstantial" (SCO
20/1/12), he takes aim at the line in the new
translation of the  creed (which is a direct
translation of the Latin) "consubstantial with
the Father".   He claims that the word
"consubstantial" does not "express concisely
what Christ meant when He said 'I and the
Father are one".  This is false.
The expression "one Being with the Father"
does not translate "consubstantialem." The
expression is too vague.   The sameness that
the Eternal Son enjoys with the Father arises
from the specific substance or nature of the
Godhead. The Eternal Son enjoys the very
same substance as the Father. The Son
possesses fully the Godhead of the Father. So
today, the Church again confesses in the
English rendition of the Creed that Jesus
Christ is "consubstantial with the Father."
Monsignor Loftus fails to hide his disdain for
the Pre-Conciliar liturgy when he writes "these
were the words they prayed because they
could not understand the Latin" before adding
sarcastically, "Now they can't understand the
English either".  He knows fine well that we
don't need to understand every word of Latin
to understand the Mass and kneel in awe and
humility as the Holy Sacrifice takes place.
As to "understanding what's going on,"
consider that now, since the institution of
Bugnini's Mass, 70% of Catholics between the
ages of 18 and 44 do not believe in the Real
Presence - that is, they are material heretics.
Can you honestly  say that the Novus Ordo
Mass increases understanding of what the
Mass is?  Many Catholics who attended the
traditional Mass throughout its history -
including many of the great Saints - didn't
understand every single word of the Latin.
That's what they make Missals for!  After  a
while, one can recognise and easily understand
those parts of the Mass that do not change. A
recent Gallup poll showed that many Catholics
who attend the New Mass no longer believe
in the Real Presence, so can Monsignor Loftus
really claim that the New Mass increases
understanding?
Astonishingly, he goes on to suggest that we
should revert back to using "of one being with
the Father" by "pasting over the offending
words".   The ink is barely dry on the new
translation of the Missal before he is
"authorising" priests to make illicit changes.
He ends with a rather snide remark  the words
of Consecration, hinting that he will continue
his savage attacks on the liturgy in future
articles.  A Catholic priest attacking the words
of Consecration!  God help us!

Monitor…
Catholic Press Watch…

http://www.ewtn.com/library/ANSWERS/HOWNAME.HTM
http://www.ewtn.com/library/ANSWERS/HOWNAME.HTM
http://www.ewtn.com/library/ANSWERS/HOWNAME.HTM


Priest (Fr Peter Webb of the
Plymouth Diocese)
Let us pray for our various communi-
ties, and wider society, for the Church,
and our own particular needs, as we
celebrate being proudly lesbian, gay,
bisexual, transgendered and proudly
Catholic.

1st male:
That nations and governments may
always strive for peace and justice,
and in this season of ‘Pride’, also ac-
knowledge the contributions that di-
verse groups and populations make to
building up the common good.
God in your mercy, hear our prayer.

2nd male (dressed as a female):
For various communities which we
represent: of ethnicity and language,
of gender and diverse sexual orienta-
tions.  We find means to celebrate this
diversity, and strive for greater social
justice, and civil liberties for all people.
God in your mercy, hear our prayer.

1st male:
That the community of the Church, its
pastors and people, embrace the
challenge with which God risks en-
gaging with us.  That a joyful and
life-giving vision of sexuality be pro-
claimed, that embraces the fullness of
human diversity, and excludes no-
one.
God in your mercy, hear our prayer.

2nd male (dressed as a female):
For lesbian, gay, bisexual and trans-
gendered organisations, here and
throughout the world, and especially
those which gather and support peo-
ple of faith, that they may reflect the
rainbow covenant of justice and integ-
rity which God establishes amongst
us.  Remember, especially here in the
UK …
the Soho Masses Pastoral Council
 (www.sohomasses.com )
the Roman Catholic Caucus
(www.rccaucuslgcm.co.uk )
the Lesbian and Gay Christian Move-

ment (www.lgcm.org.uk)
Quest (www.questgaycatholic.org.uk)
God in your mercy, hear our prayer.
(note: all of the aforementioned are
openly dissident homosexual groups)
and Called to be One network for
Catholic parents (note: a group co-
founded by dissident Martin Pender-
gast, founder of the Soho Masses).

1st male:
We pray for the vulnerable in our
midst, for those who suffer in body,
mind and spirit, and for those who
have died, especially those whose
names are recorded in the Catholic
AIDS memorial book for the month of
July (here several names are given)
and for all whose names appear in the
UK names quilt, and any others who
you may now wish to name aloud or in
silence (a couple of names are called
from the congregation).
God in your mercy, hear our prayer.
Priest:
Gracious God, make us lovers and
sharers of your good news, as we
proudly celebrate all that you have
made us to be, in your created design.
May our action and prayer reflect the
integrity to which you call us as disci-
ples of Jesus, our brother and risen
Christ, living and reigning in the unity
of the Holy Spirit, for ever and ever.
Amen.
http://www.youtube.com/watch?v=h2k2k3ocRuQ&feat
ure=player_embedded

Westminster Archdiocese: “Gay” Mass - Bidding
Prayers caught on video …  The Editor…

Much to the annoyance of the organisers of the notorious but episcopally
approved Soho “gay” Masses in Westminster, a visitor filmed the bidding
prayers at one of these Masses and posted the tape on YouTube.  Read
them for yourself and note the supportive statement from Archbishop
Vincent Nichols (see box, foot of page).
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Archbishop Vincent Nichols is
responsible for permitting and
defending the use of one of his
churches for these Masses which are
provided for, and organised by, “gay”
activists for the purpose of allowing
transgender people and homosexual
men and women to celebrate their
“orientation” and their homosexual
couplings and civil partnerships.

We’ve reported this scandal before, of
course and readers have emailed
Archbishop Nichols only to be ignored.
Hilaire Belloc said that “the grace of
God is found in courtesy” so we can’t
be too surprised at that, really. In any
case, readers are encouraged to
complain again to the proper
authorities about this ongoing scandal:
it’s refusing to go away, so let’s make
it clear that we're not going to 'hold our
tongues' about this scandal, as
Archbishop Nichols once publicly
suggested. Needn’t be a lengthy
message - simply register your
concern and ask for an end to this
public scandal. Please and thank you.

Email…
Archbishop Vincent Nichols
archbishop@rcdow.org.uk

Apostolic Nuncio, Wimbledon
nuntius@globalnet.co.uk

Cardinal Levada, Prefect,
Congregation for the Doctrine of
the Faith cdf@cfaith.va

Following the adverse publicity when the above video appeared on YouTube and
subsequently on various websites and blogs, including our own, the
following supportive statement from Archbishop Vincent Nichols was
published on the website “Queering the Church”…

“As with every Catholic Mass, the bidding prayers celebrated at the parish
of Our Lady of the Assumption and St Gregory ask for the intercession
of God in the lives of people who may be in need.

Bidding prayers for every Mass must reflect the teaching of the Catholic
Church and this applies to the Mass held every fortnight where a
particular welcome is extended to lesbian, gay, bisexual, transgendered
Catholics and their families.”

Archbishop Vincent Nichols’ Supportive Statement

England, the Dowry of Mary…
Our Lady of Walsingham, pray for us!

http://www.sohomasses.com/
http://www.sohomasses.com/
http://www.rccaucuslgcm.co.uk
http://www.lgcm.org.uk
http://questgaycatholic.org.uk/
http://questgaycatholic.org.uk/
www.questgaycatholic.org.uk)
http://www.youtube.com/watch?v=h2k2k3ocRuQ&feature=player_embedded
http://www.youtube.com/watch?v=h2k2k3ocRuQ&feature=player_embedded
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Editor’s note…

We are regularly asked when our next Conference will be held.  We do intend, when funds allow, to invite
speakers to talk about why contemporary rebels, like the above, wish to remain in the Church. St Peter tells
us always to be ready to explain our Faith (1 Peter 15), so plans for a Conference on the theme of “Changing
the Church from Within” to answer the above errors - and much more - IS on our agenda, be assured.
Patience!

Dumb and Dumber
It’s great that I
can  go to Mass
on Saturday
nights. Leaves my
Sundays free for
enjoying myself…

I would never have known
that the church was wrong
about contraception but
for the catholic papers
keeping us right through
the long letters from mrs
Elizabeth price every
week… some people call
her a “dissenter” too - did
you know?

Archbishop Nichols is really enlightened to let us have “Gay” Masses to celebrate
our civil partnerships and meet up afterwards for
coffee and make new friends...  Archbishop Conti in
Glasgow used to allow them but I’m not sure if they’ve
been stopped. They always did keep the Quest Masses
low key, probably in case that Catholic Truth bunch
reported them again. It came as a shock, I think, last
time they did that. Do you remember? They were furious
because the priest said “go out and spread Quest”
instead of “go out and spread the Gospel”. Narrow
minded bigots - the lot of them!

Am I glad to see the back of all the lace and fringes. All
that frippery really got on my nerves. I much prefer the
cheerful rainbow vestments or, even better, plain suits.
makes you look much more professional - like an asda
manager. Suits are also more presidential, since we’re
now the “president” at the Liturgy or whatever you want
to call it (there are still people around who call it the
mass - it’ll take time to stamp out the old ways but we’re
getting there!)  Interested in a vocation to the
priesthood? Contact Fr John - men, women, transgenders
and all sorts of “orientations” welcome to apply.

Yeah, but i heard we don’t
really need to go to Mass
at all, at all… it’s our
choice.  Fr Seamus Ahearne
in Dublin said on tv that
it’s just “robotic” to go
every week, so I don’t
bother. Funerals and
weddings will do me…

Pay no attention to those
ignorant diehards - The
Price is right! And it’s
great that we don’t have to
rush about to go to mass
either. Imagine, before
Vatican II everyone had to
go to mass on Sundays! This
is much better. More juice?
Sandwiches anyone?
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Dear Reader ...
From the editor...

As we prepare to celebrate the Feast
of the Jesuit saint and Scotland’s only
martyr - John Ogilvie - I find myself
thinking about how he might react on
witnessing almost anything reported in
this newsletter.
Given that he gave his life’s blood
rather than deny a single doctrine of
the Faith, I think we can be reasonably
certain that he would not be throwing
Happy Heresy parties.
Indeed, his last words - after having
been paraded through the streets of
Glasgow on 10 March, 1615 -  before
being put to death, were decidedly
un-ecumenical. Addressing the throng
gathered to witness his martyrdom, he
called out: "If there be here any hidden
Catholics, let them pray for me but the
prayers of heretics I will not have".
Even at the ripe young age of 36, and
a convert from Presbyterianism,  John
Ogilvie understood the significance
and the seriousness of heresy.  Could
he keep silence while fellow Jesuit Fr
Michael Smith offered his view that “a
better moment for consecration” is
when the priest says “Let your spirit
come upon these gifts”, arguing that
the “gesture” calls down the “spirit” -
meaning, therefore, that this is more
appropriate than repeating the words
of Consecration pronounced by Our
Lord Himself… (see report: Glasgow Jesuit
on achievements of  Vatican II, page 1).

Interestingly, even in these ecumenical
times, the bus tour of Glasgow for
visitors makes no mention of St John
Ogilvie: on reaching Glasgow Cross,
the tour guide raises some laughs by
explaining that here, in medieval times,
women known to be gossips were
attached to some railings and suffered
the indignity of passers-by throwing
rotten fruit at them, but there is no
mention of the Reformation hanging
and disembowelling of Scotland’s only
martyr on that very same spot.  And
certainly no apology for it  - only popes
apologise: who knows, there might yet
be a papal apology for John Ogilvie
having had the temerity to break the
law of the land by disguising himself in
order to administer the Sacraments!1

What on earth would this great Scots
saint say on hearing a Jesuit priest - Fr
Michael Smith - telling a manifestly
uneducated-in-the-Faith lay audience
that members of their own families,

their parents, grandparents, great-
grandparents, and generations of
Catholics before them,  (including the
saint himself!) had not really
understood or participated in the
Mass?  That the Holy Spirit only arrived
in the Church in 1962? That he hopes
Latin never returns? That the Mass
didn’t have a proper “balance” between
the death and resurrection of Christ
until after Vatican II? That the children
now enjoy Mass because, thanks to
the novelty of children’s Masses, it’s
their Mass, done their way…
What would St John Ogilvie say on
hearing his fellow Jesuit dismiss the
term ‘church” as non-scriptural, as I
heard him dismiss it,  while having no
trouble at all applying the word to
“other Christian churches”.

Through the eyes of a saint…
Jesuit Superior and the Archbishop of
Glasgow who permit and facilitate such
a scandal (not to mention the
Archbishop’s  dereliction of duty in
allowing a priest supporter of a “gay”
activist organisation - Quest - to say a
Mass for homosexuals and their
partners in a Glasgow church)2.
When asked at his trial why he had
returned from the European mainland,
St John Ogilvie replied: “I have come
to Scotland to unteach heresy and to
save souls…”
We can be certain, then, that John
Ogilvie understood well the central
importance of Catholic truth3 and we
can be certain, too, that he would be
incredulous  at the deliberate choice of
known dissenters, by brother Jesuits,
to address one meeting after another,
with a view to undermining and openly
attacking the essentials of authentic
Catholic Faith in the presence of a
succession of largely Faith-illiterate lay
audiences. Here, in the city where he
accepted martyrdom rather than deny
any tenet of that same Catholic Faith,
John Ogilvie SJ would not - we can be
absolutely certain -  remain silent in the
face of such treachery.
Whether the saint would enter into
“dialogue” with these dissenting Jesuits
or whether he would scathingly point
out that nobody in their right mind
would be willing to be hanged and
disembowelled for their counterfeit
Catholicism, is a moot point.  One thing
I do know is that, having experienced
his Vatican II course at first hand, I’d
prefer not to discuss “hanging and
disembowelling” in the same breath as
“Fr Michael Smith SJ”.  Comprenez?

Footnotes
1There have been a spate of “apologies” from
both Pope John Paul II and Pope Benedict XVI
for “wrongs committed by Christians in the
service of the Church” including the
Inquisition,the Crusades and clergy sexual
abuse. The concept of a sinning Church is one
of the errors of Vatican II. Lumen Gentium (LG),
for example, states the Church is “at the same
time holy and always in need of being purified,”
that she must always pursue “the path of
penance and renewal.” (LG 8). Yet, this is not
what we pray in the Creed: “I believe in one, holy,
Catholic and apostolic Church.”
To fail to distinguish (in the case of clergy sexual
abuse) between the sins of individuals, including
the negligence of the hierarchy, and the holiness
of the Church, is to forget that the Church is holy
because she is the Bride of Christ, and Christ is
holy.
2 Glasgow “gay” Mass in city church - report by
two members of the Catholic Truth team,
Catholic Truth Issue No. 46, September, 2007, p.2
3 “God wills the salvation of everyone through
knowledge of the truth” (CCC # 851).
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What, on earth (or, rather, in Heaven)
would John Ogilvie SJ make of it all?
How could any Jesuit deliver that
diabolical “course” in, of all places, the
city of Glasgow, a stone’s throw from
where a wonderful and inspiring Jesuit
saint gave his life in defence of that
same Mass now so hated by Scots
bishops and priests.
Make no mistake about it: everyone
involved in this attack on Catholicism
dressed up as a Vatican II “course”, is
an enemy of the Catholic Faith. Pope
Pius IX: ...it is again necessary to
mention and censure a very grave
error entrapping some Catholics who
believe that it is possible to arrive at
eternal salvation although living in error
and alienated from the true faith and
Catholic unity. Such belief is certainly
opposed to Catholic teaching... [Quanto
Conficiamur Moerore - On the Promotion of
False Doctrines - August 10, 1863.]

Above all, what might St John Ogilvie
say on learning that Fr Smith’s “course”
on Vatican II was not a one-off hostile
event, but that the Jesuits in Glasgow
have previous form on this; that, in fact,
it’s now commonplace for dissenters
to preach their errors courtesy of the
Jesuit community in Glasgow. What
would John Ogilvie say  about both the


