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Same-Sex Marriage
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Glasgow Priest’s
Facebook Apology

No exit

Over the years, readers from the
Archdiocese of Glasgow resident in the
parish of Holy Cross in Croy  have
expressed various concerns to us
about the shenanigans going on there
under the stewardship - or lack of it - of
their then Parish Priest, Father Paul
Friel, now PP in St Paul’s Shettleston.
Indeed, Fr Friel made our humble front
page way back in April 2003 when we
reported that he was among those
clergy who incurred the wrath of the
Bishops’ Spokesman, Peter Kearney,
to whom the task fell  - in the face of
weak and negligent bishops - to
reprimand priests for praying for
various “Celtic Football Club” intentions
- see The Herald, 24/3/03.  Fr Paul Friel
apparently prayed during Mass for a
ticket for the Celtic V. Liverpool match
at Anfield. Unbelievable. Yet, while the
rest of us  have to exercise faith when
our prayers for very important
intentions appear to go unanswered,
Fr Friel’s “prayer” was answered, hey
presto, in the form of a donated ticket
from a parishioner.
The matter before us today, however,
has nothing to do with football. The
question now is, why did Fr Friel
apologise on Facebook for the Bishops’
campaign of opposition to proposed
legalisation of same-sex marriage?

UK Bishops Poll
Parishioners
Consulting

the Faithless
Next year Pope Francis has called an
“Extraordinary Synod” of Bishops
from around the world to discuss the
Church’s pastoral care for families
and the challenges for the Church in
responding to changes in family life.
The Holy Father is keen that as many
Catholics as possible should have the
opportunity to reflect on the issues
and have their views and experiences
heard by the bishops who will attend
next year’s Synod in Rome.
The Archdiocese of Glasgow has
prepared a questionnaire based on
the Vatican’s own list of questions.
Please consider responding. (Extract
from the website of the Archdiocese of Glasgow)

“Liberals” are quoting Cardinal
Newman on “Consulting the Faithful”
in an attempt to justify this worldwide
survey of Catholic opinion, but the
Cardinal would definitely NOT
approve of consulting the faith-less.
Asking dissenters for their views on
contraception, cohabitation, same-
sex marriage, divorce and remarriage
is like asking the proverbial turkey for
his views on Christmas.
We’ve published the questions posed
by the Scots Bishops, so you can
judge for yourself why the “liberals”
are so delighted about this entirely un-
Catholic enterprise.

Aberdeen Priest
(Catholic Times Columnist)

Publicly Insults
Cardinal Ranjith

Monsignor Basil Loftus, retired priest
of the Diocese of Leeds, now living
and supplying in parishes in the
Diocese of Aberdeen, is notorious for
his “liberal” writings in both the
Scottish Catholic Observer (SCO) and
the Catholic Times. Supported by his
Ordinary - Bishop Hugh Gilbert (who
refuses to respond to critics) Mgr
Loftus’s column is cornily entitled
‘Vatican Counsel’ and focuses on
selling us Vatican II as the moment
when the Holy Spirit arrived - at last -
in the Church. In pushing his
Modernist agenda, Mgr Loftus belittles
all that went before and savages
anyone who shows the slightest sign
of adhering to Catholic Tradition.
Cardinal Ranjith is his latest victim.

Albert Malcolm Cardinal Ranjith
former Secretary for the Congregation for Divine

Worship

I must state that (the Traditional Latin
Mass) is… not surpassed by any other

spiritual experience.
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For this day
is born to you

a Saviour,
who is Christ
the Lord…

(Luke 2:11)

Wishing all

our readers

a very happy and

holy Christmas…



Marriage - Words that Count
Comparing the Traditional and Novus Ordo Marriage Rites

Using the Novus Ordo Translation Approved by the  United States Conference of Bishops
Scottish Bishops’ translation is faithful to the TR rite, - see http://mediades.co.uk/pfs/wp-content/uploads/2012/05/CHAPTER-I-The-Sacrament-of-Marriage-at-Mass.pdf

American spellings prevail
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Introduction

This paper compares the 1962 Traditional
(TR) and 1969 Novus Ordo (NO) rites of
marriage. Catholics have long held that

ritual prayer is a
foundation of belief.
Therefore, we can
look at the changes
in the NO rite of
marriage for insight
into the changes in
the NO beliefs
about marriage.

The paper has three parts. First, we look
at some changes in the key words for clues
about the changes in belief. Second, we
look into the blessings to see what each
rite requests God to do for the marriage;
such requests are evidence of the desired
purpose of marriage. Third, having
determined the changes in the beliefs and
purpose, we inspect each rite’s text that
effect the marriage: the vows, or in the case
of the NO, the words of consent.

Without a doubt, the institution of marriage
is in decline. “Cohabitation increased more
than 15-fold from 1960 to 2010, making it
the new norm. Marriage rates have plunged
more than 50% since 1970 . . . and the
decline is accelerating. [T]he chances of
divorce or separation for a first marriage
begun in recent years remain about 45%,
60% for second marriages, and 70% for
those with stepchildren.
Among Catholics surveyed, 85% identified
infidelity and 60% identified falling out of
love as circumstances that  make divorce
acceptable.”1  Now, more than 21% of
Catholic marriages end in divorce.
Annulments are up 70,000%. A CBS poll
shows that “54 percent of Catholic voters
support same-sex marriage, while 38
percent oppose it.”

Certainly, the NO marriage rite is not solely
responsible for the decline. Nor would I
argue that returning to the TR marriage rite
could, by itself, restore the institution of
marriage. However, religious rites do
matter because they anchor beliefs.
Changes in belief cause changes in
behavior: good and bad. The comparison
of the two texts shows that the TR marriage
rite promotes traditional beliefs about
marriage, and the NO marriage rite
promotes different beliefs about marriage.

Overview of the words in the two texts.

An objective look at the key words in the
two texts shows that the two rites are
fundamentally different.

Different words impart a different message.

Let us quickly dispense with the argument
that the two rites are essentially the same.
A simple count of the words from the two
rites indicates that the rites are different.
The two rites share fewer than 36% of their
words. Many of those shared words are
common articles, prepositions, pronouns
and nouns. In the TR rite, 37% of the words
never appear in the NO rite. In the NO rite,
27% of the words never appear in the TR
rite.

When two become one.

The TR rite addresses the bride and groom
as two individuals until they are married and
become one flesh. Therefore, each person
acts according to his or her own integrity
before God and the Church as each is
responsible for his or her own soul and his
or her own vow. After the two take vows and
become one flesh, the couple attend their
first Mass as husband and wife and they
receive special nuptial blessings.

The NO rite addresses the man and woman
collectively as a couple before they are in
fact married. “My dear friends you have
come together in this church so that the
Lord may seal and strengthen your love in
the presence of the Church’s minister and
this community. Christ abundantly blesses
this love.” Therefore, the NO rite makes it
appear as if the Church is recognizing an
existing union rather than witnessing the
initiation of that union.

In addition, the emphasis on collective
rather than individual responsibility allows
for more excuses than individual
responsibility allows, making irreconcilable
differences, no-fault divorce, and
annulments more acceptable.
“All you need is love. Love is all you need.”
— John Lennon

As stated in the opening remarks, the chief
purpose of the NO marriage rite is to
strengthen the mutual, passionate love of
the bride and groom. This theme of
passionate love permeates the NO rite that
uses the word “love” 17 times, and most of
the uses suggest romantic, passionate,
physical love. In contrast, the TR uses the
word “love” 4 times: it is, by NO standards,
prudish.

The TR cites two kinds of “love”:

Exchange of  rings:
caritáte =  charity; love, affection, esteem

Blessing: dilectiónis  =  love; delight

The NO cites seven varieties of “love”:

Preface: Amorum vestrum coniugálem =
Conjugal love = married, passionate or
sexual love

In words of consent: diligam = love,
hold dear; value, esteem or favor; have
Special regard for; (milder than amo)

Rings: amóris mei  = love; affection; the
beloved; affair; sexual and can refer to
Illicit or homosexual passion

Blessings
referring to God’s love:
caritáte =  charity; love, affection esteem
or dilectiónis  =  love; delight
referring to spousal love:
amo = passionate or sexual love
diligam = love, hold dear; value, esteem
or favor

More me time, less God time.

Throughout the two rites, you get the
impression that the TR is theocentric, and
the NO is relatively anthropocentric. Total
references to God by name or pronoun in
the TR is 108, cut to 49 in the NO, a 55%
decrease. Total references to humans are
TR 130 and NO 169, a 30% increase. The
NO has the “He must increase; I must

Continued on p.4

Daniel Graham

http://mediades.co.uk/pfs/wp-content/uploads/2012/05/CHAPTER-I-The-Sacrament-of-Marriage-at-Mass.pdf
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Traditional Novus Ordo
Take and wear this
ring as a sign of
our marriage
vows.

[T]ake this ring as
a sign of my love
and fidelity.

Political correctness in marriage.

The NO blessings have become more
politically correct. In four places, the NO
changes the text of traditional blessings for
the “bride” to refer to “them” or “they” to be
more inclusive. The NO makes a special,
if not gratuitous, point of admonishing
husbands to be sensitive to women’s
liberation: “May her husband put his trust
in her and recognize that she is his
equal…”

Traditional Novus Ordo
May this yoke that
she is taking on
herself be one of
love and peace.

Give her the grace
of love and peace.

May you be
blessed in your
children, and may
the love that you
lavish on them be
returned a
hundredfold

May your children
bring you
happiness, and
may your generous
love for them be
returned to you,
many times over.

May you be
blessed in your
work and enjoy its
fruits.

May you find
happiness and
satisfaction in
your work.

May the Lord grant
You fullness of
years, so that you
may reap the
harvest of a good
life.

May the Lord bless
you with many
happy years
together, so that
you may enjoy the
rewards of a good
life.

To recap, the NO rite’s purpose is to help
the spouses 1) strengthen their mutual
love, 2) honor each other, and 3) be happy
and satisfied. The TR rite’s purpose is to
1) establish the couple in the institution of
marriage, 2) keep peace with God, and 3)
do God’s will. Understanding the difference
in purpose is important when comparing
the texts that effect the marriage.

decrease” dictum backward. The TR rite
gives weight to the married couple’s
relationship with God whereas the NO rite
puts emphasis on relationships with each
other, friends, and other humans.

Serious, binding language.

The TR rite uses language that imparts the
seriousness and permanence of this action
binding the bride and groom. The TR uses
the phrase “uphold the institution of
marriage” two times. The TR uses the
phrase “By the authority of the Church, I
ratify . . .” and the TR priest calls upon “all
you here present to be witnesses. . .” In the
exchange of rings in the TR, the spouses
use the word “vows.”

In contrast, the NO rite does not refer to
marriage as an institution, invokes no
authority, does not impose the
responsibilities of witnessing, and never
uses the word “vow.”  Instead, the NO uses
the word promise. In this religious context,
a vow is a solemn promise to a deity. A
promise can be a garden-variety assurance
to another human. To be fair, proper interior
disposition can elevate a promise to
become a vow; nevertheless, the word
promise is ambiguous, and ambiguity
undermines any contract.

The treatment of children is different.

The TR rite states two times why God
established marriage: “for the continuation
of the human race.” Every TR reference to
children is asking God for the blessing of
children, confirming that children are a
blessing.

In contrast, the NO rite teaches that
marriage provides “man the constant help
of woman so that man and woman should
no longer be two, but one flesh.” We get a
lesson about economics and about
conjugal love, but not about the hard work
of continuing the human race. Whereas the
TR rite presumes the couple desire
children, the NO rite inquires whether the
couple will “accept children lovingly,” and
then sells the idea by asking: “May your
children bring you happiness.” Therefore,
the NO rite suggests that accepting
children is not a duty or a blessing, not
God’s will for the continuation of the human
race, but rather an act of charity that has
side benefits.

The Blessings

The blessings comprise most of the text in
the two marriage rites. We can logically
conclude that the blessings we ask for tell
us what we want the marriage to be—that
is, the purpose of the marriage.

More about love.

In the blessing and exchange of rings, the
TR rite recognizes “mutual love” but in
perspective. In the exchange of rings, the

Marriage: Words that Count - Continued from p.3
TR rite states, “so that they who wear them,
keeping faith with each other in unbroken
loyalty, may ever remain at peace with you
[God] according to your [God’s] will, and
may live together always in mutual love.”
The proper order is

1) live in peace with God, that is in a state
       of grace
2) doing God’s will, that is serve the Lord
3) live together in mutual love.

The order indicates that living in peace with
God and doing His will is necessary to
achieve the third outcome, living in mutual
love. It is more important that we are at
peace with God than be at peace with our
spouse; it is more important that we do
God’s will than do our spouse’s will.

In contrast, the NO ring blessing comments
on the rings: “which you [Bride and Groom]
give to each other as the sign of your [Bride
and Groom’s] love and fidelity.” The NO rite
removed the text referring to peace with
God and doing His will; instead, it skipped
ahead to “love.”

Notice the differences in the exchange of
rings:

Continued on p.5

The TR couple wears the rings as a
constant reminder of their vows. To remove
the ring would be tantamount to breaking
the vow. The NO couple wears the ring as
a sign of love and fidelity. Logically, one
should remove the ring when love fails or
in the case of infidelity.

It’s a jungle out there, or is it?

The TR blessings acknowledge that
marriage adds challenges to one’s life. The
TR rite uses words like “sin” and
“punishment.” The TR rite reminds us that
we must combat evil: “May the author of
sin have no mastery over her because of
her acts . . . May she flee from unlawful
companionship . . . prove worthy and
blameless.” The TR rite invokes God’s
“mercy” three times. The NO rite is silent
about the devil and provides no warnings;
nor does the NO rite appeal to God’s mercy.

The TR rite enumerates virtues for the wife
to attain. “May she be faithful and chaste…
wise…loyal…grave in her modesty,
honorable in her chastity, learned in the
teachings of heaven. The TR names the
heroines in scripture: Rachael, Rebecca,
and Sarah. The NO dispenses with this
sentiment, saying, “May she always follow
the example of the holy women…”

Take it easy.

Throughout the TR rite, the language
speaks of the hard work of marriage. The
TR refers to the bride and groom as
servants. The TR asks for blessings,
fullness, goodness, which we know can be
crosses. The NO rite asks for happiness,
satisfaction, and enjoyment—no crosses
here.

I must remember my

father’s advice:

never go to bed

mad - stay up and

fight!
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Traditional
Vows

Novus Ordo
Consent

N., Do you take N.,
Here present for
your lawful wife,
according to the
rite of our holy
mother, the
Church?

N and N., have you
come here freely
and without
reservation to
give yourselves
to each other in
marriage?

I do

Will you love and
honor each other
as man and wife
for the rest of your
lives?

N., Do you take N.,
Here present for
your lawful
husband
according to the
rite of our holy
mother, the
Church?

I will
I will

Will you accept
children lovingly
from God and bring
them up according
to the law of Christ
and his Church?

I do I will
I will

Now join your right
hands and say
after me:

Since it is your
intention to enter
into marriage, join
your right hands,
and declare your
consent before
God and his
Church.

I, N.N., Take you,
N.N., for my lawful
wife, to have and
to hold, from this
day forward, for
better or worse, for
richer, for poorer,
in sickness and in
health, until death
do us part.

I, N., Take you, N,
to be my wife. I
promise to be
true to you in
good times and in
bad, in sickness
and in health. I will
love you and
honor you all the
days of my life.

Any room for interpretation undermines the
promise.

The words in the TR vows leave no room
for interpretation. The words “take . . . here
and present” defines the moment and the
individuals. The word “lawful” and
reference to the “rite” of the Church, tell us
this act has the authority of the Church. The
TR “have and to hold” means to possess
“from this day forward”—that is—never to
let go. The expression “until death do us
part” cites a specific event.

In contrast, the NO words of consent dodge
the issue of Church authority, ensures that
the parties are free to act, and then
proceeds with the theme of love and honor
and accepting children. Ironically,
childrearing does have a tie to Church

authority but not to the marriage. The word
“love” leaves room for interpretation. The
verb “honor” also invites interpretation as
“honor” can mean worship, revere, or
accept in payment. The words “intention”
and “consent” are loose. Moreover,
intending to “enter into marriage” presumes
a counter action, “exit out of marriage.”
Intention means plan; consent means give
permission. So the NO rite enjoins the bride
and groom, saying in effect, “Since you plan
to enter into a marriage, join your right
hands, and give permission before God and
his Church”: permission to whom and for
what exactly?

The NO “promise to be true” allows the
possibility of an exit out of marriage. One
can argue that to be “true,” means that one
simply promises to be consistent or never
to lie - one can be a consistent, truthful
philanderer. The NO text cannot abide the
“D” word - death. Instead, the words of
consent prefer, “All the days of my life.” In
some versions, the text reads, “as long as
we both shall live.” Death is an event that
we can easily determine. “All the days of
my life” has some room - albeit small - to
quibble, as in “my life ended when I got
stuck in this marriage.”

“I will” does not necessarily mean “I do”.

The bride and groom answer “I do” in the
TR, but “I will” in the NO. The words “I do”
make a clear, unqualified, unconditional,
and timeless commitment - a vow. The
words “I will” imply a future condition, a
wish, consent, or a conditional promise.

The Latin is volo, which can mean every
level of consent from I wish to I ordain. The
context for volo in the TR marriage is I
ordain or I do. The context of the NO
marriage is I consent or I wish it so. In the
TR, the text expresses an unconditional
commitment, whereas the NO text implies
a condition, and as we all know, conditions
change.

The danger of empty promises.

Conditional promises are empty promises.
The ultimate danger of the NO rites is that
the two parties are making empty promises.
You cannot oblige yourself or promise
something that is, depending on conditions,
out of your control. You can promise to love
someone spiritually, but conjugal love may,
in some conditions, be out of your control.
You cannot promise to honor somebody if
that person becomes unrepentantly wicked.
You cannot promise happiness because
happiness is often outside your control. In
fact, when a spouse determines that he or
she no longer has any feelings of conjugal
love, or no longer can honor the other
spouse, or no longer experiences any
happiness or satisfaction, that person may
logically conclude that the marriage
sacrament was fatally flawed and is a
candidate for annulment.

On the other hand, the TR vows are
practical if not hard. You can vow to “have
and hold until death” because you control
that decision. You can vow to keep in God’s
peace - that is, reject sin. You can vow to
do God’s will. With God’s grace, we can
struggle to keep our vows no matter how
difficult our situation.
Conclusion
An objective look at the two rites shows that
the NO’s teaching on marriage has
changed to conform to modern society’s
focus on love, honor, and happiness in this
life. On the surface, the focus on love,
honor, and happiness would seem to make
marriage more attractive. However, the
result had been the opposite. The NO
marriage rite promotes unreal beliefs and
expectations about marriage that result in
many more divorces and annulments.

Returning to the TR rite might not be a
cure-all, but the TR rite does a better job
promoting the revealed truth about
marriage and provides realistic
expectations. Rites help define beliefs;
beliefs determine behavior. Returning the
TR rite is a good first step to reversing the
dismal decline in marriage.

Marriage: Words that Count - Continued from p.4

The texts that effect the marriage.

The TR rite refers to this part of the text
as the “marriage vows.” The NO rite
refers to this part as the words of
“consent.” The following table shows the
texts side by side.

Daniel Graham, MBA, Principal, Graham
Consulting Associates, Inc.
For twenty-seven years, Daniel Graham has
provided training and consulting about writing
efficiency and quality to corporations and
government agencies throughout North America
and Europe.  He has trained more than 75,000
engineers, scientists, and business professionals
how to write better documents faster.  He is
published in journals on topics such as law,
engineering, foreign exchange risk management,
and family life.  He is an award-winning novelist
with eight titles.

For ten years, he served as an officer in the
United States Army with assignments in tactical
and strategic intelligence.  When serving as the
CEO of High Frontier, Inc, he founded the
Journal of Practical Applications in Space. He
also owns and manages a small press as well
as the fastest and greenest junk removal and
recycling service in Northern Virginia—Junk King.

Books by Daniel Graham, include:
Can Do Writing, with Judith Graham Ph.D., John
Wiley & Sons, New York, NY, April 2009
The Writing System, with Judith Graham Ph.D.,
Preview Press, Fairfax, VA, March 2003
The Writing System Workbook, with Judith
Graham, Ph.D. Preview Press, Fairfax, VA,
November 1994.

Welcome to the Hotel Novus Ordo, novel,
Preview Press, Fairfax, VA, September 2013
Why I’m Not Normal, humor, Preview Press,
Fairfax, VA, January 2012
Tenebrea Rising, novel, with Roxann Dawson,
Pocket Books, New York, NY, January 2002
Tenebrea’s Hope, novel, with Roxann Dawson,
Pocket Books, New York, NY, October 2001
Pocket Books, New York, NY, July 2000
The Gatekeepers, novel, Baen, New York, NY,
September 1995. (Compton Crook Award)

Footnote:
1 http://www.catholicnewsagency.com/column.php?n=2074
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Praise be to Jesus Christ and Mary
most holy.
I am writing this article as a
contribution to the wide collection of
commentaries found in Catholic Truth,
ranging from expressing the concerns
of the Church in our contemporary
times, to the importance and emphasis
on our Lady’s message in Fatima, to
discussions that seems less serious,
The subject of this short article which
I am co-addressing, together with a
previous contributor, regards the
difficulties of finding a lifelong partner
within Catholicism, or more precisely,
within the traditional form of the
Catholic Faith.

I believe, as practising Catholics, that
it is inevitable that at some point in our
lives, we will be thrown into dilemma
between choosing vocational or family
life. The former seems rather straight
forward, to enroll oneself into
institutions set up for this specific
purpose and dedicating one’s soul and
body to the service of God entirely.
This, by no means should be
mistakenly perceived as “an easier
life”, for while indeed it is true that God
calls us to different purposes in our
lives,  He sends us crosses which we
must bear faithfully in whichever
directions He calls us.

This is especially true for the latter, to
which I am very sure anyone whom
God has so lovingly called to family life
can relate. The first cross, it seems, is
such enormous difficulty in seeking for
this particular “right person”, and this
difficulty we face, seems to heighten
when we remind ourselves of the
importance and perhaps, even the
necessity of looking for someone
within the traditional Catholic circle.
This necessity that I mentioned, refers
to the Canon Law of the Catholic
Church, which forbids marriages
between one baptised member of the

Church and one who is not.1 This
however, does not mean that with
much penance and prayers,
conversions are impossible as we have
all seen or heard of such cases.

It is undoubtedly true, almost
universally, that everyone desires to
seek for a person we would regard to
as beautiful. This very quality – beauty
– is so misunderstood in modern times,
especially due to the intense influence
from a distorted portrayal of beauty by
the mass media. So, this highly
esteemed and regarded form seems
to have been unjustly reduced to that
of mere sense perception.

To spare ourselves from meddling into
the depths of philosophical debates or
understanding, I humbly suggest a
very simple syllogism here: If God is
the most beautiful, and we desire to
seek for (one) who is beautiful, then we
should seek for one who is alike to
God. With the right disposition and our
basic reasoning faculty, we should find
ourselves agreeable to the truth of the
above proposition (and so) we would,
gladly narrow down our wishes to
some qualities or principles that may
serve as a guide.  Thus, we may
advance into the adventure of seeking
this right person.

These qualities or principles we may
find identifiable to the fruits of the Holy
Ghost, and this is not surprising, for
who would it be, who does not reside
himself or herself in the likeness of God
who does not bear these lovely
qualities at the same time? Besides,
what can be more like to God than to
hold on dearly to these fruits that come
directly from God Himself? Joy, peace,
patience, kindness, goodness,
generosity, gentleness, faithfulness,
modesty, self-control, chastity and love
develop and blossom in the soul who
is directed to God, and from these

qualities comes practical morality and
ethics. These are the qualities which
are intrinsically good for humankind,
and they are what are termed and
classified as virtues.  That is what
makes the person beautiful. Therefore,
one who has so faithfully practised
these virtues is one who has rejoiced
in the acquiring of beauty in the soul. I
wish to further clarify, that these
qualities are the supremacy of beauty,
which are so deeply related that they
cannot do without one another.

These qualities surpass far beyond
those classifications of physical
beauty, whatever they may be as
proposed by conflicting treatises
throughout the centuries.

I believe that as we proceed in our
adventure, and bear in mind these
virtues in this person that we search,
we will not only spare ourselves with
the distress of relationship uncertainty,
but most importantly and chiefly,
prevent ourselves from collapsing into
the realm of mortal sin, from our
salvation and from the betrayal of the
immeasurable love that God has for us.
Difficulties (and crosses) are
unavoidable, but if two souls are united
in the love of God, there are no
obstacles so great that would take
away such a union. To conclude, it is
important that in whichever direction
God calls us, and whatever state of
duty we are in, we should remind
ourselves constantly that we must
always act and choose accordingly for
the glory and love of our Blessed
Mother, who is the most beautiful of all
God’s creation, and ultimately, of God
Himself.

S.M.T.

Following the thought-provoking article in the October edition written by a
young twenty-something woman on the subject of  her hopes and dreams for
a Catholic marriage, we publish below the thoughts of a twenty-something
young man, a convert to the Faith, on the same subject…

Choosing a Spouse
…we should seek for one who is alike to God

Footnote:
1 Book IV Function of the Church (Can.834-848), Part 1,
The Sacraments, Title VII. Marriage (Can. 1055-1165),
Chapter VI, Mixed Marriages
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The short sidebar report in the October edition, p.13, on the subject of a group of young women
from the Diocese of Aberdeen who decided not to attend a “traditional” pilgrimage due to the
ban on women wearing trousers, brought a number of responses - more than any other article
in the October edition. All were hostile to the wearing of trousers by women. Most of the
communications were from men, none of whom wanted publicity, and even the lady who
submitted the letter below, asked for anonymity.

What a lot of fuss about trousers! Why
would pretty young women be put off from
joining a short pilgrimage in summer
because they couldn't wear trousers?1

Especially since this year has been so
warm and a great opportunity to show off a
summer dress! The shops were full of
decent summer wear so I think this is a red
herring and a lame excuse.

A pilgrimage is surely a time to pray and do
penance and how wearing feminine attire
qualifies as a as a penance is over my head.
Is it so hard to conform to a dress code in
this age of so much immodesty in dress, so
much scruffiness and in a culture which
encourages androgyny where it is
sometimes very difficult to distinguish girls
from boys when they all wear the same
uniform of tops and denims? I firmly believe
that these fashions have caused the lack
of respect for women and the same-sex
mindset which does not differentiate
between the sexes. And dare I say it
same-sex marriage.

I recall the smouldering days and torrential
downpours which we endured over the
times I have walked the Chartres
pilgrimage (70 miles)where the priests and
nuns trudged along in their black habits and
soutans patiently hearing confessions,
leading the hymns and giving talks. It was
also great to see so
many young people enduring these
conditions joyfully and abiding by the dress
code. Did Louis de Montfort or any of the
saints worry about how they looked when
they trekked miles across Europe for the
Faith?
Were not denim jeans invented for working
men in the US and why now so popular?

I also remember as a child being proud to
walk the streets of the town in the May
procession wearing our First Holy
Communion dresses and followed by the
Children of Mary and the Legion of Mary in
their blue gowns. The men were very smart
too in their Sunday suits. All in honour of
Our Lady. O how times have changed?

Was Our Lady ever seen in trousers on her
long journeys in Palestine? Is she not our
role model?

If these pretty women are looking for good
husbands maybe they should apply to a
dating agency as the men on the

pilgrimages will be seeking women of
character and not just good looks.

PS. I must confess to having worn mini-
skirts as a young thing and would have
gladly (perhaps not) listened to advice from
my elders about the hazards of conforming
to the whims of fashion, but it was never
offered.2
Name & Location Withheld on Request

Footnotes
1 It’s not so much that they couldn’t wear trousers
for a short spell, more because they didn’t want
to get involved with “extremists”, a view which is
understandable given that they’ve grown up with
trousers for women being a normal, everyday
fashion. They were not convinced by the
arguments put forward on behalf of
“traditionalists”. All bright girls, all in higher
education. All committed Catholics. All of good
character.
2 I, too, wore mini-skirts in my youth (although
they were longer than today’s mini-skirts, which
are shorter than some blouses!) and refused to
listen when my parents (especially my father,
RIP) said: “you’re not going out dressed like that,
surely?” But, for all the sermons on modesty and
purity I heard at the time, there was never an
explicit instruction from the pulpit on how to dress
- perhaps because the priests had the sense to
know that young people might have been lost to
the Church if they’d made too much of the issue.
See p. 12 for more on this subject.

Anonymous writes:

Was Our Lady ever

seen in trousers on

her long journeys in

Palestine?

Editor replies:

Fashions in the first
centuries seemed to
require both men and
women to wear flowing
robes.

For a potted history of
how changing fashions
in history, included what
are today termed
“unisex” items, see
Catwalk for Catholics, p.12…

Mini-skirted (those knees - ugh!)
editor of Catholic Truth aged around

19, with some lovely nuns in the
south of Scotland

Feature Letter- Fashion

We urge readers not to read anything
published by Alive Publishing (co.uk)
The November 13 edition of Faith Today
(sold in hard copy in Catholic outlets)
leads with an  article entitled ‘ My Hero
Peter Tatchell’ authored by Mike
Conway. He peppers his scandalous
piece about Tatchell, the leading
homosexual lobbyist, with quotes from
Pope Francis including (of course) “Who
am I to judge a gay (sic) person?”

It’s glossy, it’s ghastly. It should come
with a spiritual health warning - avoid
reading this poison: and if you find it in a
Catholic church or bookshop where you
live, write to the Bishop to complain. He
won’t do anything but It’ll make me feel
better…

Definitely NOT
Recommended Reading



The UK & Irish Bishops plus the Pope and Prefects of every  Vatican Congregation receive this
publication. If it contradicts Catholic teaching, we invite the Hierarchy to correct us in accordance

with their duty under Canon Law # 823

The Editor
Catholic Truth,

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

Email:
editor@catholictruthscotland.com

Your Letters
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Thanks for another superb issue of
Catholic Truth.

The icing on the cake (in the August
issue), as far as I am concerned, is the
review of the latest book by Paul
Gottfried. I anticipate you will  get stick
from some quarters for including this
piece - please ignore any such
criticism. Paul Gottfried, albeit Jewish
and a non-believer, belongs to that
class of men - far too small alas - who,
even though not yet having received
the gift of faith, are nevertheless
capable of seeing things as they are
on so many topics.

In particular, Mr Gottfried never ceases
to draw attention to the huge gulf
separating what passes today for
conservatism in the political world from
conservatism as it was generally
understood in the very recent past. The
parallel with the ecclesiastical sphere
is obvious.

If Paul Gottfried ever does come to the
faith, which I would ask you to join me
in praying for, I am sure Catholic Truth
will be at the top of his reading list.
Frances Burke, Birmingham
Ed: apologies - the above letter should have
been published in our October edition, Issue No.
79, but was accidentally overlooked - mea culpa.

Perhaps you would consider putting a
little piece in your magnificent
newsletter about the need for people
to speak out regarding abortion and to
encourage them to go outside mills and
hospitals in Scotland ?
Wendy Walker, England
Email: wendy_walker95@hotmail.com

Ed: as far as I know, the only public action in
defence of the unborn child in Scotland is the
recitation of the Rosary* every Wednesday at 12
noon at the Royal Infirmary (Glasgow) main
gate.  The Rosary is  also said  once a month,
on the second Saturday at 10.45 am at the same
spot.   This has been on-going since 1991. So,
perhaps this is as good a time as any to
encourage readers who may wish to extend this
worthy prayer apostolate, to contact Abort67 for
advice and help. Abort67 is a group in England,
committed to educating the public, who are
largely ignorant about the reality of abortion and
they have enjoyed a great deal of success, not
least by saving a number of unborn babies from
an horrendous death.*Possibly also in Aberdeen.
Visit their website at http://www.abort67.co.uk/ or
telephone 08448.221767 for more information.

I found Issue 79 very interesting,
especially the article about the Rosary.
You will know that Pope John Paul II
also issued a new version of the
Stations of the Cross on Good
Friday,1991. http:/old.usccb.org/nab/stations.htm

I would be interested to know your
reaction to that. I find it very interesting,
but for me, it does not replace the
original which I think is the very best
form of prayer for Lent on Fridays and
which I use every Friday.

All good wishes and prayers.
(Rev) Ronald S. Matheson, Port Vila,
Vanuatu
Ed: as ever, our readers’ wishes are our
command, so I asked one of our columnists to
write a piece on the new Stations, to which
request he replied: I'm not sure if there's
enough to write an article on (this).
Apparently, Pope John Paul II offered these
scriptural stations in 1991  in order to add
nuance to the Passion.  He did celebrate the
Traditional stations after that and never even
hinted that the "new" stations would replace
the old. End. My own reaction to the new
Stations is that they lack the richness of the old

and - like the new Rosary, I’ll personally never
use them. It’s very interesting that a non-Catholic
minister of religion like yourself, feels the same
way. One of these days, we’ll get a pope who
agrees with us!

I (enjoy) reading Catholic Truth and ask
God to bless you and your team  in
keeping  us informed abut things within
the Church, albeit unpleasant news.
Sadly, I have no good news to report
this side of the water. In fact, the
enclosed (newspaper article, Different pope,
different ball game from the Western People,
7/10/13) will make you see why Irish
eyes are not smiling! One wonders how
much worse it can get before Our
Blessed Lord steps in and we feel the
full force of His holy wrath. We have
been blessed to have the SSPX here
in different parts of Ireland and, despite
the fact that we have four hours round
trip to travel each Sunday for Holy
Mass in Athlone, it is so worth the effort.
I do hope that Our Lady of Knock is still
watching over you (Ed: Kathleen presented
me with a statue of Our Lady of Knock when
she attended our first major Conference in
Glasgow and yes, it still has pride of place on
a shelf above my computer!) and when you
look at her please say a wee prayer for
poor Ireland, no longer the “land of
saints and scholars” but a land without
any  Christian leaders and a people
who are blind and deaf to the pagan
culture of our time. What would St
Patrick say if he were to return to these

shores? (Ed: same as St John Ogilvie would
say were he to return to Scotland - all
unprintable!) Kathleen James, Co.
Sligo, Ireland

Ed: see p.18 for the latest in our series When
Irish Eyes Are NOT Smiling, to read
commentary on the Western People report
kindly enclosed with Kathleen James’s lovely
letter.

[Re] the suspension of Fr Despard, I
sent a blistering letter to Bishop Toal
who deserves a place of honour in the
next issue of CT. As regards the
October edition, how pleased I was to
read the forthright exposures of the
appalling Pope Francis.
Peter McEnerny, Glasgow

N O T I C E
Our sincere gratitude to  everyone who
donated to our funds following the
October, 2013 edition.
To save postage, we no longer write
letters of acknowledgement for
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: these
regular donations help
our planning immensely.

                 Miss McMoneypenny.

For whosoever shall give you to
drink a cup of water in My name,
because you belong to Christ: amen

I say to you, he shall not lose his reward.
                          (Mark 9:40)

mailto:editor@catholictruthscotland.com
mailto:wendy_walker95@hotmail.com 
http://www.abort67.co.uk/ 
http:/old.usccb.org/nab/stations.htm


Catholic Truth… Keeping the Faith, Telling the Truth - a bi-monthly newsletter for informed Catholics 9

Your Letters Continued…
It is indeed baffling to try to understand
why popes, including the great Pius
XII, have consistently refused to
include Russia in their consecrations.
Perhaps we under-estimate the extent
to which the hierarchy would be
‘diabolically disoriented’ as foretold by
Sr Lucia, and think that it applies only
to altar girls and ecumenical excesses
etc. and not to the extreme folly of
modifying Our Lady’s instructions!

At all her genuine apparitions Mary
uses very few words (but not at
Medjugorje!) so that each one must be
given its due weight and obeyed to the
letter.

At Vatican II no less than a third of the
bishops petitioned the pope to take
advantage of having them all together
to make the full consecration in what
would have been a glorious ceremony
in St Peter’s, the very centre of the
Catholic world.

‘Good’ Pope John XXIII, however,
would not, and chose to be diplomatic
towards Russia instead. Astounding.
May I state a shocking opinion, that
this omission by this ‘blessed’ pontiff
was, for the Church and the whole
world, likely the most catastrophic
decision ever to be made by a world
leader in the twentieth century.
Atheistic regimes, using Communist
ideology as their base, increased their
power over millions with terrible
slaughter and the loss of countless
souls.

We must not, therefore, underestimate
the power which God has allowed
Satan to have in blinding the hierarchy.
The disobedience and lukewarmness
of so many Catholics is probably a
main reason for this chastisement.

Another difficulty; if we did get a pope
to make a proper consecration, how
would he persuade all the bishops, a
lot of whom seem incorrigibly
wayward, to do the same as
requested? But, with God all things are
possible. Jim Allen, Torquay

October CT - great  reading! Reading
CT gives one so much to think about!
God bless. Kay Dyer, Glasgow

Could I please request you to stop
sending me the Catholic Truth
Magazine. Thank you.
Fr Anil Gonsalves, St Margaret's
87 St Olaf Street, Lerwick, Shetland
Ed: your name has been removed from our
mailing list so if you’re reading this, you’re
reading it online. For your information, your
name was added to our mailing list when you
first took up your appointment in St Margaret’s,
at the request of a parishioner who thought that
you were “open minded enough to research the
Church before the second Vatican Council.” On
hearing that you have asked to be removed,
your parishioner remarked: “It’s incredible to be
not even curious!  I mean what would one think
of a ruler who didn’t know the history of his
country?”  Editor’s answer: not a lot.

Your Phone Calls …

Would you please send me another ten
copies of the October edition…
A Priest, England
Ed: done and dusted - with pleasure!

I can’t begin to tell you how much
Catholic Truth helps to keep me sane.
I’ve told other (parishioners) about it
but they just are happy to go along with
everything. It’s very sad.
Name Withheld, Glasgow.

Would you please add my friend to the
mailing list and send her some back
copies…
Name Withheld, England
Ed: mission accomplished!

… Many thanks for Catholic Truth.
Letitia Samuel, London

Promoting Dissent in the
Archdiocese of  Glasgow…
                         Editor
A reader telephoned to ask what we
planned to do about the article promoting
the dissident journal Open House (OH)
which appeared in the November edition
of Flourish, the official publication of the
Archdiocese of Glasgow. Right alongside
the article is an advertisement for the OH
Conference which was held in a Glasgow
hotel on 16th November, 2013.

The Conference, entitled The Role of lay
people in church governance featured -
among other gems - Sheilagh Kesting,
the first woman minister to become
Moderator of the General Assembly of
the Church of Scotland (as the advert
boldly proclaimed). She is now the
Ecumenical Officer for the Church of
Scotland. So, you can see, at a glance,
that the Presbyterian democratic style of
government would have been a “model”
of church governance that would have
tickled the OH bunch pink, and suited
their agenda for “the role of lay people”
perfectly; the hierarchical “model” given
to us by Christ is, in the OH mentality,
way past its sell-by date…

Another speaker - Jim McManus - was
billed as “a Catholic layman and former
Professor of Criminal Justice at Glasgow
Caledonian University (and) Chair of the
OH Board.  Clearly, whether due to an
impoverished Catholic education and
formation, or having studied law at the
wrong university, Mr McManus failed to
recognise that he was participating in a
very serious crime against the Catholic
Faith by hitching his star to the OH
bandwagon.

So, what did we do about it? I emailed
the Editor of Flourish to express my
concerns, given that OH is well on record
in support  of “gay rights” and women’s
ordination. OH is also on record
supporting cohabitation (as a preparation
for marriage, of course…) and just about
every other doctrine you care to name
has been called into question within its
pages. They even reported, with much
sympathy at the time, a suggestion in that
other rag, The Tablet, that it’s OK to
question the Real Presence - I
paraphrase but all of this has been
thoroughly documented in our newsletter
over a period of years now.

In my email to the Editor of Flourish, I
asked for the same space to be allotted
to publicise the work of Catholic Truth,
and offered to write a piece to that end.
As we go to press, I’ve had no reply.
Now, isn’t that a surprise? Flourish is the
official organ of the Archdiocese of
Glasgow. This is Archbishop Tartaglia’s
baby. That article and advert would not
have appeared without his blessing.
We’ve known for a long time that he
supports the home-grown dissenters at
OH. Now it’s official.
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Thinking Through Catholic Truth
“I have come to Scotland to unteach heresy and to save souls”

St John Ogilvie SJ
Feast: 10 March

The Little Number of Those Who Are Saved
 Extracts from a Sermon of St. Leonard of Port Maurice

Introduction
Saint Leonard of Port Maurice was a most
holy Franciscan friar who lived at the
monastery of Saint Bonaventure in Rome.
He was one of the greatest missionaries in
the history of the Church. He used to
preach to thousands in the open square of
every city and town where the churches
could not hold his listeners. So brilliant and
holy was his eloquence that once when he
gave a two weeks' mission in Rome, the
Pope and College of Cardinals came to
hear him. The Immaculate Conception of
the Blessed Virgin, the adoration of the
Blessed Sacrament and the veneration of
the Sacred Heart of Jesus were his
crusades. He was in no small way
responsible for the definition of the
Immaculate Conception made a little more
than a hundred years after his death. He
also gave us the Divine Praises, which are
said at the end of Benediction. But Saint
Leonard's most famous work was his
devotion to the Stations of the Cross. He
died a most holy death in his seventy-fifth
year, after twenty-four years of
uninterrupted preaching. One of Saint
Leonard of Port Maurice's most famous
sermons was "The Little Number of Those
Who Are Saved." It was the one he relied
on for the conversion of great sinners. This
sermon, like his other writings, was
submitted to canonical examination during
the process of canonization. In it he
reviews the various states of life of
Christians and concludes with the little
number of those who are saved, in relation
to the totality of men. Below, some extracts
from this great missionary's vibrant and
moving sermon.

The Teaching of the Fathers
of the Church
It is not vain curiosity but salutary
precaution to proclaim from the height of
the pulpit certain truths which serve
wonderfully to contain the indolence of
libertines, who are always talking about the
mercy of God and about how easy it is to
convert, who live plunged in all sorts of sins
and are soundly sleeping on the road to
hell. To disillusion them and take them from
their torpor, today let us examine this great
question: Is the number of Christians who
are saved greater than the number of
Christians who are damned? Pious souls,
you may leave; this sermon is not for you.
Its sole purpose is to contain the pride of
libertines who cast the holy fear of God out
of their heart and join forces with the devil
who, according to the sentiment of
Eusebius, damns souls by reassuring
them. To resolve this doubt, let us put the

Fathers of the Church, both Greek and
Latin, on one side; on the other, the most
learned theologians and erudite historians;
and let us put the Bible in the middle for all
to see. Now listen not to what I will say to
you – for I have already told you that I do
not want to speak for myself or decide on
the matter – but listen to what these great
minds have to tell you, they who are
beacons in the Church of God to give light
to others so that they will not miss the road
to heaven. In this manner, guided by the
triple light of faith, authority and reason, we
will be able to resolve this grave matter with
certainty. Note well that there is no question
here of the human race taken as a whole,
nor of all Catholics taken without distinction,
but only of Catholic adults, who have free
choice and are thus capable of cooperating

in the great matter of their
salvation. First let us
consult the theologians
recognized as examining
things most carefully and
as not exaggerating in
their teaching: let us listen
to two learned cardinals,
Cajetan and Bellarmine.

They teach that the greater number of
Christian adults are damned, and if I had
the time to point out the reasons upon
which they base themselves, you would be
convinced of it yourselves. But I will limit
myself here to quoting Suarez. After
consulting all the theologians and making
a diligent study of the matter, he wrote,
"The most common sentiment which is held
is that, among Christians, there are more
damned souls than predestined souls." Add
the authority of the Greek and Latin Fathers
to that of the theologians, and you will find
that almost all of them say the same thing.
This is the sentiment of Saint Theodore,
Saint Basil, Saint Ephrem, and Saint John
Chrysostom. What is more, according to
Baronius it was a common opinion among
the Greek Fathers that this truth was
expressly revealed to Saint Simeon Stylites
and that after this revelation, it was to
secure his salvation that he decided to live
standing on top of a pillar for forty years,
exposed to the weather, a model of
penance and holiness for everyone. Now
let us consult the Latin Fathers. You will
hear Saint Gregory saying clearly, "Many
attain to faith, but few to the heavenly
kingdom." Saint Anselm declares, "There
are few who are saved." Saint Augustine
states even more clearly, "Therefore, few
are saved in comparison to those who are
damned." The most terrifying, however, is
Saint Jerome. At the end of his life, in the
presence of his disciples, he spoke these
dreadful words: "Out of one hundred

thousand people whose lives have always
been bad, you will find barely one who is
worthy of indulgence."

The Words of Holy Scripture
But why seek out the opinions of the
Fathers and theologians, when Holy
Scripture settles the question so clearly?
Look in to the Old and New Testaments,
and you will find a multitude of figures,
symbols and words that clearly point out
this truth: very few are saved. In the time
of Noah, the entire human race was
submerged by the Deluge, and only eight
people were saved in the Ark. Saint Peter
says, "This ark was the figure of the
Church," while Saint Augustine adds, "And
these eight people who were saved signify
that very few Christians are saved,
because there are very few who sincerely
renounce the world, and those who
renounce it only in words do not belong to
the mystery represented by that ark." The
Bible also tells us that only two Hebrews
out of two million entered the Promised
Land after going out of Egypt, and that only
four escaped the fire of Sodom and the
other burning cities that perished with it.
All of this means that the number of the
damned who will be cast into fire like straw
is far greater than that of the saved, whom
the heavenly Father will one day gather into
His barns like precious wheat. I would not
finish if I had to point out all the figures by
which Holy Scripture confirms this truth; let
us content ourselves with listening to the
living oracle of Incarnate Wisdom. What
did Our Lord answer the curious man in the
Gospel who asked Him, "Lord, is it only a
few to be saved?" Did He keep silence?
Did He answer haltingly? Did He conceal
His thought for fear of frightening the
crowd? No. Questioned by only one, He
addresses all of those present. He says to
them: "You ask Me if there are only few
who are saved?" Here is My answer:
"Strive to enter by the narrow gate; for
many, I tell you, will seek to enter and will
not be able." Who is speaking here? It is
the Son of God, Eternal Truth, who on
another occasion says even more clearly,
"Many are called, but few are chosen." He
does not say that all are called and that out
of all men, few are chosen, but that many
are called; which means, as Saint Gregory
explains, that out of all men, many are
called to the True Faith, but out of them few
are saved. Brothers, these are the words
of Our Lord Jesus Christ. Are they clear?
They are true. Tell me now if it is possible
for you to have faith in your heart and not
tremble.
St Leonard’s sermon continued in the next
edition: Salvation in the Various States of
Life…

St Leonard
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Fr Paul Friel, former Parish Priest of
Holy Cross in Croy, published the
following apology on his Facebook
page:
“The petition that took place at Holy

Cross last weekend, was
done so without my
permission. I apologise
for any hurt or upset
caused. The petition
totally contradicted my
pastoral approach as
PP. Those responsible
by their deceitful actions,

have brought shame on themselves
and the catholic (sic) faith.”
The petition to which he refers was the
petition contacted by those conducting
the campaign against legislation
proposed by the (UK and Scottish)
Governments to re-define marriage in
favour of same-sex unions.
The “deceit” clearly refers to whoever
invited a speaker against same-sex
marriage to the parish while he was
away from base, in Colombia.
Parishioners had already witnessed
Fr Friel removing a pile of the petitions
to prevent parishioners having access
to them, so his opposition to the
Church’s campaign in support of
traditional marriage was already
suspected. In his Facebook apology,
he states that the petition “totally
contradicted his pastoral approach” as
PP.  In an attempt to learn more about
his “pastoral approach” to same-sex
unions, therefore, I emailed Fr Friel as
follows:

I wish to offer you the opportunity to
respond to some concerns of former
parishioners of yours in Holy Cross,
Croy, which were passed to me
recently.
One comment in particular, which
appeared on your Facebook page
while you were away from the parish
in Colombia, caused some of your
parishioners concern, although it has
to be pointed out (and I will point this
out in any report written for publication)
that other parishioners were
unconcerned and, in fact, supportive
of you. I will make this clear in any
report which is published in the
newsletter.

Same-Sex Marriage Petition:
Glasgow Priest’s Facebook Apology

(in effect, apologising for the Church’s opposition to same-sex marriage)

The following comment from your
Facebook page refers to a petition
against same-sex marriage at the time
of the parliamentary debate on the
introduction of legislation to permit
“gay” marriage:
“The petition that took place at Holy Cross
last weekend, was done so without my
permission. I apologise for any hurt or
upset caused. The petition totally
contradicted my pastoral approach as PP.
Those responsible by their deceitful
actions, have brought shame on
themselves and the catholic (sic) faith.”

Since parishes all over Scotland were
encouraging parishioners to sign
petitions against same-sex marriage to
prevent legislation being passed, I
would be interested to know (a) why
you consider it “deceitful” to launch the
petition at Holy Cross and (b)
specifically, what steps did you take to
encourage parishioners to oppose the
Government’s plans to legalise same-
sex marriage – i.e. what was your
“pastoral strategy”, which you say was
contradicted by the petition?
Well, regular readers will not be
surprised to learn that Fr Friel did not
reply to the above email.  He was
probably busy at some meeting about
consulting the laity and dialoguing to
death with them about how to change
the teaching of the Church - especially
on this issue.  I mean, how many Chief
Constables would issue an apology if
local zealous citizens organised a
petition to end drug-dealing or other
forms of crime in their area? Only the
drug-dealers and other criminals could
possibly object. You’ll get my drift.
Here we have a priest obstructing the
work of the  Bishops  of Scotland in
their attempts to actively encourage
parishioners to vote resoundingly
against evil legislation - and instead of
being disciplined, he’s appointed to
lead another parish.

What, as they say colloquially, is that
all about?

Doesn’t “pastoral
care” mean you just
let the people do
want they want and
tell them God is OK
with that?

Editor

Motherwell
Diocese:

Whistleblowing
on “gay” culture in

Scottish Church
 Priest Suspended

Fr Matthew Despard was, until his
recent suspension, Parish Priest of St
John Ogilvie’s church in Blantyre. He was
so (rightly) incensed when the news
broke of Cardinal O’Brien’s double-life as
a homosexual predator, that he published
a book he’d been writing for some time,
containing details of his own experience
of homosexuality in both seminary and
diocese.

The book, entitled Priesthood in Crisis1,
opens with the words: “This is a book I
did not want to write”: we can presume,
therefore, that there was no malicious
intent in Fr Despard’s decision to publish.
However, he fell foul of the diocesan
authorities because he detailed his
personal experience of homosexuality in
both seminary and the wider Church -
naming priests and people or, arguably,
making it possible to identify them.
I read Priesthood in Crisis and, I have to
say, I fully expected the then Bishop,
Joseph Devine2, himself named in the
book, to issue an immediate (if not
sooner) denial and to
launch a full investigation
into Fr Despard’s serious
claims: on the contrary, it
was announced that no
further action would be
taken. He’s retired now,
with Bishop Toal of Argyll
& the Isles acting as
Apostolic Administrator
until a new bishop is
appointed, so it came as a shock when
Fr Despard was suddenly suspended.
To the best of my knowledge, only one
of the priests named in the book - Fr
Robert Kane - has publicly reacted,
threatening to pursue Fr Despard through
the courts.3

Obviously, any person, ordained or lay,
who was named by Fr Despard and who
claims innocence has a right to have
his/her good name restored. But court
action? Suspension?
Given the lack of any kind of disciplinary
measures against openly homosexual
priests and even known child-abusing
priests, this seems a tad over-the-top, to
put it mildly.
Footnotes:
1 Kindle - i.e. internet book, published by Amazon, no
longer available
2 See p. 15 Bishop’s Bill - Balancing the Books
3 Priest to sue fellow cleric after sexual bullying book
allegations The Herald, 11 June, 2013



Catwalk for Catholics
Below, a revised version of an article first published as

the supplement Thinking Through Catholic Truth
Issue No. 44, March 2007

Editor
Introduction
The short sidebar commentary in our
October edition (p.13), reporting the fact
that a group of young women in the
Diocese of Aberdeen  find the attitude of
some elements within the “traditionalist”
movement towards the fashion of women
wearing trousers very off-putting, brought
a number of emails and letters defending
the dress code. Lest these correspondents
think that I was trumping trousers over
skirts, allow me to state clearly that I am
very happy to see women wearing skirts,
and I routinely wear them myself. What I
am not happy about is the idea being
spread abroad that a woman is somehow
offending against “Tradition” if she wears
clothing that has come into fashion in
recent times, such as the kind of feminine
trousers referred to in the October piece.
Personally, I’ve not heard many “traditional”
priests mention this issue at all - the dress
code posted in their chapels which includes
a  request that women do not wear trousers
at Mass, is perfectly in order: it’s their
chapel, after all. But to extend that rule to
introduce the novelty of prescribing what
women wear in their everyday lives, is
some cause for concern and calls for fair
and reasonable comment. Below please
find  some!

Extraordinary Dress Code

We all know something of the strict dress
codes observed by the
adherents of non-Christian
religions. Muslim women,
covered from head to toe, are
a common sight in the streets
of the UK today. Ironically, the
only part of the body not
covered by the Niqab/Burka is
the eyes - where physical
attraction, as any romantic will tell you,
begins.

Catholic Dress Code
1. Sacred Scripture
Firstly, we find the account of Adam and
Eve in Genesis, who, on realizing for the
first time that they were naked, tried to hide
themselves from God, but (T)he Lord God
made for Adam and his wife garments of
skins and clothed them. (Genesis 3:21).
God didn’t make one style for Adam and a
different style for Eve. Were we to apply
this verse literally to fashion, we could
argue that it supports “unisex” clothing.
Deuteronomy 22:5: A woman shall not be
clothed with man’s apparel: neither shall a
man use woman’s apparel. For he that
doeth these things is an abomination

before God. It is this verse which drives the
“no trousers for women” camp to the extent
that any woman wearing trousers is
regarded by some “traditional” Catholics as
a candidate for an urgent novena to St Jude
- certainly, she is a lower class of Catholic.
Pope Leo XIII, in his landmark Encylical
Providentissimus Deus, On the Study of
Holy Scripture, advises us to “observe the
rule so wisely laid down by St Augustine -
not to depart from the literal and obvious
sense except only where reason makes it
untenable or necessity requires”.
Deuteronomy 22:5 is certainly crystal clear
in teaching that men and women should be
distinctively dressed. However, it doesn’t
specify precisely what is and is not “man’s
apparel” and “woman’s apparel”.
The verse assumes that the culture of the
place in which we live will have its own
means of distinguishing the sexes by dress
but fashions change within cultures, so it is
hardly surprising that there is no specific
dress identified in Deuteronomy 22:5.
However, a few verses on, Deuteronomy
22:11 is very specific: Thou shalt not wear
a garment that is woven of woollen and
linen together. Is that an injunction which
we need to obey? Or does it fall into St
Augustine’s category of an exhortation
which, in our culture, may be untenable?
In Biblical times, men and women alike
wore long robes. There were layers of
robes, and it was only the style of robes and
ornamentation worn with the robes which
distinguished men from women.  In our
culture, in relatively recent times, both men
and women have worn trousers, and, with
a few unattractive exceptions, it is not
difficult to distinguish men’s trousers from
the more feminine trousers.  To a man who
challenged a friend about his wife wearing
trousers, arguing that “there’s no such thing
as feminine trousers”, the friend replied:
“Well, come back tomorrow wearing my
wife’s outfit and we’ll discuss it again.”

2. The Teaching of the Church

The Church has always preached modesty
of behaviour, speech, dress, and actions in
order to cultivate purity of soul and body,
but has never prescribed our dress - unlike
the non-Christian religions and some
Protestant cults, e.g. the Amish in America.
Those who enter Religious Orders must
wear the particular Habit of that Order, but
entering Religious Life is a free choice of
those who feel called to it. Additionally,
visitors to famous Catholic shrines will find
notices instructing “cover up”, so men
would have to wear a shirt or top, and
women would be expected to cover their
shoulders.

Continued on p.13
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Medieval Fashions for Men
Early medieval European dress changed very
gradually from about 400 to 1100. The primary
garment was the dress - generally a long fabric
panel, folded over with a neck-hole cut into the
fold, and sleeves attached. It was typical for
the wealthy to display their
affluence with a longer tunic
made of finer and more
colourful cloth, even silk or
silk-trimmed. Depending on
climate, trousers were tailored
either loose or tight (or not
worn at all if the weather was
warm).
The most basic leggings were
strips of cloth wound round the
leg, and held in place by long laces,
presumably of leather, which is called cross-
gartering. This may have been done with
loose-fitting trousers also. Tighter-fitting hose
were also worn. Over this a sleeved tunic was
worn, which for the upper classes gradually
became longer towards the end of the period.
For peasants and warriors it was always at the
knee or above. For winter, outside or formal
dress, a cloak or mantle completed the outfit.
The Franks had a characteristic short cape
called a "saie", which barely came to the waist.
This was fastened on the left shoulder (so as
not to impede sword strokes) by a brooch,
typically a fibula and later a round brooch on
the Continent, and nearly always a round one
for Anglo-Saxons, while in Ireland and Scotland
the particular style of the penannular or Celtic
brooch was most common.
http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Early_medieval_European_dress#Male
_dress (Section on male dress)

Medieval ‘Unisex’ Fashions
A tunic is any of several
types of garment for the
body, usually simple in style,
reaching from the shoulders
to a length somewhere
between the hips and the
ankles. The name derives
from the Latin tunica, the
basic garment worn by both
men and women in Ancient
Rome, which in turn was

based on earlier Greek garments. The tunic
continued to be the basic garment of the
Byzantine Romans of both sexes throughout
the medieval period. The upper classes wore
other garments atop the basic tunic, such as
the dalmatica, a heavier and shorter type of
tunic, again, worn by both sexes, or the
scaramangion, a riding-coat of Persian origin.
Except for the military or riding-dress, men
and women of higher status wore tunics that
came down to the ankles, or nearly so.
Beyond the reduced empire, the tunic
continued to be worn with varying sleeve and
hem lengths throughout Europe during the
Middle Ages.
http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Tunic

From Bravehearts: Men in Skirts
Metropolitan Museum of Art (New York
[T]he exhibition display pointed out the lack of
a "natural link" between an item of clothing
and the masculinity or femininity
of the wearer, mentioning the kilt
as "one of the most potent,
versatile, and enduring skirt
forms often looked upon by
fashion designers as a
symbol of a natural,
uninhibited, masculinity".
http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Men's_skirts
Section on Exhibition Bravehearts:
Men in Skirts Metropolitan Museum
of Art (New York City)

C 14th  Englishman
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Mix N’ Match…

This long blouse…

With these trousers…

Any immodest or un-
feminine women’s dress

on this page?

Or this long cardigan…

Catwalk for Catholics… Continued from p.12

In general, however, while lay people -
those who live and work in the world - have
always been exhorted to modest dress,
they have never been told what they may
or may not wear.  In the nature of things,
this is not de fide - it is not “of the faith” and
so there can be no binding rule about what
we may or may not  wear.

Cardinal Siri
warned against

the danger of exaggerating
the perceived problem of

women in trousers.

 A man told his friend:
"My wife only has two
complaints: nothing to wear
and not enough space in the
wardrobe…”

The current styles (men’s suits) were
founded in the revolution during the early
19th century that sharply changed the
elaborately embroidered and jewelled
formal clothing into the simpler clothing
of the British Regency period, which
gradually evolved to the stark formality
of the Victorian era. It was in the search
for more comfort that the loosening of
rules gave rise in the late 19th century
to the modern lounge suit.
http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Suit_(clothing)#History

Fiona and Andrea meet one day in Sauchiehall
Street in Glasgow.  “Is it true, Fiona asks
Andrea, “that your son Iain has moved out of
law?” “Yes, it’s true,” replies Andrea:  “he’s now
a salesman in a tailor shop.” “Jings!” says
Fiona: “a salesman?  Is he any good at it?”
Andrea replies, “Is he any good? Why he’s
brilliant. Only yesterday a woman came into
his shop to buy a suit to bury her poor late
husband in. And guess what oor Iain did? He
talked her into buying an extra pair of trousers.”

Did you hear the one about…

Continued on p.14

There is a statement which was issued by
the Sacred Congregation for the Council by
mandate of Pope Pius XI, dated 12 January,
1930, which reads: We recall that a dress
cannot be called decent which is cut deeper
than two fingers breadth under the pit of the
throat, which does not cover the arms at
least to the elbows, and scarcely reaches a
bit beyond the knee. Furthermore, dresses
of transparent material are improper.”

The specificity of the “two fingers breadth
below the pit of the throat” guideline for a
decent dress suggests that this rule was
almost certainly meant to be taken literally.
However, apart from not being very
practical (are we banned from wearing a top
that is slightly more than “two fingers
breadth?) this exhortation cannot, in the
nature of things, rate as infallibly binding on
Catholic women, so I suggest that it is
reasonable to assume that its purpose was
undoubtedly to discourage women from
wearing low-cut tops designed to reveal the
breasts, and that, frankly, should be a “goes
without saying” rule for every Catholic
woman shopping for blouses and other
tops.
Later, in a ‘Notification Concerning Men’s
Dress Worn by Women’, dated 12 June,
1960, Giuseppe Cardinal Siri, Archbishop
of Genoa, explains his concern about
women wearing slacks/trousers. He writes:
Firstly, when it comes to covering of the
female body, the wearing of men’s trousers
by women cannot be said to constitute as
such a grave offence against modesty,
because trousers certainly cover more of a
woman’s body than do modern women’s
skirts. Secondly, however, to be modest
clothes need not simply cover the body but
must also not cling too closely to the body.
Now it is true that much feminine clothing
nowadays clings closer than do some
trousers, but trousers can be made to cling
closer, and, in fact, generally do; hence, the
tight fit of such clothing gives us no less
grounds for concern than does exposure of
the body. So, the immodesty of men’s
trousers on women is an aspect of the
problem which is not to be left out of an
over-all judgment upon them, even if it is
not to be artificially exaggerated either.

http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Suit_(clothing)#History


Catholic Truth… Keeping the Faith, Telling the Truth - a bi-monthly newsletter for informed Catholics 14

The Cardinal’s main concern, however, is
that there is a danger of women who wear
trousers adopting the psychology of men.
In other words, Cardinal Siri acknowledges
that his objection to women wearing
trousers is mainly a reaction to the
perceived feminist “unisex” agenda, which
apparently seeks to completely erase the
differences between men and women (if
only!) It is certainly true that the way we
dress can affect the way we  behave
(remind me not to wear that balaclava
again, at least not when I’m near a bank)
and the Cardinal’s Notification is a
reflection of that concern. However, not all
women are brainwashed by silly feminist
propaganda. To Whom It May Concern:
some of us women are intelligent enough
to think for ourselves. In any case, it is
worth reflecting that the so-called feminist
movement may never have taken off in the
Church but for a certain clericalism which
obstructs the important role of the laity in
spreading the Faith. I once heard a leading
feminist say that it was her membership of
the Legion of Mary which first alerted her
to this clericalism, where too many priests
did not want the laity to engage in apostolic
work - unfortunately she interpreted this as
“the Church” being “anti-women”.
One critic of my brief October edition
comment about women wearing trousers,
quoted Pope Pius XII3 which is hardly
surprising given that the fashion was
relatively new at the time of his pontificate,
and a lot of people, myself included, often
dislike new fashions when they are first
introduced. I disliked women wearing
trousers, high heels and certain types of
skirts. They don’t call me an old fuddy
duddy for nothing; the title is hard won.
However, I doubt very much if Pope Pius
XII would say the same thing now. In any
event, it is particularly disappointing that
he is to be counted among the several
popes who have failed to consecrate
Russia, in union with all the bishops, as
prescribed by Our Lady, so much as I
agree with the reader who quoted him, that
Pius XII was a great pontiff, I don’t agree
with his blanket statement about Christian
women wearing trousers. We must be
modest in our dress - that’s a given. The
rest, within some obvious parameters
identified in this piece, is a matter of
personal judgment.

Health & Fashion
The fact is - and this
applies to two friends of
mine - in certain cases
where a woman has
serious health problems
which prevent her from
physically managing to
dress herself in a way
that allows her to wear
a skirt, trousers may be
her only option since

modesty prevents her from seeking  help
from others beyond what is absolutely
necessary. Clearly, too, loose style
trousers designed for women, which are

Catwalk for Catholics… Continued from p.13
worn under a long blouse or jacket, cannot
be described as immodest. Are any of the
outfits pictured within the pages of this
article immodest or unfeminine?
Absent, then, the desire to become like
men (does anyone in their right mind really
want to?  No offence, gentlemen!) it seems
that, as long as the trousers are not tight
(which is ugly anyway, whether on men or
women) and as long as they form part of a
modest outfit, Catholic women can, in good
conscience, wear trousers. Remember,
Cardinal Siri himself warned against the
danger of exaggerating the perceived
problem of women in trousers. Those
commentators are right who argue that
clothing should disguise the human shape:
both men and women should cover up at
the back - not the most attractive part of
our anatomy.

History of Fashion
There is a suspicion in some Catholic
circles that the fashion of women wearing
trousers reflects the agenda of certain
minority groups in society who seek, with
malevolent intent, to eliminate all gender
distinction, using  “unisex” fashions.
However, throughout history, men and
women have worn similar dress - it’s
nothing new. Check out the Garden of
Eden. Indeed, the fashion of men wearing
suits - trousers and jackets, is new - it’s a
relatively recent fashion. And a lot of
women followed suit (so to speak!) when
their husbands were away fighting in the
Second World War, at which time they
began wearing their husband’s trousers to
save money.1

Indeed, “Although trousers for women did
not become fashionable until the later 20th
century, women began wearing men's
trousers (suitably altered) for outdoor work
a hundred years earlier” 2

The Fashion Police
The majority of our regular readers will be
astonished that we are devoting so much
space to this matter. The most cursory
glance at the history of fashion through the
ages reveals, as we’ve seen even in this
relatively brief overview, that fashions
change all the time; customs in dress come
and go. That there may be minority groups
seeking to eliminate gender differences
using dress as a means to their perverted
end, is no reason to denounce fashions
which are shared by men and women - as
we’ve seen has happened throughout
history. It is modesty which is the Church’s
legitimate concern - not particular fashions.
Whether it’s those school uniforms for girls
which require a white blouse/shirt and tie,
similar to that worn by men (who only
started to wear neckties as we know them
in the late 19th century)  or women wearing
trousers/slacks, it is a big mistake (and not
at all in the Catholic spirit) to denounce
people for wearing fashionable clothes
which are not, per se, immodest. Nobody
has to look dowdy in order to be modest.

And by “big mistake” I mean “big mistake”.
In the past, I’ve witnessed first hand the
huge damage that has been done by laity,
listening, uncritically, to  repeated mention
of this subject in homilies/announcements.
I’ve witnessed first hand, ignorant lay
people who take it upon themselves to
police the congregation.
The following incident took place some
years ago, and the priest who at that time
appeared to have this issue at the top of his
agenda, has not been seen near a sprig of
heather for a very long time, so the Fashion
Police have disappeared in our neck of the
woods. However, at the time of the incident
below, “Wee Jeanie” (not her real name)
was Chief of Police. Wee Jeanie is an
elderly lady who used to attend the same

traditional chapel as my
unworthy self, but she
has since moved too far
away to manage to
attend Mass in Glasgow
and I don’t see anybody
campaigning  for a better
bus service. Once upon
a time…I arrived home
from Sunday Mass  to
receive a phone call

from a reader who had persuaded her
teenage daughter, to switch from their local
parish novus ordo Mass to the above
mentioned traditional chapel. It seems
“Wee Jeanie” had more or less arrested her
daughter in the tearoom
after Mass and marched
her down to the entrance
porch.
There she summarily
pointed to the Dress
Code Notice on the wall
and swept her pointed
finger majestically down
the girl’s frame from head
to toe, enquiring whether the teenager
thought she was suitably dressed for Mass.
The girl’s “crime” was to be wearing
trousers under her knee length coat.
The mother was very upset about her
daughter’s “arrest” chiefly because the girl
was determined not to return to the chapel,
and the parents had worked very hard to
convince her that they had to make the
move away from their parish Mass. The girl
took a lot of reassuring that if God was
displeased with anyone that morning, it was
with Wee Jeanie and those in authority who
had created a very bad and anything but
Catholic spirit within the congregation
through a distorted emphasis on this
subject. Our Lord condemned undue rigidity
when He corrected the Pharisees on their
extremist interpretation of the Sabbath laws
and He would be no less scathing towards
those of us who hone in on this issue today,
almost to the exclusion of everything else.
For, in my experience, the people who are
fixated on this issue of women wearing
trousers are never among the volunteers
who attend our various events. Indeed, the
fact that we received more letters on this
subject than on any other topic in our

Och, Ah don’t know

Continued on p.15
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October newsletter, speaks for itself. I fired
off very hard-hitting replies to those who
contacted us by email. Indeed, one
Irishman replied in very good humour, to
observe that I hadn’t “skirted around the
issue”!  You just have to laugh, don’t you?
Now, I could add to the above example, but
won’t, partly due to shortage of space and
also because it would be wrong to give the
impression that the entire cohort of
traditional clergy and congregations hold
to the extremist views of the few on this
subject.  Suffice to say that Wee Jeanie
received a lengthy lecture from me on the
history of fashion the following week, with
a reminder of the  quaint old-fashioned
Scottish custom of blankety blank minding
one’s own business.
According to Blessed Jacinta of Fatima,
Our Lady warned of immodest fashions to
come. No doubt mini-skirts are implicated
(and I hang my head in shame that I ever
wore that short dress - see p.7).  Bikinis
and plunging necklines are also obvious
examples of immodest dress per se. But,
for the life of me, I cannot see anything
immodest in the kind of loose, feminine
trousers which are popular today. And
notice, this, too: despite the manifest
immodesty of bikinis, mini-skirts, plunging
necklines and transparent blouses/skirts,
which were yet to come at the time of the
Fatima apparitions, Our Lady did not name
any item of clothing at all when she told
Jacinta that certain fashions would be
introduced that would be gravely
displeasing to her Son.
Wee Jeanie and her ilk should take the hint.
Sermons, by all means, on modesty for
both men and women, but it is a hallmark
of  non-Christian religions and Protestant
cults, such as the Amish, to prescribe dress
for women: the Catholic Church has never
instructed lay people about what they
should or should not wear.  Nobody could
object to any priest pointing to the extremes
of dress reminding us, for example, that no
Catholic woman should ever wear
revealing tops, mini-skirts or immodest
beachwear, but that’s a world away from
preaching a personal opinion as if it were
dogma, about an item of fashion such as
feminine trousers, just because it’s a “new”
fashion. As we’ve seen in this short journey
through the history of fashion, there’s really
nothing new about women in trousers, just
as, if men returned to wearing tunics and
silk tights that would not be new either. It
would certainly raise a few eyebrows in
Sauchiehall Street but eventually they’d
blend in with the kilts…
In researching this article I read through
umpteen “traditional” websites on the topic
(in addition to the pages containing the
same information which arrived in the post)
and found all the usual quotes from popes
although I found only a reference to
Cardinal Siri’s Notification. Not one of these
sources quoted the Cardinal in full,
including his exhortation not to “artificially
exaggerate” the importance of women
wearing trousers. That’s dishonest. Very.

Och, Ah don’t know
whit tae think aboot
this…

Ma wife’s always wore
the troosers in oor
hoose…

Catwalk for Catholics… Continued from p.14
There are, of course, various popular
stories of the pronouncements of particular
saints such as Padre Pio . Just as the great
St John  Vianney denounced dancing as
an evil, (and despite that, parish dances
were routinely held with the aim of enabling
good Catholic marriages, well before
Vatican II) so Padre Pio denounced women
whose skirts did not conform to his
prescribed inches below the knee. But,
while the views of canonised saints should
not be dismissed, we must remember that
they were human beings, albeit exceptional
humans, and they could be mistaken: we
are not bound to accept their opinions on
such matters as changing fashion, and the
same goes for alleged statements taken
from private apparitions. The fact remains,
the Church’s teaching on modesty does not
prescribe what lay women should wear,
beyond dress codes on church premises.
We must not make a drama out of
something that is no more than a matter of
personal opinion, or create a hierarchy
among Catholic women based on what
individuals choose to wear. Having read
what the “traditional experts” have to say
on the subject, it seems to be their
(mistaken) belief that trousers reveal more
of the human shape than do skirts which
causes them to condemn the wearing of
slacks/trousers by women. However, as I
hope is clear from the illustrations in this
article, it is perfectly possible to dress in
trousers, with feminine dignity. And if your
conscience is troubled because you can’t
find a top that is “cut two fingers deep under
the pit of the throat” don’t go to Confession
- wear a scarf, fashionably tied to enhance
your outfit. Signed… Manager, Catholic
Truth Boutique!

Did I say “Confession”?   Frankly, I’d place
my money on the trouser-garbed teenage
girl “arrested” by Wee Jeanie having a
much easier time than her “arresting
officer” on Judgment Day. What do you
think?

Footnotes
1

http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Women_wearing_trousers_in_the_West
ern_world_after_1900
2 http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Women's_history#Clothing
3 As early as 1938 the Cardinal Vicar of Rome, Cardinal
Pompili, in the name of the Pope, stated: "That if we ask in
what consists a modest dress for a Christian woman, we will
understand that it is one that covers the chest and arms,
which reaches at least half-way up the leg, and the cut should
be of convenient width to protect maidenly modesty in
concealing the lines of the body." Pope Pius XII added:
"What will be tomorrow, if we think of the increasing vogue
of these clothes, so scanty or such that they seem rather made
to make prominent what they must veil." He went on:
"Furthermore, let us take note that the wearing of pants on
the smallest pretext, or, what is worse, with the purpose of
presenting themselves in public, is unworthy of a true
Christian woman."

Taken from email from reader quoting the Canadian
Journal, "Michael." Rougemont, Quebec.

Bishop’s Bill -
Balancing the Books

Bishop Devine, recently retired Bishop
of Motherwell, hit the headlines in
Scotland in 2009 when it was reported
that he’d purchased a home for his
housekeeper:
A Catholic bishops has come under fire
for spending £215,000 of parish funds on
a home for his housekeeper. Bishop of
Motherwell, Joseph Devine, dipped into
Catholic Church donations to buy Pauline
Curran a detached villa in the Lanarkshire
town. He splashed out the cash even
though he has quarters for a
housekeeper in his own luxury home.
Yesterday, parishioners and a Labour
MSP called for a probe into Devine’s use
of Church funds1.

We reported this, with scathing comment
in our newsletter at the time2 but delayed
publication long enough to rush off an
“editorial correction” - in the interests of
justice and accuracy - to include the
following relevant extract from a
statement issued by the Bishop in
response to the newspaper reports:
For over 26 years I have been blessed
with a loyal and devoted housekeeper.
Having something like three years before
my retirement and having myself recently
suffered a serious illness, I decided that
(I should) ensure she was rewarded with
a home of her own - for the first time in
her life. It was not generally known that I
was due to inherit a large sum of money
which I had always intended quietly to
donate to the diocese...  I realised that I
could provide for both the diocese and
my housekeeper at a single stroke. A
house could be purchased by the
diocese. My housekeeper could have use
of it. My inheritance could more than pay
for it. The property would, of course,
belong to the diocese. And on the death
of my housekeeper, the diocese could
then use the investment for whatever
reason it chose. It seemed a win-win
situation. End of extract.

Several important questions remain
unanswered, as far as we know. Firstly,
who holds the title deeds to the
housekeeper’s detached villa? What
safeguards are in place to ensure that the
promised inheritance reaches the Bishop
on the death of his aunt? What if the
Bishop pre-deceases his aunt?

We hope to have the answers to these
questions in time to report more fully on
this matter in our next edition.

Footnotes
1 Bishop Spends £215K of church funds to buy house for
maid, Daily Record, 3/8/09.
2 Editorial,  Issue No. 57, September, 2009, p.16

http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Women_wearing_trousers_in_the_Western_world_after_1900
http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Women_wearing_trousers_in_the_Western_world_after_1900
http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Women_wearing_trousers_in_the_Western_world_after_1900
http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Women's_history#Clothing
http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Women's_history#Clothing
http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Women's_history#Clothing


Catholic Truth… Keeping the Faith, Telling the Truth - a bi-monthly newsletter for informed Catholics          16

Pope Francis & The Atheist - That Interview…
We live in the age of relativity. There are no
eternal and fixed truths; everything
depends on circumstances, point of view,
upbringing, poverty - add any other
ingredients to the stew that occur to you.
Those who cling to fixed beliefs are
branded as conservative or, even worse,
traditional. Thus abortion cannot be an
absolute evil. It depends on the
circumstances. Euthanasia of an elderly,
demented or painfully ill person is kindness.
What one sees as evil, another may see as
good.

Certainly this is now the belief of the non-
Catholic denominations which have over
the last centuries divested themselves of
so-called Catholic certitudes. Yet there
remained the Rock. The Catholic Church
always defended the right of the individual
to follow his or her conscience. But there
was a crucial limitation: conscience has to
be formed and informed. Conscience,
though depending on reason, is finally
informed by God. And God, being Truth,
does not deceive. Each one of us is
therefore bound to form our conscience by
study, the teaching of genuine authorities,
and through prayer. The logical conclusion
is that through the exercise of a properly
formed conscience, there will be generally
accepted norms of good and evil.

The Catechism of the Catholic Church
stresses this by referring to Gaudium et
Spes: "Deep within his conscience man
discovers a law which he has not laid upon
himself but which he must obey. Its voice,
ever calling him to love and to do what is
good and to avoid evil, sounds in his heart
at the right moment... For man has in his
heart a law inscribed by God. …..His
conscience is man's most secret core and
his sanctuary. There he is alone with God
whose voice echoes in his depths.”

The Catechism states:

 “A human being must always obey the
certain judgment of his conscience. If he
were deliberately to act against it, he would
condemn himself. Yet it can happen that
moral conscience remains in ignorance and
makes erroneous judgments about acts to
be performed or already committed.
This ignorance can often be imputed to
personal responsibility. This is the case
when a man takes little trouble to find out
what is true and good, or when conscience
is by degrees almost blinded through the
habit of committing sin. In such cases, the
person is culpable for the evil he commits.
Ignorance of Christ and his Gospel, bad
example given by others, enslavement to
one's passions, assertion of a mistaken
notion of autonomy of conscience, rejection
of the Church's authority and her teaching,
lack of conversion and of charity: these can
be at the source of errors of judgment in
moral conduct.  (1790-1792)

Philip Drake
That statement has always seemed to me
to put the situation clearly. So it was with
some surprise that I read the Holy Father's
recent statement in his interview with
Eugenio Scalfari, founder of the Italian
newspaper La Repubblica. For the official
Vatican account visit the Vatican website1.

Scalfari is an atheist. He had joked that his
friends thought Francesco would try to
convert him and the Pope had replied
“Proselytism is downright nonsense; it
doesn't make any sense”. This prompted
Scalfari to ask: Your Holiness, is there only
one vision of the Good? And who
determines what it is? The Pope replied:
“Each one of us has his own vision of the
Good and also of Evil. We have to urge it
[the vision] to move towards what one
perceives as the Good”.

Scalfari replied: Your Holiness, you wrote
this in the letter you sent me. Conscience
is autonomous, you said, and each person
must obey his own conscience. I think that
this is one of the most courageous
statements a Pope has ever made.

And the Pope reiterated:

And now I repeat it. Everyone has his own
idea of Good and Evil and he has to choose
to follow the Good and to fight Evil as he
understands it. This would be enough to
improve the world.

The interview has caused some confusion
and some commentators have even
suggested that it was not recorded and
therefore may be inaccurate. However, it is
available on the Vatican website1 and has
now been published in a collection of
articles on Pope Francis being sold in
Italian supermarkets. His statement should
be compared with the authentic teaching of
the Church in the Catechism as quoted
above.

Although the Pope had written to Scalfari
using the word “conscience”, in the actual
interview he substituted the word “idea”.
This is entirely different. Conscience is not

simply an idea, it is far deeper than that as
the quotations above make clear.
Conscience reveals not one's own idea but
God's will. My own idea may be that a
woman has the right to kill her child in the
womb if she so wishes. Should this idea be
recognised as God's will? It is in fact the
result either of a malformed conscience or
of a deliberate choice of evil.  Unfortunately
Scalfari was not told anything about
formation of ideas, let alone formation of
conscience. If evil is a result of malformed
conscience then the Church must
continuously carry out its duty to proclaim
the truth, to go and teach all nations. If the
Church does not do it, who will? Yet the
Pope, in the same article, condemned
proselytism as “nonsense”.

Will a Catholic conscience be formed in
Catholic schools when the National
Catholic Directory estimates the lapsation
rate at 96% of Catholic school leavers? The
“Penny Catechism” states that one of the
sins against faith (and therefore contrary
to the First Commandment) is “culpable
ignorance of the doctrines of the Church”.
But can we not also be culpably failing to
pass on that doctrine and thus fostering
what the Church calls “invincible
ignorance” whereby the young are denied
the opportunity, or encouragement, to learn
the truth?

Philip Drake, who is now retired, worked in
publishing with Collins and Macmillan and
then in formal education. He was a teacher
of English, Depute Director of Education
with a large education authority and was
later an international education consultant
on development bank projects working
through UNESCO.

Footnote:
1 The Scalfari interview has now been removed
from the Vatican website, according to a report in
the National Catholic Register on 15/11/13:

The information in the interview is reliable on a
general level but not on the level of each individual
point analysed. This is why it was decided the text
should not be available for consultation on the
Holy See website," Fr. Lombardi told reporters
Friday. "Its removal is a final update on the nature
of this text. Some mistakes were made regarding its
value, which was questioned. The Secretariat of
State took the decision.

Last month Antonio Socci, a Catholic columnist for
the Italian newspaper “Libero,” wrote that after
the publication of the interview, Pope Francis was
fully aware of the risk of misunderstanding of some
of his words, particularly those on conscience.

For this reason, he said, Fr. Lombardi was “told to
maintain that the text of the interview had not been
revised by Pope Francis and that it was penned by
Scalfari after an informal chat.” Fr. Lombardi also
had underlined that “the interview is not part of
Pope Francis' Magisterium” although he attested
to its overall “trustworthiness”. Scalfari said he
had shown the text to Francis for his approval, but
the Vatican said at the time that it was not clear
how closely the Pope had read it.
http://www.ncregister.com/blog/edward-pentin/scalfari-interview-
taken-down-from-vatican-website
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 “I have the humility and ambition to want
to do something.”

Pope Francis
The interview of Pope Francis by Eugenio
Scalfari in its entirety, complete with
quotation marks, has been posted on the
Vatican website and the Pope has not
corrected a single word of it.1

Further, Vatican spokesman Fr. Federico
Lombardi told the press that:
“if Francis felt his thought had been
‘gravely misrepresented,’ he would have
said so.”

Over the past several weeks we have
watched, stunned, as Pope Francis
conducts little short of a public jeremiad
against Catholics he deems insufficiently
in tune with Vatican II’s “dynamic of
reading the Gospel, actualizing its
message for today”—whatever that
means—which he insists is “absolutely
irreversible” even as the destruction from
the failed conciliar aggiornamento
continues to mount.

Francis has mocked Catholics who
counted the Rosaries in their spiritual
bouquets for him, belittling them before an
audience of young people as poor
peasants who “return to practices and to
disciplines that I lived through—not you,
because you are not old…” And he has
maintained a drumbeat of derision of
Catholic traditionalists: they are
“Pelagians,” “restorationists,” and
“legalists,” who in their hearts do not
believe in the Risen Lord and thus indulge
in “triumphalism” and a “triumphalist”
liturgy; they seek an “exaggerated doctrinal
‘security’” (note the contemptuous
quotation marks around the word security),
want “everything clear and safe” in the
Church (imagine!) “always look for
disciplinarian solutions,” “stubbornly try to
recover a past that no longer exists,” and
“have a static and inward-directed view of
things” that reduces their faith to  “an
ideology among other ideologies.”

Having issued these public judgments
against faithful Catholics, the Pope who will
be known forever by the phrase “Who am
I to judge?” (homosexuals) has also
passed judgment on the Church herself,
and by implication his predecessors,
suggesting that he will correct her many
shortcomings as Vatican II demands.
Quoth Francis in the now infamous
America magazine interview and
elsewhere:

“The church sometimes has locked itself
up in small things, little rules.”’

Romam vado iterum crucifigi
(I am going to Rome to be crucified again)

Christopher Ferrara
reprinted from the Remnant Online by kind permission

“Heads of the Church have often been
narcissists, flattered and thrilled by their
courtiers.’

“We cannot insist only on issues related to
abortion, gay marriage and the use of
contraceptive methods…. The Church’s
pastoral ministry cannot be obsessed with
the transmission of a disjointed multitude
of doctrines to be imposed insistently.”

“We have to find a new balance; otherwise
even the moral edifice of the church is likely
to fall like a house of cards.”

“The church is or should go back to being
a community of God’s people, and priests,
pastors and bishops who have the care of
souls, are at the service of the people of
God.”

“But the church has lived also times of
decline in its ability to think. Unfortunately,
I studied philosophy from textbooks that
came from decadent or largely bankrupt
Thomism. In thinking of the human being,
therefore, the Church should strive for
genius and not for decadence.”

“When does a formulation [of doctrine] of
thought cease to be valid? When it loses
sight of the human or even when it is afraid
of the human or deluded about itself…

The thinking of the Church must recover
genius and better understand how human
beings understand themselves today, in
order to develop and deepen the church’s
teaching.”

“The Council Fathers knew that being open
to modern culture meant religious
ecumenism and dialogue with non-
believers. But afterwards very little was
done [!] in that direction…. “I have the
humility and ambition to want to do
something.”

In addition to insulting faithful members of
his own flock and denigrating the Church
he is divinely charged to lead, defend and
protect against her enemies, Francis has
issued a series of astonishing
pronouncements suggesting that the
Church has no business seeking converts
and that the salvation of the members of
all religions and even atheists is possible
so long as they pursue brotherhood and
their idea of the good:

Interview with Scalfari, La Repubblica:
“Proselytism is solemn nonsense, it makes
no sense.”

“… I believe in God, not in a Catholic God,
there is no Catholic God.”

[Comment: Editor of The Remnant -  Of
course God is not literally Catholic—as if
anyone thought so. But this facile remark,
so pleasing to modern ears and delivered
by no less than a Pope into the eager hands

of an anti-Catholic
press, harms the
cause of the Gospel
because it obscures
the truth that God
Incarnate did indeed
found the Catholic
Church, “which he
hath purchased with
his own blood.” (Acts.
20:28). The Church
that God founded and
purchased with His
Blood calls itself Catholic, thus
imparting an unalterable sacred
significance to the word, which belongs to
the very Creed that begins: “I believe in
God.” To declare “there is no Catholic God”
is to detach in speech the Gospel from its
divinely ordained sole guardianship in the
Catholic Church—to the world’s great
delight. How disturbing it is to see a
successor of the very Rock on which the
Church was founded   descending to such
banality.]

“The Son of God became incarnate to instil
in the souls of men the feeling of
brotherhood. All are brothers and all
children of God. Abba, as he called the
Father.”

“I believe I have already said that our goal
is not to proselytize but to listen to needs,
desires and disappointments, despair,
hope. We must restore hope to young
people, help the old, be open to the future,
spread love.”

“The world is crisscrossed by roads that
come closer together and move apart, but
the important thing is that they lead
towards the Good.”

“Each of us has a vision of good and of
evil. We have to encourage people to
move towards what they think is Good.”

“And I repeat it here. Everyone has his own
idea of good and evil and must choose to
follow the good and fight evil as he
conceives them. That would be enough to
make the world a better place.”

Sermon:
“The Lord has redeemed all of us, all of us,
with the Blood of Christ: all of us, not just
Catholics…. ‘But I don’t believe, Father, I
am an atheist!’ But do good: we will meet
one another there.”

Address to inter-religious assembly at
Refugee Service:
Many of you are Muslims, of other
religions, and have come from different
countries, from different situations. We
must not be afraid of the differences!

Continued on p.18
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Fraternity makes us discover that they are
a treasure, a gift for everyone! We live in
fraternity!

Address at Shrine of St. Cajetan:
“Do you need to convince the other to
become Catholic? No, no, no! Go out and
meet him, he is your brother. This is
enough. Go out and help him and Jesus
will do the rest.”

Then there are the Pope’s remarks
suggesting that, unlike his predecessors,
he is not “obsessed” with abortion,
contraception, “same-sex marriage” or the
sin of sodomy relentlessly promoted as
perfectly normal by those he (unlike any
other Pope) calls “gay”:

“The most serious of the evils that afflict
the world [!] these days are youth
unemployment and the loneliness of the
old. The old need care and companionship;
the young need work and hope…This, to
me, is the most urgent problem that the
Church is facing.”

“If someone is gay and he searches for the
Lord and has good will, “who am I to judge?”

“During the return flight from Rio de Janeiro
I said that if a homosexual person is of
good will and is in search of God, I am no
one to judge. By saying this, I said what the
catechism says. Religion has the right to
express its opinion in the service of the
people, but God in creation has set us free:
it is not possible to interfere spiritually in
the life of a person.”

“A person once asked me, in a provocative
manner, if I approved of homosexuality. I
replied with another question: ‘Tell me:
when God looks at a gay person, does he
endorse the existence of this person with
love, or reject and condemn this person?’
We must always consider the person.”

Certain Neo-Catholic commentators,
continuing the cover-up of disaster in which
they have been engaged for almost half a
century, are frantically churning out
orthodox interpretations for this torrent of
astonishing papal remarks.   Typical of
these is [Charlotte] Allen (mistakenly “Francis”
in original) whose article “Misreading Pope
Francis” misses the immense significance
of the fact she herself admits: “many
conservative Catholics, who disagree with
liberals on practically everything else,
actually agree with their archenemies that
Francis is poised to radically alter the
Catholic Church”   (Yes, but only to the
extent this is possible, for not even a Pope
can change the deposit of the Faith.)

This time, however, the neo-Catholic
explainers of What the Pope Really Means
are overwhelmed by their task, for Francis
has dropped far too many bombshells to
defuse. And, as we have seen, the damage
has been devastating. The world’s mass
media are experiencing a collective
transport of joy over Francis the Awesome,
singing his praises in headlines and
newscasts from every precinct of the
culture of death.  We have all sampled the

innumerable media hosannas, but one
CNN headline says it all: “Pope Speaks
Against Catholic Traditions”2

Of course, it isn’t quite that simple. The
media always supply a certain degree of
spin to papal remarks.  The point, however,
is that no Pope has ever given the media
so many statements to exploit, and in so
little time.   It will not do simply to protest
that “the Pope’s remarks have been
‘cherry-picked’”3 by commentators who are
presenting only a few phrases out of a
lengthy interview,” for Francis has given
them a bushel of cherries for the picking.
At the very least, the Pope has recklessly
disregarded— again and again — the
entirely predictable reading of his words.

Furthermore, in this case the media are not
that far off the mark.  The Neo-Catholic “out
of context” defense fails in the face of so
many explosively disturbing statements, all
of the same dramatic, liberalizing tenor.
There is a reason every conceivable
constituency of the Church’s enemies, both
internal and external, is hailing Pope
Francis: from Hans Kung (“was
overwhelmed with joy”4 at Francis’s
election), to the National Abortion Rights
Action League (“To Pope Francis: Thank
you”)5 to Stephen Colbert6 (“a seismic
ripple throughout the world of
Catholicism”), to Jane Fonda7 (“Gotta love
new Pope. He cares about poor, hates
dogma”), to Chris Rock8  (Francis is “the
greatest man alive”), to the man that vulgar
comedian worships as the “dad of our
country” and “our boss”—none other than
Barack Obama9, who is “hugely impressed
with the pope’s pronouncements.” When a
politician who can rightly be viewed as a
forerunner of Antichrist is “hugely
impressed” by a Pope’s statements, there
must be something gravely wrong with
what the Pope is saying.

This time the neo-Catholic cover-up is not
succeeding.  Francis has simply gone too
far along the trajectory of the Council’s
supposed “dynamic of reading the Gospel,”
and now even prominent members of the
“conservative” Catholic mainstream have
had enough and are speaking out.10

Footnotes:
1 The Scalfari interview has now been removed from the
Vatican website, according to a report in the National
Catholic Register on 15/11/13 - See Footnote  on p.16.

2http://edition.cnn.com/video/data/2.0/video/bestoftv/2013/09/19/exp
-malveaux-holmes-martin-pope-gays.cnn.html
3 http://themoynihanletters.com/from-the-desk-of/letter-90-editorial-
on-popes-interview
4 http://spectator.org/articles/33691/reading-papal-tea-leaves
5

https://www.facebook.com/photo.php?fbid=10151858307184321&s
et=a.146691269320.105115.80562389320&type=1&theater
6 http://www.colbertnation.com/the-colbert-report-
videos/429268/september-24-2013/on-notice---pope-francis---jim-
martin
7 http://tweetwood.com/Janefonda/tweet/381200823029465088
8 http://twitchy.com/2013/09/20/chris-rock-thinks-pope-francis-
might-be-greatest-man-alive-jane-fonda-loves-him-too/
9 http://www.lifesitenews.com/news/president-obama-i-have-been-
hugely-impressed-with-the-popes-pronouncements
10 Read original article at The Remnant Online
http://www.remnantnewspaper.com/Archives/2013-0930-c-ferrara-
pope-francis-repubblica-interview.htm

Dissenters in Ireland
Pope Francis

is stealing
all our best ideas!

Latest in the series:
When Irish Eyes are NOT smiling…

Fr Brendan  Hoban, one of the  leading
lights in the Irish Association of (anything
but) Catholic Priests (ACP),  penned the
Just A Thought column in the Western
People dated 7/10/13, in which he
recounts a meeting with the Bishop of
Ferns and his Priests’ Council. This
journey to Wexford as a representative
of the ACP was, he explained, part of an
effort by the ACP to make contact with
bishops and priests around the country.
So, he tells us, for almost a year he
travelled the length and breadth of
Ireland, addressing bishops and priests,
in a concerted effort to spread dissent
and heresy - and all with the blessing of
the papal nuncio, who declined to meet
with the group himself but encouraged
them to arrange meetings with the Irish
Bishops. A bit like a Catholic doctor
saying “I can’t refer you for an abortion
but I recommend a visit to Dr Smith.”

Tellingly, the Bishop of Ferns pointed out
that, under the current papacy, “the ACP
is now mainstream!”  This was intended
as a joke, but “many a true word is
spoken in jest” and, sure enough, Fr
Hoban goes on to rejoice that “incredibly,
incomprehensibly, (this) may well be
true.”
“Six months ago” Fr Hoban explained,
“with the election of Pope Francis, we
suddenly discovered that the platform of
reform the ACP had established was
being consistently echoed in his words,
thoughts and symbolic actions. We had
discovered to our amazement that the
new pope was stealing all our best ideas!”
Empowered by the election of a
Modernist Pope, dissenters like Fr
Hoban are cock-a-hoop, full of joy. They
cannot believe their luck. Thrilled, Fr
Hoban lists “some of the resonances
between what the pope was saying and
ACP policy: the reforms of the Second
Vatican Council were to be implemented
and could not be set aside; the Church
needed to become more ‘collegial’ in its
structures; the Roman Curia was not fit
for purpose and needed to be pruned
back; we needed a simpler people’s
liturgy and not a Roman liturgy of bells
and smells, of linen and lace; we needed

Editor

Romam vado iterum crucifigi… Continued from p.17

Continued on p.22

2http://edition.cnn.com/video/data/2.0/video/bestoftv/2013/09/19/exp-malveaux-holmes-martin-pope-gays.cnn.html  
2http://edition.cnn.com/video/data/2.0/video/bestoftv/2013/09/19/exp-malveaux-holmes-martin-pope-gays.cnn.html  
2http://edition.cnn.com/video/data/2.0/video/bestoftv/2013/09/19/exp-malveaux-holmes-martin-pope-gays.cnn.html  
http://themoynihanletters.com/from-the-desk-of/letter-90-editorial-on-popes-interview
http://themoynihanletters.com/from-the-desk-of/letter-90-editorial-on-popes-interview
http://spectator.org/articles/33691/reading-papal-tea-leaves
https://www.facebook.com/photo.php?fbid=10151858307184321&set=a.146691269320.105115.80562389320&type=1&theater
https://www.facebook.com/photo.php?fbid=10151858307184321&set=a.146691269320.105115.80562389320&type=1&theater
http://www.colbertnation.com/the-colbert-report-videos/429268/september-24-2013/on-notice---pope-francis---jim-martin
http://www.colbertnation.com/the-colbert-report-videos/429268/september-24-2013/on-notice---pope-francis---jim-martin
http://www.colbertnation.com/the-colbert-report-videos/429268/september-24-2013/on-notice---pope-francis---jim-martin
http://tweetwood.com/Janefonda/tweet/381200823029465088
http://twitchy.com/2013/09/20/chris-rock-thinks-pope-francis-might-be-greatest-man-alive-jane-fonda-loves-him-too/
http://twitchy.com/2013/09/20/chris-rock-thinks-pope-francis-might-be-greatest-man-alive-jane-fonda-loves-him-too/
9 http://www.lifesitenews.com/news/president-obama-i-have-been-hugely-impressed-with-the-popes-pronouncements
9 http://www.lifesitenews.com/news/president-obama-i-have-been-hugely-impressed-with-the-popes-pronouncements
9 http://www.lifesitenews.com/news/president-obama-i-have-been-hugely-impressed-with-the-popes-pronouncements
http://www.remnantnewspaper.com/Archives/2013-0930-c-ferrara-pope-francis-repubblica-interview.htm
http://www.remnantnewspaper.com/Archives/2013-0930-c-ferrara-pope-francis-repubblica-interview.htm
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On Consulting the Faithless…
Vatican consultation on Catholic family life - but

would Cardinal Newman really approve?

In the John Paul II Hall of the Holy See
Press Office, on 5/11/13, a press
conference was held to present the
preparatory document of the Third
Extraordinary General Assembly of the
Synod of Bishops on the theme "The
pastoral challenges on the family in the
context of 'evangelization", which will take
place in the Vatican 5 to 19 October 2014.
Lorenzo Baldisseri, the new Secretary
General of the Synod of Bishops,
(appointed by Pope Francis on 21
September), addressed the press. Below,
an edited version of  the (rather poor)
English translation of his presentation:

and spiritual crisis... “Today we encounter
problems unheard of a few years ago, from
the spread of de facto couples who choose
to marry and does not exclude the idea at
times, to same sex unions, to-whom the
adoption of children is not infrequently
permitted “( DP I). There are numerous new
contextual situations, which require
particular attention from the Church: from
the non-committal cultures and the
presumed instability of the bond to the
reformulation of the very idea of family, to
a widespread relativist pluralism regarding
the concept of marriage, to which legislative
proposals devalue the fidelity and
permanence of the marriage pact.

These challenges bring about significant
pastoral consequences: “If, for example,
we think of the simple repute in the current
context many young people, born of
irregular marriages, perhaps never see
their parents receive the sacraments,
one may perceive the urgency of the
challenges posed to evangelisation in our
current situation, now diffused Throughout
the whole of the “global village.”

All the above considerations indicated how
the attention paid to these situations is
“both necessary and urgent, and also a
matter of duty as an expression of the
charity of the Pastors towards those
entrusted to them and to the entire human
family”( DP II). The enormity of the
commitment, the urgency of the themes
and the expectations, which indeed risk
being too great, leads us to ask with
conviction for the prayers of all for the path
that we have taken together, and for the
humility, generous commitment and trust
in God especially of those who will
contribute to the Synod, I know that the
Spirit may (light) the collegial task and the
final and decisive discernment of Peter’s
Successor. 1 (all emphasis added)

Commentary…
Note, as an aside, that the press
conference took place in “John Paul II hall”
and the source cited as evidence that “it is
not a matter of debating doctrinal
questions” is Vatican II. Once again, we
alert our readers to the modernist belief that
the Church began in 1962.
While none of the UK Bishops have fully
implemented Pope Benedict’s Motu
Proprio, Summorum Pontificum, issued in
20072 and while they’ve ignored every
instruction from Rome prohibiting lay
people handling the Blessed Sacrament,
they wasted no time at all in compiling a set
of  questions to be circulated in parishes in
response to the Pope’s request for a
consultation on the state of Catholic family
life in preparation for next year’s Synod of
Bishop. Keeping up the pretence that the

Holy Spirit only arrived in the Church in
1962, the very first question on the survey
form asks parishioners to “describe how
the Church’s teachings on the value of the
family contained in the Bible, Gaudium et
Spes, Familiaris Consortio and other
documents of the post-conciliar
Magisterium is understood by people
today.” The Church, the Bishops cannot
emphasise enough, really only began for
real in 1962 at the launch of the Second
Vatican Council.  If only they’d join up the
dots and ask themselves whether there is
any connection between that event and
the subsequent breakdown in Catholic
family life. You just have to laugh at the
idiocy of the whole thing sometimes…
Predictably, the Catholic press is busy
presenting this consultation exercise as an
example of the kind of “consultation of the
faithful” advocated by Cardinal Newman,
who is always portrayed as a friend of
“liberals”. Newman was no “liberal” - very
far from it.  Yet, he is frequently cited and
quoted out of context by “liberals” to
support their dissent.
For example, in The Tablet3 editorial on
the questionnaire issued by the English
Bishops, Cardinal Newman is misleadingly
part-quoted as follows: “...the tradition of
the Apostles...manifests itself variously at
various times: sometimes by the mouth of
the episcopacy, sometimes by the doctors,
sometimes by the people, sometimes by
liturgies, rites, ceremonies and customs,
by events, disputes, movements...It
follows that none of these channels of
tradition may be treated with disrespect.”

Here’s the entire quote, crucial missing
words underlined :
"I think I am right in saying that the tradition
of the Apostles, committed to the whole
Church in its various constituents and
functions per modum unius, manifests
itself variously at various times: sometimes
by the mouth of the episcopacy,
sometimes by the doctors, sometimes by
the people, sometimes by liturgies, rites,
ceremonies, and customs, by events,
disputes, movements, and all those other
phenomena which are comprised under
the name of history. It follows that none of
those channels of tradition may be treated
with disrespect: granting at the same time
fully, that the gift of discerning,
discriminating, defining, promulgating, and
enforcing any portion of that tradition
resides solely in the Ecclesia docens"
(Church teaching). 4

Clearly, his words placed in their proper
context, Newman was not advocating an
opinion poll mentality, where we’re all
asked for our opinions and a head-count
taken - oops! 80% of American Catholics
use contraception so Church must change
that teaching. For more on this, visit
www.wishfulthinking.com

Continued on p.20

Editor

I greet you during this press conference
that aims to present the Third Extraordinary
General Assembly of the Synod of Bishops
on the theme The pastoral challenges on
the family in the context of evangelization.
synodal The event will take place October
5 to 19 of 2014.

With Pope Francis we are called to walk
the paths laid out by the Council and its
teachings with regard to the Church as
communion, the image of the divine Trinity,
united in love and in the variety of gifts and
services that enrich her. The theme
entrusted by the Holy Father to the next
Extraordinary General Assembly is: the
pastoral challenges of the family in the
context of Evangelisation. In this regard I
am bound to underline two aspects. The
first regards the priority attention Given to
Evangelisation,  all of the existence and
action of the people of God must latter tend
towards this end. The Church does not exist
for herself, but for the glory of God and the
salvation of humanity, to whom she is called
to bring the joy of the Gospel. This joy is to
be proclaimed to all, beginning with the
family, the decisive cell of society and of the
Church herself. The second aspect I would
like to emphasise is the pastoral slant which
the Holy Father invites us to look upon the
value of the family and the challenges it
faces today. This ‘slant’ may be defined by
the words that Blessed John XXIII noted in
His Diary on 19 January 1962, the climate
of preparation for the upcoming Council: “All
is to be seen in the light of pastoral ministry;
That is, in terms of souls to save and to
edify.” It is not, Therefore, a matter of
debating doctrinal questions, which in
any case have been recently clarified by
the Magisterium (from the Vatican II
Council in the Pastoral Constitution
Gaudium et Spes , 47-52, to the John
Paul II’s Apostolic Exhortation Familiaris
Consortio of 1981), but rather how to
understand how to effectively proclaim
the Gospel of the family in the times we
are living, characterised by a clear social
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Questions Asked by the Scots Bishops…
And Catholic Truth contends that the answers will reveal (what many of the questions reveal)
two things: the widespread loss of Catholic Faith and the need to preach the Faith.

About Church Teaching on Marriage and the Family
1. To what extent is the Church's teaching on Marriage and family life well known and
understood?
2. What are the main criticisms of Church teaching in this area?
3. What could the Church do to help people understand her teaching better?

The Understanding of Marriage - Marriage is a natural reality as well as a religious reality

4. What does the term 'natural law' mean for you?
5. What are the main challenges to the Church's belief that marriage between a man
and a woman is the basis of family life?
6. Does the Church respond well to non-practising couples who ask to be married?
Promoting Marriage and the Family
7. What can be done to encourage family spirituality and help parents transmit the faith
to children?
8. What good practices could be developed to help families see themselves as a
'domestic church'?
9. Does the Church do enough to help couples preparing for Marriage
10. Does the Church do enough to help couples in difficult marital situations?
11. If you don't think the Church is doing enough in these areas, what would you like
to see being done?
12. How common do you think it is for couples to live together before Marriage?
The Reality of Marriage
13. How are people who are divorced and remarried received in their local parish?
What particular problems do they face?
14. What could be done to help the divorced and remarried?
15. Do you think people see this as a big issue in relation to receiving the
Sacraments?
16. Is the process of Marriage Annulment understood?
17. What more could the Church do to help people whose Marriage has failed?
Same Sex Unions
In Scotland, the law permits civil partnerships between people of the same sex and
legislation is being considered to allow same-sex Marriage

18. How should the Church respond to the reality of same sex unions and the
potential of future legislation for same sex marriage?
19. What pastoral care should the Church be offering to people in same sex unions
and children adopted by same sex parents?
Upbringing of children
20. Does the Church do enough to help parents bring up their children, through
religious education and Sacramental preparation?
21. If not, what more could be done?
Family Planning
22. Do people know about the Church's teaching on birth control?
23. Do people understand the difference between natural and artificial means of
family planning?
24. How widely do you think the Church's teaching on natural family planning is
accepted?
25. Do people consider this a big issue in approaching the Sacraments
26. What more could the Church do to encourage couples to be open to the joy of
new life?
In conclusion...
27. How do family problems impact on people's spiritual life and involvement in the
Church?
28. What are the most urgent issues facing the Church in her pastoral care for
Marriage and the Family?
29. Is there anything you would like to see the Synod of Bishops discuss next year
which has not already been covered in these questions?

That’s clearly not what Cardinal Newman
means when he speaks of “consulting the
faithful”.
The consensus fidelium5 as explained by
Perrone,6 filled a gap in his understanding,
so to speak: Perrone argued that, for
example, where there is a deficiency in
evidence from the Fathers of the Church,
then the Church looks at what the faithful
have always believed, from the beginning,
everywhere. Thus, the Pope can be helped
to define a dogma such as the Immaculate
Conception. Drawing on Perrone's book on
the Immaculate Conception, Newman
explains that Perrone's treatment of the
historical fact of the sensus fidelium, the
relation of the sensus fidelium to the
sensus Ecclesiae, the various instrumenta
traditionis work together, each in their
rightful place, "so that the strength of one
makes up in a particular case for the
deficiency of another", and the force of the
sensus fidelium "as distinct (not separate)
from the teaching of their pastors".7

Another example of the consensus
fidelium, would be the 4th century Arian
crisis, when the majority of the bishops
succumbed to the heresy, while the
majority of the laity held fast to belief in the
divinity of Christ. “The Church” did not fail
because a majority of bishops may have
lost the Faith and so today, where a
majority of the laity appear to accept
sexually deviant behaviour, even the
modernist popes of recent times, have
continued to defend the natural moral law,
in the face of pressure from the world and
internal dissenters. So, be absolutely clear:
the wording of the questionnaires of both
the English & Welsh and the Scottish
Bishops, would markedly not meet with the
approval of Cardinal Newman.
As we go to print, we’re hearing of at least
one priest who distributed an amended
(probably simplified) questionnaire to his
parishioners so goodness knows how
many versions there are of this nonsense
floating around.

Footnotes
1 The full text can be read on the  Vatican website
2 LONDON (CNS) -Pope Benedict XVI would like every
Catholic parish in the world to celebrate a regular Tridentine-
rite Mass, a Vatican cardinal has said. Cardinal Dario
Castrillon Hoyos also told a June 14 press conference in
London that the Vatican was writing to all seminaries to ask
that candidates to the priesthood are trained to celebrate Mass
according to the extraordinary form of the Latin rite, also
known as the Tridentine Mass, restricted from the 1970s until
July 2007 when Pope Benedict lifted some of those limits.
Catholic News Service: Pope would like Tridentine Mass
in each parish, Vatican official says  16/6/08
3 The Tablet: A Truly Catholic Consultation, 9/11/13
4 John Henry Newman, On Consulting the Faithful in
Matters of Doctrine, with an Introduction by John Coulson,
London 1961 (re-issued London, 1986): p.63
5 consensus fidelium refers to the consent of the faithful,
that is, it refers to the fact that there is evidence of
widespread agreement that the faithful always and
everywhere held to a particular doctrine.
6 Fr. Giovanni Perrone (1794–1876) was a theologian who
worked closely Newman, former Anglican cleric, who was
received in the Church in 1845.
7 Op. Cit. p.66

On Consulting the Faithless - Cont. from p.19

My answer to Q 29 is… YES! … When are we gonna get fully

believing bishops and priests who preach the faith ? I mean,

“Family Planning”? As for Q 17 - how about “tell them to

accept their lot as God’s permissive will !” Gimme strength !
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“Unless the Lord build the
House, they labour in vain
that build it” – Psalm 126:1

“This you (the bishops of the
world) will do perfectly if you
watch over yourselves and

your doctrine, as your office makes it your
duty, repeating incessantly to yourselves
that every novelty attempts to undermine
the Universal Church and that, according
to the warning of the holy Pope Agatho,
“nothing that has been regularly defined
can bear diminution, or change, or addition,
and repels every alteration of sense, or
even words.” – Pope Gregory XVI, Mirari vos
15 August 1832

Questionnaires such as the one under
discussion here are just one more
manifestation of the Conciliar kenosis (self-
destruction) that is at the heart of the
progressivists’ modernist programme. And
still there are people who will talk about a
“New Springtime”.
I presume this nod to populism forms part
of some “Democratization” or “Power to the
People” agenda, or a continuation of the
Church’s “October Revolution”, to use the
very revealing phrase of Father, later
Cardinal, Yves Congar. Is it far-fetched to
suspect the prospect of theologically
illiterate diocesan or parish soviets
pontificating on dogma at some stage in the
future?
What struck me on a quick read of the
questionnaire, apart from the all too
predictable pandering, was the repeated
reference to “local churches”. What’s all that
about? Incitement to schism? Whose “in
communion” with whom here? And is all this
not modernist linguistic sleight of hand,
leading inevitably to the undermining of
belief in the One, Holy, Catholic and
Apostolic Church and the primacy of the
See of Peter? Christ has only one Bride.
In his 1907 condemnation of Modernism, in
Pascendi Dominici Gregis, Pope Saint Pius
X identified the following as part of the
strategy of the revolutionaries: “The chief
stimulus of the evolution of worship consists
in the need of accommodation to the
manners and customs of peoples, as well
as the need of availing itself of the value
which certain acts have acquired by usage.
Finally, evolution in the Church itself is fed
by the need of adapting itself to historical
conditions and of harmonizing itself with
existing forms of society.”

The sacred duties of Bishops, the
successors of the Apostles include those of
leading, teaching and sanctifying the
faithful, not conducting questionnaires and
sounding out public opinion. The
magnificent example of episcopal devotion

From the Blog…
to duty and zeal for the salvation of souls
given to us by Saint Charles Borromeo,
whose feast we celebrated today, didn’t
involve compiling questionnaires.
We can talk about the details of crisis in
particular dioceses, but the grim reality is
that the destructive effects of the modernist
revolution are truly universal. I challenge
anyone to name a single diocese,
anywhere, that has not been infected by
the Conciliar madness. Come to think of it,
can anyone think of an extended family
that hasn’t experienced apostasy?
What we are living through is the reverse
of the parable of the mustard seed.
Modernist defoliant has brought
dessication and spiritual death
everywhere. And now we are supposed to
believe that questionnaires are to be part
of the solution.
Rather than leading, teaching and
sanctifying, it appears as though a huge
number of bishops have left in the
helicopters from the embassy roof quite
some time ago. Some, I suspect, are
guiding the enemy tanks that are rumbling
through the streets of what was once
Christendom. And so the battle will be left
to all those “restorationist”, “triumphalist”,
Rosary counting Catholics who seek
“doctrinal security”, who cling to the Faith
of our Fathers, the Faith believed
everywhere, always, and by everyone. So
be it.
“The Church has not just recently been
given order and statutes. They were
faithfully and soundly bestowed on it by the
Fathers. Nor has the faith only just been
established, but it has come to us from the
Lord through His disciples. May what has
been preserved in the Churches from the
beginning to the present day not be
abandoned in our time; may what has been
entrusted into our keeping not be
embezzled by us. Brethren, as custodians
of God’s mysteries, let yourselves be
roused into action on seeing all this
despoiled by others.” Saint Athanasius,
Migne, Patrologia Graeca, XXVII, col. 219.

CatholicConvert
on Canon 915

(“manifest public sinners”
should be refused

Holy Communion) …
Let us all be clear about one
thing: these MSPs (who
voted for the same sex
marriage bill in Scottish
Parliament 20/11/13) are no
longer Catholic. Remember
what St. Thomas Aquinas,
a Doctor of the Church, said

- ‘who disbelieves [even] one article of faith
does not have faith, either formed or
unformed’, therefore when these
individuals approach their priest for Holy
Communion, they are disrespecting the
Sacrament, and therefore disrespecting
God Himself, and we all know what the
punishment for that is. These people are
in a state of sin, mortal sin because they
are causing a public scandal by supporting
something that is both against the laws of
nature and the laws of God.
(Also) I don’t believe that even priests
denouncing it from the pulpit would have
changed anything, they are a law unto
themselves.
(And)I agree that David Cameron etc don’t
really support it, I think they are all against
gay marriage in private, they just don’t
have the moral backbone to do what is
right. They are moral cowards.

Leo on polling
parishioners

I think it’s now very
interesting why Bishop
Devine chose to publicly
announce he was taking
no action and then
promptly retire. One may
then legitimately conclude

that there was truth in Fr Despard’s claims.

Petrus
on the suspension
of Father Despard

Lily
on should

Catholics support
Children in Need

I agree it’s definitely sinful
to support Children in
Need and really most other
charities these days. They
are all connected in some
way to the contraceptive

industry. I once read a really informative
article showing that they all connect and
how they network with one another.

The money spinning has been going on for
ages in Medjugorje. All the so-called seers
have done well out of it. It’s one of the signs
that it is not from God. You can see adverts
online for pilgrims to stay at Ivan’s home
for a price and get to pray with his family
etc. It’s a complete joke. How anybody can
believe in it just leaves me speechless.

Margaret Mary
on money-spinning

Medjugorje
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Cardinal Ranjith
“the Sri Lankan

cappa magna fetishist…”
- Aberdeen Priest…

Catholic Times columnist, Monsignor Basil
Loftus, retired priest of the Diocese of
Leeds, now living in Sutherland (Diocese
of Aberdeen) and working as a supply
priest and Catholic newspaper columnist,
uses his newspaper columns, particularly
his weekly rant in the Catholic Times, to
attack absolutely everything in the Church
prior to 1962 when the Holy Spirit arrived
with Vatican II to change everything.
Mgr Loftus has a particular loathing for the
ancient Mass (you know, the one that the
saints attended and spilled their life’s blood
to defend - that one.)
Thus, anyone who shows the slightest sign
of what is now termed “traditionalism” (but
is nothing more than authentic
Catholicism) gets it in the neck from the
not-so-good Monsignor.
His latest victim is Cardinal Ranjith and let
me state at the outset, not to conceal my
own personal interest, Cardinal Ranjith
was my own preferred choice for election
in the last conclave.
Writing in glowing terms about “Holy Father
Francis” as he persistently describes the
Pope, Mgr Loftus gushes forth about Pope
Francis’s casual attitude to all things
liturgical. Those of us who have witnessed
the full horror of one of  Cardinal
Bergoglio’s (youth) Masses on YouTube,
are not remotely surprised that the Pope’s
apparent preference for liturgical chaos
over order and dignity is just the ticket in
the view of the modernist-cum-heretic1 Mgr
Loftus, who argues that “it is (Pope
Francis’) forward-looking resurgence of
liturgical spirit which must now be spread
across the whole Church, not the liturgical
nostalgia of those whose particular
sensitivity (the Traditional Latin Mass) is a
‘process of regression, seeking to recover
the past.’  That, Monsignor Loftus opines,
is history. Faith is the future.
There you go - the saints and martyrs
lacked faith. Oh and, very obviously, since
they stuck with the traditional Mass, they
lacked that good old (or rather “new”)
“forward-looking liturgical spirit…”
Unfortunately for those he insults, Mgr
Loftus is not so hung up on the spirit of
charity as he’s crazy about a forward-
looking liturgical spirit…”
“Holy Father Francis” is feeling
“emancipated” from some liturgical laws,
according to Mgr Loftus, who, incidentally,
praises all the liturgical abuses going on
right now in diocesan parishes around the
world. He considers lay people distributing
Holy Communion and altar girls as “lawful”
openly admitting that nobody pays any
attention to the attempts by the
Congregation for Divine Worship to put an

end to what is, before God, undoubtedly
very serious “sin in the sanctuary.”  That all
sorts of liturgical abuses go on during novus
ordo Masses is described by Mgr Loftus as
“the bowl (having already been) hollow-
turned. But the Congregation got the chisel
out again and started gouging away. The
end result - no-one takes any notice”2

As a former Secretary for the Congregation
for Divine Worship, Cardinal Ranjith came
under fire, described by Mgr Loftus as: the
Sri Lankan cappa magna3 fetishist and
Tridentine-rite devotee…

What a nasty man, to describe the Cardinal
in such an insulting way.
Will Bishop Gilbert say a word to him,
though? No way. And
why, you ask, would
the Bishop not instruct
him to stop writing his
evil column?
For the - it seems to us
- blindingly obvious
reason that he is
speaking the mind of
the Bishop. Dissenters
like Mgr Loftus are not
loose cannons. They would not dream of
putting their anti-Catholic ravings into print
unless they were confident of their Bishop’s
approval.
Readers will recall how the Bishop of
Aberdeen, on a visit to the Shetland Islands,
called a small group of three parishioners
together to dissuade them from attending
Masses offered by an SSPX priest who
lived on another Scottish island and who
occasionally supplies Mass on Shetland on
request4  There can be no doubt: the Bishop
would soon make known his objections to
Mgr Loftus’s scandalous writings if he had
any concerns, and the same is true of all
the Bishops who permit the traditional Faith
to be attacked on Catholic premises the
world over. If Bishop Gilbert objects to the
writings of Mgr Loftus, he needs to tell us.
Soon. For his own sake, as much as for
ours.
I do not think there are many among
Bishops who will be saved, but many
more that perish.

St. John Chrysostom 5

Footnotes:
1 In his writings in the Catholic press, Mgr Loftus has denied
key dogmas such as the physical Resurrection of Christ and
the physical Real Presence. This makes him a material, if not
a formal heretic. There’s little chance of him becoming a
formal heretic, since successive bishops have supported him
in the face of expressions of concern and criticism from people
in the Diocese. My own letter of concern to Bishop Gilbert,
welcoming him on his appointment, went unanswered. We
have reported, with documentation, on Mgr Loftus’s heresies
many times.
2 Mgr Basil Loftus: Turning Bowls and the making of laws,
Catholic Times, 17/11/13
3 “large hat”.
4 A Fly on the Wall  In Aberdeen, Catholic Truth,
 Issue No. 78, August, 2013
5 Extract from St. John Chrysostom, Homily III on Acts
1:12.

Cardinal Ranjith

Editor

Dissenters in Ireland continued from p.18

to look at re-imaging Catholic priesthood,
including its connection with obligatory
celibacy; we needed to look at Catholic
sexual morality and so on.”
I know what you’re thinking, folks: this
can’t get much worse, but you’re wrong.
Next comes an  unwitting admission of
schism - Fr Hoban acknowledges the
implicitly schismatic condition of the ACP
and rejoices that now they are in the best
of company - Pope Francis:
“So I suggested to the Ferns men, that
instead of the ACP finding ourselves
outside the official Church waving our
tattered flags and seeking attention for
our ideas, now - incredibly,
extraordinarily, incomprehensively (sic)
- we suddenly found ourselves on the
inside track with Pope Francis,
sponsoring a shared platform of reform.”

One of the criticisms that the Ferns
priests made of the ACP in their meeting
with Fr Hoban, was the ACP’s failure to
publicly support the Bishops in the recent
abortion debate. Fr Hoban admits that he
tried but failed  to respond to their
concerns. He told his Western People
readers that he could have defended the
ACP position by arguing that “…the
Church had become too obsessed with
sexual issues - abortion, same sex
marriages, contraception…” adding that
“[t]he extraordinary thing was that the day
after our discussion in Wexford, Pope
Francis was saying exactly that - in  his
now famous interview.”
Fr Hoban concludes his disgraceful
article with reference to media reports
that Pope Francis may appoint a woman
cardinal, noting that when he argued for
this in a recent book, suggesting that
Mary McAleese might be a worthy
candidate for such a ground-breaking
position, people laughed. “We might”  he
asserted “not be laughing soon.”

Some of us are not laughing now and are
unlikely to be laughing - ecclesiastically
speaking - for a very long time. That the
apostate ACP have been tolerated for far
too long by the Irish hierarchy is bad
enough. For their leadership to be able
to publicly crow about having effectively
received the stamp of papal approval is
just too incredible for words and screams
“diabolical disorientation.”

Extract from the aims of the ACP,
taken from their website: they seek…
A redesigning of Ministry in the Church, in
order to incorporate the gifts, wisdom and
expertise of the entire faith community,
male and female. (Ed: no surprise then that
they support women’s ordination)

A re-evaluation of Catholic sexual teaching
and practice that recognizes the profound
mystery of human sexuality and the
experience and wisdom of God’s
people.(Ed: no surprise then that they support
homosexual “rights”)
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Dear Lord,

can we please have a questionnaire to give our opinions on
ecumenism and inter-faith events on Catholic premises. They
won’t let me offer a Traditional Latin Mass and they don’t even
like that I have a Rosary Group, so please, Lord, inspire Pope
Francis to do another survey, this time about non-believers
having services in our churches. Thank you, Lord !

Sav
ed

 by
 an

obs
es

si
ve

pro-l
if

er

I Wonder why mum
changed her mind
about naming me
Francis - it’s OK
I’m happy with
Benedict …

I must phone Fr Hoban in Ireland.
I don’t like it when priests speak
gobbledegook. All this talk of
“redesigning ministry”means  he
wants to “start a new Church” -
Great stuff ! He has to have the
courage to share his ideas if he
wants to get to Heaven. Now,
where’s the phone book…

Keep Calm
and

Wear a Kilt

Gosh, what if they
stop making men’s
suits? What if we
have to wear silk
stockings and
tunics again?
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Dear Reader ...
From the editor...

Interesting. Isn’t it? Fr Paul Friel’s attitude
to homosexuality, I mean.  Think about it.
He was seen removing the petitions
disseminated to parishes as part of the
Scottish Bishops’ campaign to oppose the
Government’s plans to legalise same-sex
“marriage”, thus preventing parishioners
having access to them.  Then he posted
an apology on his Facebook page,
apparently furious that some parishioners
had invited a campaign speaker to address
the issue during his absence in Colombia.
Incredibly, he describes this perfectly
acceptable action as “deceitful”.1

The excuse given for his “apology” is that
the campaign of the Scottish Bishops
contradicts his own “pastoral strategy” yet
he ignored my email asking what, in fact,
is his “pastoral strategy” - what, in fact, did
he do to encourage his parishioners to
make their opposition to the re-definition of
marriage known to the Scottish
Government.
So, let’s not mince words. Fr Friel is not
opposed to the Scottish Government’s
plans to legalise same-sex “marriage”.
And so, unsurprisingly, given the influence
exerted by priests over the majority of
parishioners, our Holy Cross contacts told
us of their shock on discovering that many,
if not most, of their fellow-parishioners
agree with Fr Friel.  They could see nothing
wrong with  his Facebook apology.
Now, I am on public record here, there and
everywhere with my considered opinion
that no Catholic can sit on the fence on any
moral issue:
"Not to oppose error is to approve it; and
not to defend truth is to suppress it; and
indeed to neglect to confound evil men,
when we can do it, is no less a sin than to
encourage them." (Pope St. Felix III)

Indeed, I’m also on public record arguing
that since homosexuality is so obviously
unnatural, anyone who does not oppose it,

is more than likely to be a
supporter of it, if not
actively engaged in it. A
clear question mark
hangs over the head of Fr
Paul Friel, therefore,
although I am not
suggesting that he is
actively homosexual.  I

don’t know. He may be.  I just don’t know.
What I am suggesting, however, is that he
is manifestly a danger to souls and ought
to be removed from his position as parish
priest of St Paul’s, Shettleston, Glasgow
without a moment’s delay. If Fr Despard in
the Diocese of Motherwell could be
suspended without warning for writing a
book on the extent of homosexuality within
the Church in Scotland based  on his own
experience, then a priest who is not terribly

subtle in his  support for the homosexual
lobby in their aspirations to “marry” - and
that in blatant contradiction of the Bishops’
policy - is surely a candidate for similar
discipline.
Then there is the other rogue priest, this
time from the Diocese of Aberdeen, who
has featured in this edition (as he does,
frequently in this newsletter) - Mgr Basil
Loftus.2 As we go to press, he’s at it again,
having another nasty sideswipe or a dozen
at the Traditional Latin Mass, arguing all
the way for the “reformed liturgy” to be
imposed because the old rite is to  blame
for the “ever-widening liturgical rift within
the Church, which is in great danger of
becoming full-blown schism” (could you, I
mean, could you make this stuff up?)
Mgr Loftus has become ever more vicious
in his weekly assaults on the Faith since
the election of Pope Francis, confident that
the pontiff is onside. His Catholic Times
column dated 24/11/13 is one of the most
vicious attacks on the traditional Catholic
Faith and Mass that I’ve ever read. I was

choking on my
chocolate teacake
until I switched to The
(Terrible) Tablet, an
ultra-liberal rag, dated
the same weekend.
Then the sun came
out, so to speak and it
was fun picturing Mgr
Loftus reaching for his

smelling salts as he read the ‘Letter from
Rome’ penned by Robert Mickens who
writes:
Cardinal Dario Castrillon Hoyos (sic), who
spearheaded Benedict XVI’s failed efforts
to rehabilitate the schismatic (sic) Society
of St Pius X, told proponents of the
Tridentine Mass that the Pope was on their
side. “I met Pope Francis very recently
and he told me that he has no problem
with the old rite, and neither does he
have any problem with lay groups and
associations like yours that promote it”
he told members of Una Voce International
at their recent general assembly in Rome.
He said  the only reason the Pope stopped
the traditionalist Franciscan Friars of the
Immaculate from using the pre-Vatican II
rite was because of internal dissent in their
community. The Colombian cardinal
insisted it was not because of any negative
judgment on the old Mass itself.” 3

Brace yourself, Darío Cardinal Castrillón
Hoyos: you are likely to be on the receiving
end of Mgr Loftus’s fury in one of his
malicious rants soon enough.
In this edition, we’ve looked at only two
examples of rebellious priests in Scotland
who are deforming the Faith, out of the
many available. These two, however, bring
instantly to life the words of Pope Saint Pius
X, who diagnosed, to perfection, a key
reason why we have bad priests: “There
are some who think, and even declare
openly, that the true measure of the merits
of a priest is his dedication to the service

of others; consequently, with an almost
complete disregard for the cultivation of the
virtues which lead to the personal
sanctification of the priest (these they
describe as passive virtues), they assert
that all his energies and fervour should be
directed to the development and practice
of what they call the active virtues. One can
only be astonished by this gravely
erroneous and pernicious teaching…

To maintain that some Christian virtues are
more suited to one period than to another
is to forget the words of the Apostle…
Christ does not change with the passing of
the centuries: He is the same yesterday
and to-day and forever.4

It’s kinda wearing, folks, writing these
editorials, asking for action from the pews.
So few do anything, so when I watched top
legal eagle, the Catholic Lord Brian Gill
express his misgivings recently on the
television news at the plans of the Scottish
Government’s to drop the uniquely Scottish
legal requirement for corroboration in
criminal cases, I couldn’t help smiling a wry
smile.
Generally regarded as a “traditionalist”,
Lord Gill remains steadfastly silent on the
worsening state of the Church in Scotland.
Just ask  yourself how much of a difference
it would make if Lord Gill were  to
demonstrate his stated belief in the central
importance of corroboration by publicly
corroborating what we have been saying
for years: that the Church in Scotland is
rotten to the core, and that our bishops
(and many, if not most) priests are
apostates. Wouldn’t it make a huge
difference  if Lord Gill were to corroborate
these charges? Pontius Pilate could
answer that question.
Dream on. Career-minded Catholics like
Brian Gill, now enjoying positions of
influence and exalted status in society, are
not going to associate with the
likes of us.  So, that leaves you
lot - the hoi polloi.
Many more  of us need to act:
writing letters, blogging,
whatever we can do will make a
difference. Praying as though everything
depended on God and working as though
everything depended on us 5  is the best
way to say “thank you” to God for the
wonderful grace of the Incarnation - on
which note we draw this edition to a close,
and repeat our very best wishes for a very
merry Christmas to all our readers.

Footnotes:
1 See p.11.
2 See p.22
3 The Tablet, 23/11/13 - note the description of the SSPX as
“schismatic” underlines the lack of academic rigour in The
Tablet. The SSPX is in an irregular situation - it is not in
schism.
4 To The Catholic Clergy On Priestly Sanctity, Haerent
Animo, Apostolic Exhortation given by Pope St. Pius X on
August 4, 1908.
5 St Augustine. Sometimes attributed to St Ignatius.
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