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During the first Fatima apparition on May
13, 1917, Lucy asked Our Lady about two
friends of hers who had died recently.  Lucy
asked: “Is Maria das Neves already in
Heaven?” (this girl had died at about age
16). Our Lady replied “Yes, she is.” Then
Lucy asked about her other friend who had
died at about age 18 or 20: “And Amelia?”
Our Lady answered, “she will be in
Purgatory until the end of the world.”1

Now, God’s ways are not our ways - we
know that.  However, whilst acknowledging
that none of us may judge the disposition
of any soul, least of all at the moment of
death, taking the prima facie case, I have
to say that, surely, whatever caused Amelia
to have to remain in Purgatory until the end
of the world, it can’t come close to the
damage inflicted on Christ’s Church by both
Pope John XXIII and Pope John Paul II. On
a good day, when I’m feeling particularly
optimistic about life, temporal and eternal,
I fully expect to spend several centuries in
Purgatory myself, assuming that, in God’s
merciful design, I’m blessed to even make
it there.
Hence, to witness the twin canonisations of
pontiffs who, between them, all but closed
down the Catholic Church in my lifetime,

Saint Joseph
Patron

of the

Universal Church
Pray for us

O GLORIOUS St. Joseph, chosen by
God to be the foster father of Jesus,
the chaste spouse of Mary ever
Virgin and the head of the Holy
Family, and then appointed by the
Vicar of Christ to be the Heavenly
patron and defender of the Church
founded by Jesus, most confidently
do I implore at this moment thy
powerful aid for all the Church Militant
on earth. Do thou shield with thy truly
paternal love especially the Supreme
Pontiff and all the bishops and priests
who are in union with the Holy See
of Peter. Be the defender of all who
labour for souls amidst the trials and
tribulations of this life, and cause all
the peoples of the earth to submit
themselves in a docile spirit to that
Church which is the ark of salvation
for all men.
                         Amen.

Feast of St Joseph the Worker
1st May

gives pause for thought, to say the least.
Sure, these were popular popes. And if
popularity is the litmus test, we can prepare
right now for the next major papal
canonisation - Pope Francis I who has
already won so many accolades2 that
canonisation might come as something of
an anti-climax.  But canonisation is not
supposed to be a kind of ‘Church’s Got
Talent’ show, is it?  It’s always been a
highly respected aspect of Catholic life,
until, that is, the rigorous process which
earned that respect was dropped by none
other than Pope John Paul II, who, as it
happens, canonised more saints than all of
his predecessors put together.
Yet, since the announcement of these
latest canonisations a seeming majority of
Catholics, with redundant critical faculties,
have been acting like excited teenagers
keen to have their autograph books signed
by their favourite pop stars - or rather ‘pope
idols’.
I make no claim to being any kind of
theological expert on canonisations and I’m
hearing on all sides that canonisation is an
infallible act. But, my common sense tells
me that something’s definitely not right.

The New Canonisations…

Continued on p.24
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 Speaking of the rigorous pre-Vatican
procedure for beatifications, eminent
Catholic historian William Thomas Walsh,
who died in 1949, wrote the following: “No
secular court trying a man for his life is
more thorough and scrupulous than the
Congregation of Rites in seeking to
establish whether or not the servant of God
practiced virtues both theological and
cardinal, and to a heroic degree. If that is
established, the advocate of the cause
must next prove that his presence in
Heaven has been indicated by at least two
miracles, while a cardinal who is an expert
theologian does all he can to discredit the
evidence – hence his popular title of
advocatus diaboli, or Devil’s Advocate. If
the evidence survives every attempt to
destroy it after months, years and
sometimes centuries of discussion, he is
then beatified, that is, he is declared to be
blessed.”
 We will later note the new 1983
process of canonization dispenses with the
Devil’s Advocate, and eliminates the
stringent juridical method in favor of an
academic approach. The discarding of the
“thorough and scrupulous” procedure
praised by Mr. Walsh cannot help but
introduce doubt to the integrity of the entire
new process – especially in the case of
“fast-track” canonizations.
 Mr. Walsh further noted the following
about the traditional process: “The final
stage of canonization, the last of twenty
distinct steps, may take even more years
or centuries. It must be proved beyond any
reasonable doubt that two additional
miracles have been performed through the
instance of the servant of God, since the
beatification. When and if this is done, the
Pope issues a bull (a sealed letter) of
canonization…”
 Walsh also stressed the demand for
sound orthodoxy regarding anyone
considered for canonization: “Theologians
carefully scrutinize all the available writings
– books, letters and so on – of the servant
of God whose claim to holiness is being
urged, together with all the depositions
obtainable from those who spoke with him
and knew him well. If nothing contrary to
faith or morals is found, a decree is
published authorizing further
investigation.”*1
 If we begin with the criteria that
“nothing contrary to faith or morals” can be
found in any legitimate claim to
beatification, we read with concern an
invocation uttered by one who is now slated
for “canonization”: “Hear our prayers for the
intention of the Jewish people, which you
continue to cherish according to the
Patriarchs… Be mindful of the new

generation, the young and the children: may
they persevere in fidelity to You, in what is
the exceptional mystery of their vocation.”*2
 Note: the man who offers this prayer
does not indicate that Jews should convert
to Our Lord’s one true Church for salvation,
but prays they “persevere in fidelity” to a
counterfeit religious system that formally
rejects Jesus Christ.
 Commenting on The Book of the Dead
at Auschwicz, the same man says:
“Persons whose names are contained in
these books were incarcerated, they
underwent tortures and were finally
deprived of life solely, in most cases,
because they belonged to a certain nation
rather than another… In the light of faith,
we see the witness of heroic fidelity, which
united them to God in eternity, and a seed
of peace for future generations.”*3
 While we grieve for anyone who
undergoes persecution and torture, our
speaker indicates that the Jewish people
who suffered at Auschwitz suffered a kind
of Jewish martyrdom “which united them to
God in eternity,” a concept unheard of in
Church history.
 In days of doctrinal sanity, these radical
statements – and there are countless more
such utterances from the same man –would
stop any process of beatification in its
tracks, would disqualify the candidate
permanently.
 The Catholic who made these
questionable remarks was Pope John Paul
II, whom Pope Francis has just approved
for ‘canonization’.*4 In our post-Conciliar
period of ecclesiastical sentimentality, the
age-old truths of the Faith no longer stand
as the central criteria for determining heroic
virtue. As Father Patrick de la Rocque
notes, “Far from practicing the theological
virtue of Faith to a heroic degree, the late
pope [John Paul II] departed from it
dangerously in a number of his
teachings.”*5
 Nor do we see with John Paul II the
virtue of true Charity, since John Paul
throughout his entire pontificate, refused to
remind non-Catholics – Jews included –
that they must convert to Christ’s one true
Church for salvation.
 While presenting an entire chapter full
of such quotes, from the Polish pope,*6
Father de la Rocque notes: “By
systematically concealing the [objective] sin
of disbelief that is involved in formal
adherence to Judaism, so as to praise
instead the [alleged] fidelity to God of
present-day Judaism… Pope John Paul II
was seriously lacking in that delicate but
important pastoral charity that consists in
denouncing sin so as to allow the
conversion of the sinner.”*7

 Yet Father de la Rocque, or anyone
else, who advances reasoned objections
to John Paul II’s orthodoxy, and objections
to the claim that John Paul practiced heroic
virtue, is simply ignored. The challenges
are neither acknowledged nor answered.
“We in the Vatican have decided that John
Paul II is a saint, and that is that!” This type
of thinking is due primarily to the more lax
system of canonization introduced in 1983,
as well as to the “new understanding” of
what it means to be Catholic that was
spawned by the Second Vatican Council,
and by its most zealous evangelist, Pope
John Paul II.

The New Process

 On January 25, 1983, Pope John Paul
II issued the Apostolic Constitution Devinus
perfectinis Magister, the long-awaited
revision of the beatification and
canonization process. Cardinal Suenens,
Paul VI and other progressivists since the
Council, had encouraged such an update.
John Paul brought it to fruition.*8
  The change was part of the alleged
goal to make the canonization process
“simpler, faster, cheaper, more ‘collegial’
and ultimately more productive.”*9
 In the new system, the Devil’s
Advocate has been eliminated. The
“Promoter of the Faith”, as the Devil’s
Advocate has been called, is given a new
title of “Prelate Theologian”. His main task
is to choose the theological consulters and
preside at the meetings.
 Catholic journalist Kenneth L.
Woodward spotlights the root difference
between the old and new systems: “At the
core of the reform is a striking paradigm
shift: no longer would the Church look
to the courtroom as its model for
arriving at the truth of a saint’s life;
instead, it would employ the academic
model of researching and writing a
doctoral dissertation.”
 Woodward continues, “In effect, then,
the relater had replaced both the Devil’s
Advocate and the defense lawyer. He
alone was responsible for establishing
martyrdom or heroic virtue, and it was up
to the theological and historical consultants
to give his work a passing or failing
grade.”*10

John Vennari

Doubt and Confusion
The New “Canonizations”

John Vennari
First published on Catholic Family News blog 31/03/14

reprinted here, very slightly edited for reasons of space, with kind permission.

American spellings prevail.
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 Though there may have been some
abuses by the lawyers over the centuries,
the elimination of lawyers radically
transforms the procedure that had been at
the heart of the saint making process for
half a millennium: a system deemed
necessary by the great master of ascetical
and mystical theology, Pope Benedict XIV
(1740-58) in his monumental work, “The
Beatification and Canonization of Saints”.
*11
 Though many in the post-Conciliar
Vatican welcomed John Paul II’s new
method, not all were thrilled. Msgr. Luigi
Porsi, a twenty-year veteran of the Church
legal system, decried the elimination of the
Devil’s Advocate and the accompanying
lawyers as part of the beatification process.
In an unanswered letter to Pope John Paul
II, Porsi complained the reform went too
far: “There is no longer any room for an
adversarial function.”*12

Thus a central question arises: if
there is a radical change in what was
the rigorous procedure for making
saints, how can we expect the same
secure results?
 Indeed, the fast-track beatifications of
the past few decades already introduce
doubt to the integrity of the process. The
two cases that first come to mind are that
of Mother Teresa of Calcutta and Opus Dei
Founder Josemaria Escriva de Balaguer.

Doctors Insist: No Miracle

 Mother Teresa of
Calcutta was a popular
figure recognized as
‘saint’ while she was
still alive, even though,
despite her many good
works, she seemed to
embrace a theology of
indifferentism. She is
on record saying, “I’ve
always said we should help a Hindu
become a better Hindu, a Muslim become
a better Muslim, a Catholic become a
better Catholic.”*13
 In 1976, Mother Teresa organized a
25th anniversary celebration of the
Missionaries of Charity. As part of the
celebration, she obtained permission from
the Archbishop of Calcutta for her and her
sisters to pray in some pagan temples –
non-Christian house of worship – each day
of the jubilee. “Her desire was for each
group to hold to hold its own worship
service of thanksgiving. Hindus, Sikhs,
Zoroastrians, Buddhists, Jains, Jews
Catholics, Orthodox, Protestants and so
forth joined her and her sisters to thank the
one true God in their own way. She and
her sisters prayed at eighteen different
worship sites,” including Hindu temples.*14
 The central “miracle” employed to
justify Mother Teresa’s 2003 “beatification”
was the alleged cure of Monica Besra in
September 1998. Besra, from Dangram,
460 miles northeast of Calcutta, claimed
to have been cured of a tumor after praying
to Mother Teresa while pressing a

medallion of Mother’s Teresa’ image to her
side.
 Despite this claim, Besra’s doctors
insist the cure had nothing miraculous
about it, but was the result strong anti-TB
drugs administered over a period of nine
months.
 “This miraculous claim is absolute
nonsense and should be condemned by
everyone,” said Dr. R.K. Musafi. “She had
a medium-sized tumor in her lower
abdomen caused by tuberculosis, The
drugs she was given eventually reduced
the cystic mass and it disappeared after a
year’s treatment.”
 Likewise Dr. T.K. Biswas, the first
doctor to treat Besra, said, “With all due
respect to Mother Teresa, there should not
be any talk of a miracle by her. We advised
her a prolonged anti-tubercular treatment
and she was cured.”
 Remember, the Catholic Church has
always demanded that a miraculous cure
requires rigorous proof beyond any
reasonable doubt. The integrity of the
Mother Teresa “miracle” is thus seriously
compromised.
 Dr. Manju Murshet, Superintendent of
the Balurghat Hospital, complained that the
doctors were under pressure from Church
members to declare a miraculous cure:
“They want us to say Monica Besra’s
recovery was a miracle and beyond the
comprehension of medical science.”*15
 Besra’s husband Deiku also
challenges the claim of a miraculous cure.
“It is much ado about nothing,” he said, “My
wife was cured by the doctors, not by any
miracle.”*16
 Further, Besra’s medical records have
disappeared from the hospital. The records
containing her physician’s notes,
prescriptions, sonograms were taken by
Sister Betta of the Missionaries of Charity.
When Time magazine contacted Sister
Betta to ask about Besra’s medical records,
the only response was “no comment”.*17
 Besra herself now claims she has
been abandoned by the Missionary sisters
who flocked to her home at the time of the
alleged miracle and promised support. “My
hut was frequented by nuns of the
Missionaries of Charity before the
beatification of Mother Teresa,” said Mrs.
Besra, squatting on the floor of her
thatched and mud house.  “They made of
lot of promises to me and assured me of
financial help for my livelihood and my
children’s education. After that, they forgot
me. I am living in penury. My husband is
sick. My children have stopped going to
school as I have no money. I have to work
in the fields to feed my husband and five
children.”*18
 It is not our intention to pass a
judgment on these events. We merely wish
to observe the following: it is hard to
imagine this fury of questions and abuses
would occur under the former rigorous
system of canonization. With the Devil’s
Advocate now eliminated, abuse and
suspicion sully not only Mother Teresa’s
case, but the entire new beatification
process itself.

 Once again regarding the integrity of
the new process, we encounter doubt.

Msgr. Escriva

Msgr. Josemaria Escriva de Balaguer, the
founder of the controversial Opus Dei

organization who died
in 1975, was also
placed on the fast track.
Father Peter Scott,
then-Rector of SSPX’s
Holy Cross Seminary in
Australia, wrote in
November 2002 of what
he called Escriva’s
“shameful” and “highly

questionable canonization”.
 Noting that due process was not
followed, Father Scott objected that the
procedure contained no Devil’s Advocate,
and that “former members of Opus Dei who
personally knew Msgr. Escriva and who
attempted to register their objections, were
not allowed to express their opinion.”
 In a last ditch effort to provide more
objective thinking regarding the hasty
canonization, a group of former Opus Dei
members wrote an Open Letter to Pope
John Paul II in which they said: “...It is
because we believe that the truth has been
in large part hidden that we now give our
testimony in order to avoid a danger for the
Faith brought about by the unjustifiable
reverence for the man that you have the
intention of canonizing soon...”
 They went on to explain that the
authors of this Open Letter include “people
who have intimately known Msgr. Escriva
and who can testify to his arrogance, to his
evil character, to his improper seeking of a
title (Marquise of Peralta), to his
dishonesty, to his indifference towards the
poor, to his love of luxury and ostentation,
to his lack of compassion and to his
idolatrous devotion towards ‘Opus Dei’.”*19
 After having pointed out that the
process was un-canonical and dishonest,
they had this to say: “It [the canonization]
will offend God. It will stain the Church
forever. It will take away from the saints
their special holiness. It will call into
question the credibility of all the
canonizations made during your Papacy. It
will undermine the future authority of the
Papacy”.
 Father Scott notes that those who
wrote the Open Letter were not
traditionalists, they were former members
of Escriva’s organization, “but their
supplication was not heard, and the
ceremony took place as arranged on
October 6. Their letter will certainly turn out
to be prophetic, for in time they will be
proven to be right in their assessment
concerning Escriva as well as concerning
Opus Dei that they so aptly compare to the
liberal Sillon movement, rightly condemned
by St. Pius X in 1910. This kind of last
minute objection is unheard of in the history
of the Church. How could Catholics
possibly regard such a man as heroic in
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virtue, as an extraordinary model of
Catholic spirituality, as a saint must be? For
all the reasons that they give, we cannot
possibly consider this ‘canonization’ as a
valid, infallible Papal pronouncement.”*20
 In similar vein, Catholic author
Kenneth Woodward expressed grave
reservations about the procedure regarding
Escriva’s rapid “beatification”.
 When Father John Neuhaus criticized
this negative assessment, claiming the
liberal-leaning Woodward was always
unfavorable to Opus Dei, Woodward
responded, “My writing about Opus Dei has
focused almost entirely on the beatification
of its founder, not the organization itself.
On this point, the only fair-minded
conclusion I can reach, given the evidence
of the positio itself and interviews with
people in Rome involved in the process, is
that Opus Dei subverted the canonization
process to get its man beatified. In a word,
it was a scandal – from the conduct of the
tribunals through the writing of the positio
to the high-handed treatment of the experts
picked to judge the cause. That Newsweek
caught Opus Dei officials making claims
that were not true is a matter of record.
Escriva may have been a saint – who am I
to judge? but you could never tell from the
way his cause was handled.”*21
  Once again regarding the integrity of
the process, we encounter doubt and more
doubt.

Assisi: Catholic Youngsters Can’t
Believe It

 It seems clear the real purpose of the
upcoming “canonizations” of John XXIII and
John Paul II is to “canonize” Vatican II, and
its entire liberal orientation of religious
liberty, ecumenism and pan-religious
activity…

At the time of the 2011 “beatification” of
John Paul II, I learned of a home-school
online discussion taking place among 6th to
9th graders. A traditional Catholic youth
(whom I know) was telling non-traditionalist
Catholic acquaintances about Pope John
Paul II’s pan-religious meeting at Assisi;
that John Paul invited Hindus, Jews,
Muslims, Jains, pagans to pray together at
the event in October 1986. He also posted
photos of the Assisi gathering.
 The home-schooled youngsters
refused to believe it. They claimed it could
not be true; that the John Paul II/Assisi

photos were doctored, that no Pope -
especially one “beatified” by the allegedly
conservative Benedict XVI - would perform
this act of ecclesiastical treason.
 The young traditional Catholic who told
his acquaintances about Assisi was
accused of making up the account; of trying
to defame the name of “Blessed” Pope
John Paul II; of inventing a malicious story
about a pagan-packed, pan-religious
prayer-fest that no Pope would
countenance.
 Here then is the striking point: The
children knew the Assisi prayer meeting
was not Catholic. The children knew it was
not a manifestation of heroic virtue. The
children knew it was a scandal of colossal
dimension, and refused to believe John
Paul could be guilty of it. To their credit,
these youngsters displayed a better sensus
Catholicus than today’s Vatican leaders.

Luigi Porsi warned, “There is no longer any
room for an adversarial function.”
 Everything in the Catholic Faith
conforms to reason.*24 It seems
unreasonable, then,  to assume that a
drastic loosening in the procedure for
canonization would yield the same secure
results as the “thorough and scrupulous”
method that had been in place for
centuries.
 Thus I believe modern beatifications
and canonizations are at best doubtful due
to defect in procedure, and due to a new
criteria for holiness engendered by the new
“ecumenical Catholicism” [stemming] from
Vatican II.*25
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Pope John Paul II invited Hindus, Jews,
Muslims, Jains, pagans to pray together at

Assisi in October 1986

If Catholic children
aged 13 and under,

recognised the Assisi event
as a monumental scandal

why couldn’t
Pope Benedict &

Pope  Francis see it?
 If Catholic home-school children, age
13 and under, recognize the outrage of the
pan-religious meeting at Assisi, why did not
Pope Benedict XVI who placed Papa
Wojtyla on the fast-track to beatification?
Why does not Pope Francis who on July 5
approved John Paul II’s “canonization”?
Under today’s streamlined procedure,
these crucial questions are ignored as
irrelevant.
 Once again regarding the integrity of
the process, we encounter doubt, doubt
and more doubt.

Defect in Procedure

 There is an apparent quick-fix solution
to the modern canonization dilemma: it is
to declare that today’s popes are not popes
at all; that they have lost their office due to
heresy, and that we have not had a true
Pope since Pius XII. Yet this sedevacantist
reaction, I believe, merely substitutes one
collection of thorny questions with others
of greater magnitude.*22 A thorough
response to the details of our
unprecedented situation calls for the genius
of a Bellarmine or a Garrigou-Lagrange -
genius seemingly lacking in our post-
Conciliar period.*23
 To conclude: Fast-track beatifications
where the will to beatify supersedes the
worthiness of the proposed candidate is a
dangerous and questionable development.
This is what we see with the determined
push to rapidly canonize John XXIII and
John Paul II. Under the new system that
eliminates the Devil’s Advocate, legitimate
challenges to the sanctity, orthodoxy and
miraculous intervention of the candidate
are left un-addressed. As Vatican Msgr.

Youngsters Can’t
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the actions of the Holy See itself; that is, even
when it comes to Papal actions. Further, he tells
us it is “very often the case” that we have to
now exercise this caution.

The New Canonisations…Continued from p.5

John Vennari is Editor Catholic Family News,
monthly journal and blog - visit
http://www.cfnews.org/

CFN:  Professor de Mattei, the canonizations
of John XXIII and of John Paul II raise, for
various reasons, doubts and confusion. As a
Catholic and as a historian, what judgment do
you express?

Professor Roberto de Mattei: First of all, I am
perplexed, generally speaking, by the ease with
which, in the past few years, the canonization
processes begin and conclude. The First
Vatican Council defined the primacy of
jurisdiction of the Pope and the infallibility of
his Magisterium under certain conditions, but
certainly not the personal impeccability of the
Sovereign Pontiffs. In the history of the Church,
there have been good and evil Popes, and those
solemnly elevated to the altars were few in
number. Today, one has the impression that, in
place of the principle of infallibility of the Pope,
there is the desire to substitute it with that of
their impeccability. All Popes, or rather, all the
most recent Popes, starting from the Second
Vatican Council, are presented as saints. It is
not by chance that the canonizations of John
XXIII and John Paul II have left in their wake
the canonization of Pius IX and the beatification
of Pius XII, while the cause of Paul VI moves
forward. It almost seems that a halo of sanctity
must envelop the Conciliar and Post-conciliar
eras, to “infallibilize”an historic age which saw
the primacy of pastoral praxis assert itself over
doctrine in the Church.

CFN: Do you hold, instead, that the last Popes
were not saints?

RDM: Allow me to explain myself using the
example of one Pope whom I know better, as
an historian: John XXIII. Having studied the
Second Vatican Council, I examined in depth
his biography and consulted the acts of his
beatification process. When the Church
canonizes one of the faithful, it is not that she
wants to assure us that
the deceased is in the
glory of Heaven, rather
She proposes them as a
model of heroic virtue.
Depending on the case,
it is a perfect religious,
pastor, father of a
family, and so on.
[Ed: I suspect this is a
“translation” issue i.e.
“perfect” should be in
inverted commas since nobody is perfect. Even the
greatest saints were sinners. But, none of us would
consider a negligent father to be a canonisable
saint, for example, no matter his other virtues
because he lacked the basic virtue of attention to
his duty of state. I believe it is in this sense that
Professor Mattei uses the term “perfect”. It is, in
fact, precisely their determination, through the
practice of heroic virtue, to overcome their sins
and faults, that “makes” the saint.]

In the case of a Pope, to be considered a saint
he must have exercised heroic virtue in
performing his mission as Pontiff, as was for
example, the case for Saint Pius V or Saint Pius

X. Well, as far as John XXIII, I am certain after
careful consideration, that his pontificate was
objectively harmful to the Church and so it is
impossible to speak of sanctity for him.
Dominican Father Innocenzo Colosio, one who
understood sanctity and is considered one of
the greatest historians of spirituality in modern
times, affirmed this before me, in a famous
article in the Rivista di Ascetica e Mistica
(Ascetical and Mystical Review).

CFN: And yet, the majority of theologians,
especially the surest, those of the so-called
“Roman School” support the infallibility of
canonizations.

RDM: Infallibility of canonizations is not a
dogma of the faith, it is the opinion of a
majority of theologians, above all after
Benedict XIV, who expressed it moreover as a
private doctor and not as Sovereign Pontiff. As
far as the “Roman School” is concerned, the
most eminent representative of this theological
school, living today, is Msgr. Brunero
Gherardini. And Msgr. Gherardini expressed in
the review Divinitas directed by him, all of his
doubts on the infallibility of canonizations. I
know, in Rome, distinguished theologians and
canonists, disciples of another illustrious
representative of the Roman School, Msgr.
Antonio Piolanti, [who] harbor the same doubts
as Msgr. Gherardini. They hold that
canonizations do not fulfill the conditions laid
down by Vatican I to guarantee a papal act’s
infallibility. The judgment of canonization is
not infallible in itself, because it lacks the
conditions for infallibility, starting from the fact
the canonization does not have as its direct or
explicit aim, a truth of the Faith or morals
contained in Revelation, but only a fact
indirectly connected with dogma, without being
properly-speaking a “dogmatic fact.” The field
of faith and morals is broad, because it contains
all of Christian doctrine, speculative and
practical, human belief and action, but a
distinction is necessary. A dogmatic definition
can never involve the definition of a new
doctrine in the field of faith and morals. The
Pope can only make explicit that which is
implicit in faith and morals, and is handed down
by the Tradition of the Church. That which the
Popes define must be contained in the
Scriptures and in Tradition, and it is this which
assures the infallibility of the act. That is
certainly not the case for canonizations. It is not
an accident that the doctrine of canonizations
is not contained in the Codes of Canon Law of
1917 and of 1983, nor the Catechisms of the
Catholic Church, old and new. Referring to this
subject, besides the aforementioned study of
Msgr. Gherardini, is an excellent article by José
Antonio Ureta appearing in the March 2014
edition of the magazine Catolicismo.

Continued on p.7

Canonization - An Infallible Act?
Extracts from a Catholic Family News interview with

Professor Robert Mattei
American spellings prevail.

http://www.cfnews.org/
http://www.cfnews.org/
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The Big Questions
Staff Reporter

CFN: Do you hold that canonizations lost their
infallible character, following the changing of
the canonization procedure, willed by John
Paul II in 1983?

RDM: This position is supported in the Courrier
de Rome, by an excellent theologian, Fr. Jean-
Michel Gleize. Moreover, one of the arguments,
on which Fr. Low in the article on Canonizations
in the Enciclopedia cattolica (Catholic
Encyclopedia), bases his thesis on infallibility
is the existence of a massive complex of
investigations and findings, followed by two
miracles which precede the canonization. There
is no doubt that after the reform of the procedure
willed by John Paul II in 1983, this process of
ascertaining the truth has become much weaker
and there has been a change of the very concept
of sanctity. The argument, however, does not
seem to me decisive because the canonization
process has deeply changed throughout history.
The proclamation of the sanctity of Ulrich of
Augsburg, on the part of Pope John XV in 993,
considered the first canonization on the part of
the pope was done without any investigation on
the part of the Holy See. The process of
thorough investigation dates back mainly to
Benedict XIV: he was responsible, for example,
for the distinction between formal canonization,
according to all the canonical rules, and
equivalent canonization, when a Servant of God
is declared a saint by virtue of popular
veneration. St. Hildegard of Bingen received the
title of saint after her death, and Pope Gregory
IX, starting in 1233, began the investigation for
the canonization. However, there was never a
formal canonization. Nor was St. Catherine of
Sweden, daughter of St. Bridget, ever canonized.
Her process was held between 1446 and 1489
but never concluded. She has been venerated as
a saint without ever being canonized.

CFN: What do you think of the thesis of St.
Thomas, also echoed in the article on
Canonizations of the Dictionnaire de
Théologie catholique (Dictionary of Catholic
Theology) according to which, if the Pope was
not infallible in a solemn declaration like
canonization, he would deceive himself and the
Church.

RDM: We must first dispel a semantic
misconception: a non-infallible act is not a
wrong act that necessarily deceives, but only an
act subject to the possibility of error. In fact, this
error may be most rare, or never happened. St.
Thomas is rightly concerned to defend the
infallibility of the Church and he does so with a
theologically-reasonable argument.

His argument can be accepted in a broad sense,
but admitting the possibility of exceptions. I
agree with him that the Church as a whole
cannot err. This does not mean that every act of
the Church, as the act of canonization, is in itself
necessarily infallible. The assent which lends
itself to acts of canonizations is of ecclesiastical
faith, not divine. This means that the member of
the faithful believes because he accepts the
principle that the Church does not normally err.
The exception does not cancel out the rule. An
influential German theologian Bernhard
Bartmann, in his Manual of Dogmatic Theology
(1962), compares the veneration (cult) of a false
saint to homage paid to a false ambassador of a
king. The error does not detract from the

Canonisation - An Infallible Act? Continued from p.6
principle according that the king has true
ambassadors and the Church canonizes true
saints.

CFN: So then, in what sense, can we speak of
infallibility of the Church in canonizations?

RDM: [O]ne could argue that the Church
cannot err when she confirms truth, over time,
related to faith, dogmatic facts, liturgical
usages. Canonizations may also fall into this
group of connected truths. You can be sure that
St. Hildegard of Bingen is in the glory of the
saints, and can be proposed as a model, not
because she was solemnly canonized by a Pope,
seeing as in her case there has never been a
formal canonization, but because the
Church recognized her cult,
without interruption, since her
death. A fortiori for those saints
who have never been formally
canonized, like St. Francis or St.
Dominic, the infallible certainty of
their glory in a diachronic sense (developed
over time) stems from the universal cult that
the Church has bestowed on them and not by a
judgment of canonization in itself. The Church
does not deceive, in its universal Magisterium,
but one can admit a mistake on the part of
ecclesiastical authorities constricted in time and
space.

CFN: Would you like to summarize your
opinion?

RDM: The canonization of Pope John XXIII
is a solemn act of the Sovereign Pontiff, which
derives from the supreme authority of the
Church, and that should be regarded with
respect, but it is not a judgment infallible in
itself. The exercise of reason, supported by a
careful examination of the facts shows quite
clearly that the pontificate of John XXIII was
not of benefit to the Church. If I had to admit
that Pope Roncalli exercised virtue in a heroic
way while carrying out his role of Pontiff, I
would undermine at the core, the rational
presuppositions of my faith. When in doubt, I
adhere to the dogma of faith established by the
First Vatican Council, according to which there
can be no contradiction between faith and
reason. Faith transcends reason and elevates it
but it does not contradict it, because God, Truth
itself, is not contradictory. I feel in conscience
able to maintain all my reservations about this
act of canonization.

Professor Roberto de Mattei teaches Church
History at the European University in Rome, where
he is the head of the Faculty of Historical Sciences.
[T]he Holy See awarded him the insignia of the
Order of Saint Gregory the Great in recognition of
his services to the Church. Among his more
recently published words: The Second Vatican
Council: An Unwritten Story (English edition,
Loreto, 2012).
To read the entire interview, visit
http://www.cfnews.org/page88/files/6f68a916ecfd1824c
a26cf802db0c2fc-217.html

On 30th March, 2014, the Sunday morning
discussion programme, The Big
Questions, was broadcast live from
Glasgow (it’s filmed in a different location
across the UK every week.)
The Editor of Catholic Truth was invited
to participate in the three discussion
topics:
* Is Britain's democracy working?

* Should the morning-after pill
   be available in advance?

*Are the end times imminent?

Editor had been told she was the only
Catholic to be invited, and since there
were a number of other guests and a fairly
large audience, she knew she’d have her
work cut out to speak without interruption,
and so it turned out. With two politicians
among the invited guests, including
Charles Kennedy the well known pro-
abortion, pro-homosexual rights-voting
Catholic Lib-Dem MP, she did manage to
point out that Catholics are not supposed
to vote for laws which contradict God’s
law, and that the bishops across the UK
are negligent in not applying Church law
prohibiting these rogue MPs from
approaching for Holy Communion.
Then, in the debate about the morning
after pill, she argued that it was wrong to
(1) encourage young people to break the
law by engaging in under-age sexual
relationships, with the result that they are
learning not to take the consequences of
their actions and (2) [it’s wrong to] fail to
teach the young that marriage is the only
moral context for sexual intercourse.
Finally, she didn’t have much opportunity
to speak during the “end times” debate,
because it was dominated by two non-
Catholic men who proposed a mixture of
biblical and personally imaginative
prophecies to argue that the end of the
world is imminent.  Editor attempted to
quote Pope John Paul II’s remarks at
Fulda in Germany where he said that we
are, indeed, living in the end times but
was interrupted by a young man claiming
to be a sceptic who cited over forty
predictions of the end of the world, none
of which, obviously, had come true. Editor
pointed out that she wasn’t about to quote
a prediction but it was too late. The show
was finished. In any case, the Catholic
Truth team agree that it is good to get
something of true morals across on
national television, and Editor thanks the
BBC for the opportunity to participate. For
more, see Letters, p.9
Note:
Later, Editor was asked to recommend readers
in England who might be willing to participate
in their planned show from York on the day of
the canonisations. However, they wanted
supporters of the canonisations so we had to
decline. Any UK readers who would be willing
to represent Catholic Truth on TV & Radio.
programmes, please contact the Editor -
contact details on p.8.

http://www.cfnews.org/page88/files/6f68a916ecfd1824ca26cf802db0c2fc-217.html
http://www.cfnews.org/page88/files/6f68a916ecfd1824ca26cf802db0c2fc-217.html
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It was nice to see in your  February  edition
(Issue No. 81) what you look like, not a bit
like (a) warrior… Jim Allen,, Torquay
Ed: receipt of such kind comments from readers
typified by the above letter, plus the lovely
Valentine’s Day poem emailed by another kind
gentleman, forces me to confess that the photo
which appeared on p.12 of Issue 81, was taken
over 30 years ago.  I won’t say exactly HOW
much over… what - you want blood?

A friend has given me Catholic Truth which
I have read eagerly from cover to cover and
thought it was excellent. I wanted to thank
editor and team for your courage and
devotion in standing up for the truths of our
Catholic faith when we are in such dire
circumstances. It was wonderful and gave
me a great deal of hope. The priest who
mentioned the “claw-hammer” apparently
does not realise the crisis we are in and
indeed anything which is “heavy” and
forceful needs to be used in order to awaken
the faithful to their dangerous plight.
I love the sense of humour (in the
newsletter) - it is a good way to silence
critics.
Please do keep up your great work and be
assured of my prayers for you all. Please
add me to your mailing list to receive this
fantastic paper. Barbara McCaffrey,
Newcastle-upon-Tyne

The article on Natural Family Planning
(NFP) in the February newsletter, much
needed, again produces dogma and natural
law, long side-stepped by the post-Vatican
II Church, e.g. Pope Pius XI Casti Connubii.

The primary and procreative end of the
conjugal act is an institution of nature and
frustrating this is a sin against the natural
law, and shameful and intrinsically vicious.
We notice no mention of human values
rather an order of values imposed by the
Creator himself and takes over any unitive
action between the spouses. In other words,
the primary end of marriage is rooted in the
ontological nature of God and His eternal
will for man and his union, the Beatific
Vision, and not any secondary intentions
willed by man. Humanae  Vitae failed to
state the primacy of the procreative order
over the unitive as being inscribed in its very
nature, all other ends must be seen as
subordinate and subject to the primary end.
This gives  way to the modernist
interpretation of contraception and the use
of condoms to prevent AIDS. In the wake of
the teaching of Human Vitae, NFP has
become a way of life – cf Pope Benedict XVI
Light of the World.
Catholicism turned upside down, man now
stands where God reigned and filth and
scandal continue to penetrate deeper into
the Catholic mind and spirit. After “safe sex”,
“safe sin.” M.J. Parffrey, Worcs.

N O T I C E S

Our sincere gratitude to  everyone who
donated to our funds following the
February, 2014 edition. (Apologies for the
typing error in the February edition -  which
should have thanked donors “following our
December 2013 edition”, not December 2014.
We’re getting ahead of ourselves…)

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 online.

A special word of
thanks goes to our
regular Standing
Order donors…
This is because, of
course, these regular donations

help our planning immensely.
Our postage  costs are rising steadily, so
be assured that your generosity in
donating on a regular basis is very
greatly appreciated.

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)

As a teacher myself, although retired, I was
very impressed with the letter from Michael
Brady.  Even in my day, it would have been
unusual to see a teacher (or any other
professional) say that they would sooner
give up their post than participate in
promoting evil laws such as same-sex
“marriage”. Mr Brady is to be very warmly
congratulated on his courage in speaking
out and taking such a stance.
Name Withheld

More letters p.9

Letters Extra  p.12

I use your blog for all my Church news and
debate points! I refer my friends there too
- it's the only blog I enjoy following and
actually read and enjoy the comments
on!  Thank you so much for keeping the
blog [going]. Young Catholic, Name
Withheld, USA

Love and thank you for being there for us
Seniors who know a lot abut the Faith, have
forgotten much and read, with delight,
much that is remembered and forgotten in
the warrior newsletter Catholic Truth!
Always glad to assist with Masses, prayers
and an annual donation. Blessings and
prayers always. A Priest, New York, USA
Ed: sincere thanks, Father, for your lovely letter
of encouragement, and Miss McMoneypenny
expresses gratitude for your more than generous
donation, which is greatly appreciated. Thank
you for your thoughtful and unfailing support of
our humble efforts.

The Catholic Truth blog is far above any
other Catholic blog I've visited. Reading
comments on other blogs, makes me so
appreciative of your blog. Catholic Truth is
a Catholic blog through and through, the
bloggers don't come on to be entertained
or be clever at the expense of the topic
being discussed, they come on because
they are genuinely interested in learning
and supporting other Catholics looking for
the truth.; they are  respectful of each other
and issues are debated without personal
attacks Name Withheld
Ed: a number of readers have expressed the
same opinion. One priest named some of the
“top” blogs, insisting that ours is “head and
shoulders” above the rest in terms of the
knowledge of the Faith displayed by those
participating in our regular discussions. Their
analysis of the crisis in the Church, he said, is
“on the button”. Yet, I’ve been noticing recently
that, while blogs are often cited in various articles
in the popular orthodox/traditional publications,
our bloggers are never quoted. Odd. Note:
readers are encouraged to sign up for our blog
at www.catholictruthscotland.com / click “blog”.

Vacancy Feedback…
Please note - no applications have been received for the post of Editor, advertised in Issue No.
81, February 2014, p.19.  Seems no pay, even fewer expenses, and long hours didn’t appeal
to our critics after all.  Thanks for all supportive messages on this. This support, plus a rise in
pay to a 7 figure salary (£0,000.000) p.a.) has tempted me to stay put for a bit longer.

mailto:editor@catholictruthscotland.com
http://www.catholictruthscotland.com
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Your Letters Continued…
Re. The article by Raphael Rickson about
Dalmally and Medjugorje, I would like to
say that I totally disagree with everything
he has written. (Raphael Rickson: Bishop
Toal Promotes Medjugorje, Issue No. 81,
February, 2014)

After visiting both places several times, my
experiences have been nothing but positive
and greatly spiritual. As they say, everyone
is entitled to their opinions and I would like
to express my own.
My visits have been very rewarding with
the graces of peace, love and joy in
abundance. The adoration of the Blessed
Sacrament and the Holy Mass are a priority
in both. At Dalmally the respect shown to
Jesus in the Blessed Sacrament is so
profound and peaceful. Raphael has
written “by their fruits you shall know them”.
The fruits coming from both Dalmally and
Medjugorje have been exceptional with
young people entering the religious life and
others turning their lives around, going
back to their faith after being away from
God for many years.
One of the greatest fruits has been the
charity “Mary’s Meals” which has been
feeding and educating thousands of
children in many countries where there is
great poverty. The Rosary, the Divine
Mercy Chaplet, the morning and evening
Prayer of the Church, Confession, are all
promoted at Dalmally. The MacFarlane-
Barrow family and all who work or help out,
are the most kind and some of the
friendliest people I have ever met. I,
personally, have never come across sex
or drugs. Where there is great good there
will always be evil trying to break things up.
I will continue to visit whenever possible,
as my own faith has become much deeper
due to the spirituality I have found there.
Renee McAnsh, East Kilbride
Ed: Raphael did not accuse anyone at Dalmally
of “sex and drugs”. He included reference to both
in his summary of Medjugorje at the beginning
of his article, and sources are given for
everything he claimed about Medjugorje. There
are 6 footnotes at the end of his relatively short
article.  The argument about “good fruits” is also
covered by Raphael at the end of his article
when he quotes from the Te Deum Laudamus
blog: “One question always asked of me is how
could there be so many conversions and
vocations if it were not authentic…[Answer]:
Romans 5:20 - “where sin abounds, grace
increases.”  The blog author cited the example
of the disgraced leader of the Legionaries of
Christ, Maciel, referred to as a “false prophet”
by Pope Benedict XVI, despite the fact that the
community he founded - as of 2010 - had 800
priests and some 2500 seminarians. If Maciel
was a “false prophet” how did we get all of these
good fruits? Answer: Romans 5:20.” (Footnote
6, p. 21, Issue No.81)
Finally, I hope you read everything in this edition
on the subject of unapproved apparitions and
the signs of diabolical activity in alleged
apparitions  because it is no small thing to
subject yourself to the influences of the devil
under cover of spreading devotion to Our Lady.

I now [find] the new Mass difficult - once
you are used to the (traditional Latin) Mass,
it is jarring to the senses how protestant
and how banal it is.   It also has a very
objectionable atmosphere, more like a
public meeting or social event, than a
religious experience. Name Withheld

The difference between Catholic Truth and
other publications which report on the crisis
in the Church, is that CT offers an
alternative. You don’t just say how bad it
all is, you give the facts about Archbishop
Lefebvre and the SSPX and show that this
is a lifeboat given by God. I think that is
crucially important. Name Withheld

I do not know you but was thrilled to hear
you speak up for Christian principles on
The Big Questions [on BBC TV] on  30th

March. You gave an excellent debate.
R. D. Jamieson, Aberdeenshire

Ed: thanks to all those who blogged, wrote,
telephoned and sent supportive texts following
my appearance on The Big Questions. Your
encouragement is very much appreciated and
all criticism welcomed as constructive. See p. 7
for short report on the show.

Important Notice
Please note that readers are
welcome to send us manuscripts for
possible publication. We love to
receive articles and reports which
might help alert and educate our
readership as we battle to contribute
to a restoration of the traditional
Catholic Faith in Scotland
and beyond.

However, we are  unable
to either acknowledge or
return scripts so please
only send us copies of
your writings, and, if possible please
send by email, either as a Word
document or pdf  attachment
toeditor@catholictruthscotland.com

All contributions are filed and will be
used if and when possible. It is

helpful if contributors
include a brief
biographical note and

a high resolution
photograph, by email
attachment if at all

possible, although a
photograph is not essential.

Please do not send us books, CDs
or DVDs. We sincerely appreciate
the generosity which inspires such
gifts, but for a number of reasons,
not least the fact that we have limited
storage space, we would prefer not
to receive them.

Please do not send us any material
about alleged apparitions. We will
never publicise any unapproved
apparitions, except to correct false
claims, and we have sufficient
resources available to us already for
referencing approved apparitions.

Thank you for your co-operation in
these matters.

Finally, a special word of gratitude
to those readers who have, in the
past, sent us articles and reports for
publication. We do try to publish
everything if at all possible, be
assured.

Bitter,strident,condemnatory,arrogant,self-
righteous….. not, I am afraid any of the
qualities I would wish to be represented by
on national television. I am ashamed of the
anger and rancour you portrayed as part
of Catholic life throughout this weak and
disappointing programme. You had an
opportunity to proclaim the Gospel of
Christ, but you chose to deride, shout
down, and generally portray an incredibly
narrow version of the Holy and Universal
Church.
I was taught to pray as I was taught my first
words. I have sincerely tried to follow
church teaching throughout my life, and
refuse to give my biography in full, but have
a clear conscience regarding the Church’s
teaching on marriage and family life, and
am confident my husband of 28 years, and
my six children can all bear witness to that.
How, in all conscience, can you expect to
bring people to know the love and infinite
mercy of Christ, when you begin with
condemnation?
Shame on you for claiming to represent
Catholics.  Marie Therese, Alyth from the
Catholic Truth blog.

I know quite a few readers have started
attending the Glasgow SSPX chapel and I
wonder if you would advertise the
Edinburgh chapel for readers on the east
coast? Sunday Mass is at 1pm in St
Margaret's and St Leonard's Catholic
Church, 110 St Leonards Street, Edinburgh
EH8 9RD - For more information please
visit http://www.latinmassedinburgh.com/index.htm
Note: we have a tearoom serving drinks,
soup and snacks after Mass. All are most
welcome. John Blyth, Edinburgh

mailto:editor@catholictruthscotland.com
mailto:editor@catholictruthscotland.com
http://www.latinmassedinburgh.com/index.htm
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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
Concluding Extracts from a Sermon of St. Leonard of Port Maurice

The Goodness of God
Perhaps you do not yet believe the terrible
truths I have just taught you [about the little
number of those who are saved]. But it is
the most highly-considered theologians,
the most illustrious Fathers who have
spoken to you through me. So then, how
can you resist reasons supported by so
many examples and words of Scripture? If
you still hesitate in spite of that, and if your
mind is inclined to the opposite opinion,
does that very consideration not suffice to
make you tremble?
Oh, it shows that you do not care very
much for your salvation! In this important
matter, a sensible man is struck more
strongly by the slightest doubt of the risk
he runs than by the evidence of total ruin
in other affairs in which the soul is not
involved. One of our brothers, Blessed
Giles, was in the habit of saying that if only
one man were going to be damned, he
would do all he could to make sure he was
not that man.
So what must we do, we who know that the

greater number is going to
be damned, and not only
out of all Catholics? What
must we do?
Take the resolution to
belong to the little number
of those who are saved.
You say: If Christ wanted
to damn me, then why did
He create me? Silence,

rash tongue! God did not create anyone to
damn him; but whoever is damned, is
damned because he wants to be.
Therefore, I will now strive to defend the
goodness of my God and acquit it of all
blame: that will be the subject of the second
point.
All the damned bear upon their brow the
oracle of the Prophet Osee, "Thy
damnation comes from thee," so that they
may understand that whoever is damned,
is damned by his own malice because he
wants to be damned.
First let us take these two undeniable truths
as a basis: "God wants all men to be
saved," "All are in need of the grace of
God." Now, if I show you that God wants to
save all men, and that for this purpose He
gives all of them His grace and all the other
necessary means of obtaining that sublime
end, you will be obliged to agree that
whoever is damned must impute it to his
own malice, and that if the greater number
of Christians are damned, it is because
they want to be. "Thy damnation comes
from thee; thy help is only in Me."

God Desires All Men to be Saved
In a hundred places in Holy Scripture, God
tells us that it is truly His desire to save all
men. "Is it My will that a sinner should die,
and not that he should be converted from
his ways and live?... I live, saith the Lord
God. I desire not the death of the sinner. Be
converted and live."  God has wanted and
still wants our salvation so much that He
suffered death to give us life. This will to
save all men is therefore not an affected,
superficial and apparent will in God; it is a
real, effective, and beneficial will; for He
provides us with all the means most proper
for us to be saved. He does not give them
to us so they will not obtain it; He gives them
to us with a sincere will, with the intention
that they may obtain their effect. And if they
do not obtain it, He shows Himself afflicted
and offended over it. He commands even
the damned to use them in order to be
saved; He exhorts them to it; He obliges
them to it; and if they do not do it, they sin.
Therefore, they may do it and thus be saved.
God is so good that when He sees a sinner
running to his ruin, He runs after him, calls
him, entreats and accompanies him even
to the gates of hell; what will He not do to
convert him? He sends him good
inspirations and holy thoughts, and if he
does not profit from them, He becomes
angry and indignant, He pursues him. Will
He strike him? No. He beats at the air and
forgives him. But the sinner is not converted
yet. God sends him a mortal illness. It is
certainly all over for him. No, brothers, God
heals him; the sinner becomes obstinate in
evil, and God in His mercy looks for another
way; He gives him another year, and when
that year is over, He grants him yet another.
But if the sinner still wants to cast himself
into hell in spite of all that, what does God
do? Does He abandon him? No. He takes
him by the hand; and while he has one foot
in hell and the other outside, He still
preaches to him, He implored him not to
abuse His graces. Now I ask you, if that
man is damned, is it not true that he is
damned against the Will of God and
because he wants to be damned? Come
and ask me now: If God wanted to damn
me, then why did He create me? Ungrateful
sinner, learn today that if you are damned,
it is not God who is to blame, but you and
your self-will.
To persuade yourself of this, go down even
to the depths of the abyss, and there I will
bring you one of those wretched damned
souls burning in hell, so that he may explain
this truth to you. Here is one now: "Tell me,
who are you?" "I am a poor idolater, born
in an unknown land; I never heard of

heaven or hell, nor of what I am suffering
now." "Poor wretch!  Go away, you are not
the one I am looking for." Another one is
coming; there he is. "Who are you?" "I am
a schismatic from the ends of Tartary; I
always lived in an uncivilized state, barely
knowing that there is a God." "You are not
the one I want; return to hell." Here is
another. "And who are you?" "I am a poor
heretic from the North. I was born under
the Pole and never saw either the light of
the sun or the light of faith." "It is not you
that I am looking for either, return to hell."
Brothers, my heart is broken upon seeing
these wretches who never even knew the
True Faith among the damned. Even so,
know that the sentence of condemnation
was pronounced against them and they
were told, "Thy damnation comes from
thee." They were damned because they
wanted to be. They received so many aids
from God to be saved! We do not know
what they were, but they know them well,
and now they cry out, "O Lord, Thou art
just... and Thy judgments are equitable."
Brothers, you must know that the most
ancient belief is the Law of God, and that
we all bear it written in our hearts; that it
can be learned without any teacher, and
that it suffices to have the light of reason in
order to know all the precepts of that Law.
That is why even the barbarians hid when
they committed sin, because they knew
they were doing wrong; and they are
damned for not having observed the
natural law written in their heart: for had
they observed it, God would have made a
miracle rather than let them be damned;
He would have sent them someone to
teach them and would have given them
other aids, of which they made themselves
unworthy by not living in conformity with
the inspirations of their own conscience,
which never failed to warn them of the good
they should do and the evil they should
avoid. So it is their conscience that
accused them at the Tribunal of God, and
it tells them constantly in hell, "Thy
damnation comes from thee."
They do not know what to answer and are
obliged to confess that they are deserving
of their fate. Now if these infidels have no
excuse, will there be any for a Catholic who
had so many sacraments, so many
sermons, so many aids at his disposal?
How will he dare to say, "If God was going
to damn me, then why did He create me?"
How will he dare to speak in this manner,
when God gives him so many aids to be
saved? So let us finish confounding him.
You who are suffering in the abyss, answer
me! Are there any Catholics among you?

Continued on p.11

St Leonard



Catholic Truth… Keeping the Faith, Telling the Truth - a bi-monthly newsletter for informed Catholics         11

"There certainly are!" How many? Let one
of them come here! "That is impossible,
they are too far down, and to have them
come up would turn all of hell upside down;
it would be easier to stop one of them as
he is falling in." So then, I am speaking to
you who live in the habit of mortal sin, in
hatred, in the mire of the vice of impurity,
and who are getting closer to hell each day.
Stop, and turn around; it is Jesus who calls
you and who, with His wounds, as with so
many eloquent voices, cries to you, "My
son, if you are damned, you have only
yourself to blame: 'Thy damnation comes
from thee.' Lift up your eyes and see all the
graces with which I have enriched you to
insure your eternal salvation. I could have
had you born in a forest in Barbary; that is
what I did to many others, but I had you
born in the Catholic Faith; I had you raised
by such a good father, such an excellent
mother, with the purest instructions and
teachings. If you are damned in spite of
that, whose fault will it be? Your own, My
son, your own: 'Thy damnation comes from
thee.'
"I could have cast you into hell after the first
mortal sin you committed, without waiting
for the second: I did it to so many others,
but I was patient with you, I waited for you
for many long years. I am still waiting for
you today in penance. If you are damned
in spite of all that, whose fault is it? Your
own, My son, your own: "Thy damnation
comes from thee."
Remember that sermon that touched your
heart? I am the One who led you there. And
what has happened between you and Me
in the secret of your heart, ...that you can
never forget. "Those interior inspirations,
that clear knowledge, that constant
remorse of conscience, would you dare to
deny them? All of these were so many aids
of My grace, because I wanted to save you.
I refused to give them to many others, and
I gave them to you because I loved you
tenderly. My son, My son, if I spoke to them
as tenderly as I am speaking to you today,
how many other souls return to the right
path! And you... you turn your back on Me.
Listen to what I am going to tell you, for
these are My last words: You have cost Me
My blood; if you want to be damned in spite
of the blood I shed for you, do not blame
Me, you have only yourself to accuse; and
throughout all eternity, do not forget that if
you are damned in spite of Me, you are
damned because you want to be damned:
'Thy damnation comes from thee.' "
O my good Jesus, the very stones would
split on hearing such sweet words, such
tender expressions. Is there anyone here
who wants to be damned, with so many
graces and aids? If there is one, let him
listen to me, and then let him resist if he
can.
Sinners, the advice I want to give you will
no doubt seem strange to you; but if you
understand it well, it is, on the contrary,
inspired by tender compassion toward you.
I implore you on my knees, by the blood of

Christ and by the Heart of Mary, change
your life, come back to the road that leads
to heaven, and do all you can to belong to
the little number of those who are saved.
Woe to you if you take the Holy Name of
Jesus Christ and the sacred character
of the Christian engraved upon your soul
into hell! Your chastisement will be all the
greater. So do what I advise you to do: if
you do not want to convert, go this very day
and ask your pastor to erase your name
from the baptismal register, so that there
may not remain any remembrance of your
ever having been a Christian; implore your
Guardian Angel to erase from his book of
graces the inspirations and aids he has
given you on orders from God, for woe to
you if he recalls them! Tell Our Lord to take
back His faith, His baptism, His sacraments.
You are horror-struck at such a thought?
Well then, cast yourself at the feet of Jesus
Christ and say to Him, with tearful eyes and
contrite heart: "Lord, I confess that up till
now I have not lived as a Christian. I am
not worthy to be numbered among Your
elect. I recognize that I deserve to be
damned; but Your mercy is great and, full
of confidence in Your grace, I say to You
that I want to save my soul, even if I have
to sacrifice my fortune, my honour, my very
life, as long as I am saved. If I have been
unfaithful up to now, I repent, I deplore, I
detest my infidelity, I ask You humbly to
forgive me for it. Forgive me, good Jesus,
and strengthen me also, that I may be
saved. I ask You not for wealth, honour or
prosperity; I ask you for one thing only, to
save my soul."
Conclusion
Brothers, I want to send all of you away
comforted today. So if you ask me my
sentiment on the number of those who are
saved, here it is: Whether there are many
or few that are saved, I say that whoever
wants to be saved, will be saved; and that
no one can be damned if he does not want
to be. And if it is true that few are saved, it
is because there are few who live well.
Imagine an Angel sent by God coming to
tell you that not only are most Catholics
damned, but that of all this assembly
present here,  one alone will be saved. If
you obey the Commandments of God, if
you detest the corruption of this world, if
you embrace the Cross of Jesus Christ in
a spirit of penance, you will be that one
alone who is saved.
Now imagine the same Angel returning to
you [to] tell you that not only are the greater
portion of Catholics saved, but that out of
all this gathering, one alone will be damned
and all the others saved. If after that, you
continue your usuries, your vengeances,
your criminal deeds, your impurities, then
you will be that one alone who is damned.
What is the use of knowing whether few or
many are saved? Saint Peter says to us,
"Strive by good works to make your
election sure." When Saint Thomas
Aquinas's sister asked him what she must
do to go to heaven, he said, "You will be
saved if you want to be." I say the same

Thinking Through Catholic Truth … Continued from p.10

thing to you, and here is proof of my
declaration. No one is damned unless he
commits mortal sin. And no one commits
mortal sin unless he wants to: that is an
undeniable theological proposition.
Therefore, no one goes to hell unless he
wants to; the consequence is obvious.
Does that not suffice to comfort you? Weep
over past sins, make a good confession,
sin no more in the future, and you will all
be saved. Why torment yourself so? For it
is certain that you have to commit mortal
sin to go to hell, and that to commit mortal
sin you must want to, and that
consequently no one goes to hell unless
he wants to. That is not just an opinion, it
is an undeniable and very comforting truth;
may God give you to understand it, and
may He bless you. Amen.

No one is
damned

unless he
commits

mortal sin.
And no one

commits
mortal sin
unless he
wants to…

Therefore, no
one goes to

hell
unless he

wants to [go]

This sermon by Saint Leonard of Port
Maurice was preached during the reign
of Pope Benedict XIV saintsbooks.net
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Three of the many alleged benefits
supposedly enjoyed by the modern Church
are collegiality, democracy and, finally,
greater transparency, all of which are
noticeably absent in the Fr Despard affair.
Instead of collegial action there has been
a strange episcopal silence broken only by
the sound of Bishop Toal delivering the
chop to this courageous and outspoken
priest1

In the present climate of collegiality is it
conceivable that Bishop  Toal was acting
alone… a maverick bishop operating
without the consent of [the rest of the
bishops]? So much for collegiality.
An example of lay participation in decision
making occurred in St John Ogilvie’s in
Blantyre when the congregation walked out
en masse after Bishop Toal announced that
their parish priest, Fr Despard, had been
suspended. In the face of His Lordship’s
decidedly undemocratic and almost (dare
we say it) pre-conciliar approach, they
‘voted with their feet’. After all, they were
unused to all that old ‘causa locuta est’
stuff. They did not like being told “obey!”
And in this case, it has to be said, they were
right. In any event their protests were
ignored. So much for consulting the laity.
Transparency was not much in evidence
after the publication of Fr Despard’s book
‘Crisis in the Priesthood’. Instead there was
a massive exercise in damage limitation, a
frantic attempt to ‘cover up’ at all costs,
resulting in the withdrawal of the book from
[sale]. Rather than deal openly with Fr
Despard’s allegations the bishops opted for
stealth, silence and secrecy. This less than
forthright approach does not inspire
confidence in our spiritual readers. In the
wake of the O’Brien revelations and the
seminary scandals in Austria, America and
elsewhere, their Lordships’ reticence could
be interpreted as a sign of guilt.
Bishop Toal ignores these scandals caused
by homosexual infiltration throughout the
Church. It is as if they had never happened.
He ignores the fact that [Cardinal O’Brien]
has been ‘outed’ by four anonymous priests
whose identities must have been known to
the hierarchy. Were these men
suspended? Were they subjected to a
‘canonical process through which their
actions could be judged’? Why haven’t we
heard more about them? Were they truly
four ‘just men’ acting from the purest
motives or were they four disgruntled
members of the O’Brien entourage
indulging in a collective ‘hissy fit’? We can
only guess. So much for transparency.
In Bishop Toal’s statement we hear much
about the ‘distress and pain’ caused by Fr
Despard’s book and the necessity of
supporting ‘those whose integrity has been
questioned’ but not a word about whether
their integrity should be questioned. Nor is
there any mention of an investigation into

Letters Extra
Fr Despard’s claims, probably because this
would cause even more ‘distress and pain’.
Bishop Toal’s concern for protecting the
integrity of the ‘troubled and distressed’
does not extend to Fr  Despard. He is
beyond the pale. His integrity is being
questioned by Bishop  Toal even before the
Scottish Inter-Diocesan Tribunal ‘judges’
his ‘case’. Fr Despard has been locked out
of his parish. He has been treated like a
pariah, an outcast. Are these draconian
measures a true reflection of the hierarchy’s
concern for justice (and charity) or are they
rather a warning to any future
‘whistleblower’ that such behaviour will not
be tolerated.
The present situation is not without
historical precedent. Fr Anthony Ross OP,
historian, TV personality and seminary
director, now deceased, is mentioned in Fr
Despard’s book. [Some] lay people may
remember being regaled with tales of his
exploits, of his wrestling, not with demons
but with seminarians. Of how he treated the
latter to a showing of Andy Warhol’s
homosexual film ‘Flesh’. The bishops must
have known (about Fr Ross) but they did
nothing. The Fort Augustus revelations
suggest that covert homosexual predation
was possibly more widespread than was
generally realised at the time. Pope Paul
VI’s famous comment about ‘the smoke of
Satan’ entering the Church could have
included some words on the stench of
Sodom which seems to have come in with
the smoke. Several years ago, Cardinal
Bertone [suggested] that [paedophilia]
might have a homosexual component. His
comment brought howls of derision from Fr
Lombardi, Fr Marcus Stock, Bishop Moran
and of course Mgr Basil Loftus.
Fr Despard must have known the sort of
response his book would provoke. It is to
his great credit that he published it
anyway.2 Michael Baker, Glasgow
Footnotes:
1 Catholic Truth has supported Fr Despard on the
grounds that other priests, guilty of much worse
behaviour, have not been suspended or otherwise
disciplined. Priests like Mgr Loftus, e.g. are permitted
to savage Catholic Faith and Morals with impunity
and priests  who have been the subject of newspaper
reports about immoral behaviour, suffer no
ecclesiastical penalties.
2 We know that Fr Despard published his book in the
wake of the O’Brien scandal, after his efforts to have
his concerns dealt with through the proper channels
failed. The Bishop (Joseph Devine, now retired)
refused to take his concerns seriously and thus, Father
chose to publish his book as news broke of Cardinal
O’Brien’s disgraceful homosexual behaviour. Had Fr
Despard contacted us, we would have recommended
not publishing any allegations without cast iron
supporting evidence. This for the twofold purpose of
safeguarding (1) his own reputation and (2) the
reputation of any priest who may, on investigation,
be found innocent. Note: one of the priests implicated
(but not named) in Fr Despard’s book telephoned me
to express his concern at our support for Fr Despard
- see column 3 for more on this.

Level Playing Field:
Supporting
Fr Despard

When a priest from Motherwell Diocese
rang to express his concerns that
Catholic Truth has come out in support
of Fr  Despard, explaining that he is one
of those unjustly alluded to in Fr
Despard’s book, I reminded him
that I did not know Fr Despard,
had never met him (had
offered, through parishioners,
to meet with him but he
declined) and that our support for
him is not to be confused with
approval of his decision to publish his
book.  I’ve said this to the parishioner
who has been most closely in contact
with me: if Fr Despard had contacted me
when the bishop refused to take his
concerns seriously, then I would have
suggested that he leave any publicity to
Catholic Truth. For starters, we can’t be
suspended!
However, having published, clearly and
understandably frustrated at the failure
of Bishop Devine to act on the
information he supplied, we believe it is
disproportionate to suspend him from
active ministry when priests like
Glasgow’s Fr Lawlor - guilty of abhorrent
sexual behaviour in the presence of the
Blessed Sacrament, no less1 is not only
allowed to go about his business penalty-
free, but is now a regular and popular
speaker, booked by dissenters across
the archdiocese to address audiences
on Catholic premises.
Yet, when I pointed this out to the
Motherwell priest on the phone, his
response astonished me: Fr Lawlor is a
‘gifted speaker’”. Well, blow me! Wasn’t
Judas Iscariot a “gifted” financier?
It is, in fact, all the worse that someone
who is gifted in public speaking skills
should use them to scandalise by
preaching false teaching; for, nobody will
convince me that the dissenters who
book Fr Lawlor to speak at their
gatherings would do so were he
promoting orthodox Catholic doctrine
and true morals.
Rumours abound about Fr Despard.  We
investigated a claim that he had gone off
to Spain and bought a villa there, using
money given to him  by parishioners.
This charge proved to be groundless.
Parishioners had collected money and
made a small financial gift  to Fr Despard
but scarcely enough to buy a doll’s
house, let alone a villa in Spain.
Someone started that rumour. Someone
knew it wasn’t true at the git-go. There’s
an injustice here - and it is against that
injustice that we “support” Fr Despard.

Footnote:
1 Priest resigns after claims of 'sex incident',
Evening Times, 30/3/12
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As a prelude, I should state my own interest
in private revelations. I have visited Paray-
le-Monial (where Jesus showed His Sacred
Heart to St. Margaret Mary in the 17th
century). I have visited Rue de Bac (where
the Miraculous Medal was given to St.
Catherine Laboure in 1830). I have visited
Lourdes, Knock, and Fatima, and also the
two Belgian towns where Our Lady
appeared: Beauraing (1932-33) and
Banneux (1933). I wear the Brown
Scapular and the Miraculous Medal.
I think, from all this, you can see that I am
not opposed to private revelations. But I am
opposed to false revelations; I am opposed
to dubious revelations; I am opposed to
disapproved revelations; I am opposed to
obsession with private revelations. I am
opposed to all these things precisely
because I do believe in genuine private
revelations and their role in the life of the
Church.
The abundance of alleged messages and
revelations in the past 40 years makes ever
more necessary the traditional caution and
discernment of spirits. Amid today's
confusion and spiritual wasteland, many
Catholics are seeking contact with the
supernatural via new private revelations,
regardless of whether or not they have
been approved, or even whether or not they
are in accordance with the Faith.
Private Revelations Occur
God may, and sometimes does, grant
revelations to private individuals. Those
who receive them, and are perfectly certain
that they come from God, should believe
them. But the Church never imposes on
Catholics the obligation of believing
anyone's private revelations, even those of
the great saints. The Church gives her
approval to them only when she is satisfied
after rigorous examination of their spiritual
utility and of the evidence on which they
depend.
The Catechism
The new Catechism at # 67 says:
"Throughout the ages, there have been
so-called 'private' revelations, some of
which have been recognized by the
authority of the Church. They do not
belong, however, to the deposit of faith. It
is not their role to 'improve' or 'complete'
Christ's definitive Revelation, but to help

Apparitions: Discerning The Truth
Extracts From Apparitions True and False by Fr Peter Joseph

A considerable amount of material from well
meaning readers is arriving in the mail, with
the intention of encouraging us to publicise
various unapproved apparitions, notably
Garabandal. Garabandal is not merely
unapproved, but has been condemned by
successive bishops. The following article sets
out the genuinely Catholic attitude towards
apparitions, and provides the means by which
the Church has traditionally taught us to
discern the true from the false claims of
supernatural apparitions.

live more fully by it in a certain period of
history . . . Christian faith cannot accept
'revelations' that claim to surpass or correct
the Revelation of which Christ is the
fulfillment, as is the case in certain non-
Christian religions and also in certain
recent sects which base themselves on
such 'revelations.'" (See St. Thomas,
Summa II-II, q. 174, art. 6, ad 3.) Whom
does the Catechism have in mind? Among
others, Moslems and Mormons.
Mohammed claimed that the Gospels
misrepresent Christ, and Mormons believe
there is a Third Testament.
Sources of Revelations
There are three sources, ultimately, of
revelations, visions, prodigies, and
suchlike things: God, man, or the devil.

Under the heading of God, I include
God's holy creatures, such as Our Lady

     or another saint or an angel.
Under man, I mean any human
knowledge or power or imagination, any

     human skill or trickery, or any human
     activity or device causing anything to
     happen.

Under the devil, I include the devil
himself or any one of the other demons.

The Power of the Devil
Very few people are aware of the devil's
full powers and his ability to deceive. Many
Catholics think that as soon as any prodigy
occurs, it must be the work of God. But, as
I said, messages and prodigies can issue
from three sources ultimately: God, man,
or the devil. It is the work of discernment
to identify who is at work in a given case.
It is knowledge of diabolical trickery which
makes the Church cautious here. My next
part on the power of the demons is taken
from Father Jordan Aumann, a Dominican
priest who taught for many years at the
Angelicum University in Rome.

What the devils can and cannot do.
The devils cannot do the following:
(1)Produce any kind of truly supernatural
phenomenon.
(2)Create a substance, since only God can
create.
(3)Bring a dead person back to life,
although they could produce the illusion of
doing so.
(4)Make truly prophetic predictions, since
only God knows the future absolutely, and
those to whom He chooses to reveal a
portion of it. However, the devil's intelligent
conjecture about the future might appear
to mere mortals a prophecy.
(5)Know the secrets of a person's mind and
heart. However, their shrewd intelligence
and observation may enable them to
deduce many things about a person.

But the devils can do the following:
(1)Produce corporeal or imaginative
visions.
(2)Falsify ecstasy.
(3)Instantaneously cure sicknesses that
have been caused by diabolical influence.
(4)Produce the stigmata.
(5)Simulate miracles and the phenomena
of levitation and bilocation.
(6)Make people or objects seem to
disappear by interfering with a person's
sight or line of vision.
(7)Cause a person to hear sounds or
voices.
(8)Cause a person to speak in tongues.
(9)Declare a fact which is hidden or distant.
Whatever nature or science can cause, the
devils too are able to cause, according to
what God may permit. See the Book of
Exodus where the magicians and sorcerers
of Pharaoh were able to accomplish some
of the prodigies wrought by Moses and
Aaron (Ex. 7:11-12; 7:22; 8:7; 8:18-19;
9:11).
Close to 200 A.D. Tertullian writes, "First
of all, they [the demons] make you ill; then
to get a miracle out of it, they prescribe
remedies either completely novel, or
contrary to those in use, and thereupon
withdrawing hurtful influence, they are
supposed to have wrought a cure."
(Apology of the Christian Religion, 22)
In the face of the fallen angels' power to
deceive, it is no wonder that the Church is
always very slow to declare a miracle or
message authentic.
The devil has superhuman intelligence and
is very clever, and to pretend that you can
definitely judge in favour of something's
authenticity, without help, is presumptuous.
To know if something is false, it suffices to
know that it says something contrary to the
teaching of the Church. Hence, it is easier
to pronounce against visionaries than in
their favour. But the mere absence of
doctrinal error is not enough. There have
to be other positive indications.
The following quotations are from the final
chapter of the rock-solid book Spiritual
Theology (Sheed & Ward 1980) by Father
Jordan Aumann.
Signs of the Divine Spirit
"The following characteristics are general
signs of the divine spirit:
1. Truth. God is truth and cannot inspire
anything but truth in a soul. If a person
believed to be inspired by God, therefore,
maintains opinions that are manifestly
against revealed truth, the infallible
teaching of the Church, or proven theology
or philosophy or science, it must be
concluded that the individual is deluded by
the devil or is the victim of excessive
imagination or faulty reasoning.

Continued on p.14
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2. Gravity. God is never the cause of things
that are useless, futile, frivolous, or
impertinent. When his spirit moves a soul it
is always for something serious and
beneficial.
3. Enlightenment. Although one may not
always understand the meaning of an
inspiration from God, the effect of any divine
movement or impulse is always
enlightenment and certitude rather than
darkness and confusion. This is true both
for the effects on the individual who
receives the inspiration and its effects on
others.
4. Docility. Souls that are moved by the
spirit of God accept cheerfully the advice
and counsel of their directors or others who
have authority over them. This spirit of
obedience, docility, and submission is one
of the clearest signs that a particular
inspiration or movement is from God. This
is especially true in the case of the
educated, who have a greater tendency to
be attached to their own opinions.
5. Discretion. The spirit of God makes the
soul discreet, prudent, and thoughtful in all
its actions. There is nothing of precipitation,
lightness, exaggeration, or impetuosity; all
is well balanced, edifying, serious, and full
of calmness and peace.
6. Humility. The Holy Spirit always fills the
soul with sentiments of humility and self-
effacement. The loftier the communications
from on high, the more profoundly the soul
inclines to the abyss of its own nothingness.
Mary said, "I am the servant of the Lord. Let
it be done to me as you say" (Lk 1:38).
7. Peace. St. Paul speaks frequently of the
peace that comes from God (Rom 15:33,
Phil 4:9), and Jesus mentions peace as one
of the manifestations of his spirit (Jn 14:27).
This is a quality that always accompanies
communications from God; the soul
experiences a profound and stable serenity
in the depths of its spirit." (pp. 402-3)
Fr. Aumann mentions other signs also:
Confidence in God, Flexibility of will, Purity
of intention, Patience in suffering, Self-
abnegation, Simplicity, Liberty of spirit.
Signs of the Diabolical Spirit
". . . since the devil may disguise himself as
a good spirit and even cause what appear
to be authentic mystical phenomena, it is
helpful to mention briefly the various signs
of the diabolical spirit.
1. Spirit of falsity.
The devil is the father of lies, but he cleverly
conceals his deceit by half-truths and
pseudo-mystical phenomena.
2. Morbid curiosity.
This is characteristic of those who eagerly
seek out the esoteric aspects of mystical
phenomena or have a fascination for the
occult of preternatural.
3. Confusion,
anxiety, and deep depression.
4. Obstinacy.
One of the surest signs of a diabolical spirit.
5. Constant indiscretion and a restless
spirit.

Those who constantly go to extremes, as
in penitential exercises or apostolic activity,
or neglect their primary obligations to do
some personally chosen work.
6. Spirit of pride and vanity.
Very anxious to publicize their gifts of grace
and mystical experiences.
7. False humility.
This is the disguise for their pride and
self-love.
8. Despair, lack of confidence, and
discouragement.
A chronic characteristic that alternates with
presumption, vain security, and unfounded
optimism." (p. 412)
Fr. Aumann mentions other signs also.
Impatience in suffering and stubborn
resentment; Uncontrolled passions and
strong inclination to sensuality, usually
under the guise of mystical union;
Hypocrisy, simulation, and duplicity;
Excessive attachment to sensible
consolations, particularly in their practice
of prayer. Lack of deep devotion to Jesus
and Mary; Scrupulous
adherence to the letter
of the law and fanatical
zeal in promoting a
cause.
Signs of the Human
Spirit
"The human spirit is
always inclined to its
own satisfactions; it is
a friend of pleasure
and an enemy of
suffering of any kind. It
readily inclines to
anything that is compatible with its own
temperament, its personal tastes and
caprices, or the satisfaction of self-love. It
will not hear of humiliations, penance,
renunciation, or mortification. If any director
or confessor goes against its inclinations,
he is immediately branded as inept and
incompetent. It seeks success, honors,
applause, and pastimes. It is always a
great promoter of anything that will arouse
admiration or notoriety. In a word, the
human spirit neither understands nor cares
for anything except its own egoism.
"It is sometimes difficult in practice to judge
whether given manifestations proceed from
the devil or from a purely human and
egoistic spirit, but it is always relatively
easy to distinguish between these two and
the spirit of God. It will be possible in most
cases, therefore, to determine that a given
spirit could not possibly be from God and
that it must be combated, even if one is not
sure whether it is in fact from the devil or
the human ego." (p. 413)
Some Norms For Discernment
"The following norms are offered as guides
for the spiritual director in the discernment
of spirits so far as they pertain to
revelations and prophecies:
1. Any revelation contrary to dogma or
morals must be rejected as false. God does
not contradict himself.

2. Any revelation contrary to the common
teaching of theologians or purporting to
settle an argument among the schools of
theology is gravely suspect.
3. If some detail or other in a revelation is
false, it is not necessary to reject the entire
revelation; the remainder may be
authentic.
4. The fact that a prophecy is fulfilled is not
of itself a conclusive proof that the
revelation was from God; it could have
been the mere unfolding of natural causes
or the result of a superior natural
knowledge on the part of the seer.
5. Revelations concerning merely curious
or useless matters should be rejected as
not divine. The same is to be said of those
that are detailed, lengthy, and filled with a
superfluity of proofs and reasons. Divine
revelations are generally brief, clear, and
precise.
6. The person who receives the revelation
should be examined carefully, especially
as to temperament and character. If the
person is humble, well balanced, discreet,
evidently advanced in virtue, and enjoys
good mental and physical health, there is
good reason to proceed further and to
examine the revelation itself. But if the
individual is exhausted with excessive
mortifications, suffers nervous affliction, is
subject to periods of great exhaustion or
great depression, or is eager to divulge the
revelation, there is cause for serious
doubt." (p. 430)
Curiosity
Is the information useful for the salvation
of souls? If it is merely to satisfy curiosity
it is unlikely to be of divine origin. Some
seeming seers act like mediums, give
information on births, marriages, legal
processes, diseases, political events, etc.
God does not run an Inquiry Office. Some
are very clever at observing, or very
intuitive, and can work with little things. At
séances, furniture is often pushed about,
or a spirit moves a person's hand to write
messages, etc. God has never done these
things in any approved revelation.
Curiosity sticks out in people who claim to
tell you what was the ultimate fate of
Princess Diana, Frank Sinatra, Elvis
Presley, etc. We'd all love to know who's
in Heaven and who isn't!
A lady I heard of claims to know where
every deceased person is: funnily enough
everyone's either in Purgatory or Heaven!
I suppose it would do harm to business
and popularity to tell people that certain
relatives are in Hell!
Actually, anyone who pronounces on
famous people is immediately to be
disbelieved.
Also suspect are revelations that merely
give truisms and platitudes.

Apparitions: Discerning the Truth… Continued from p.13

Continued on p.15
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Why Does the Devil Do It?
Catholics ought to be very cautious in giving
credence to visions and messages before
they have received approbation from the
Church.
The devil has raised up many false mystics
in recent years. People ask: "Why would the
devil be behind a revelation which
encourages people to pray and fast and do
penance? That would be Satan divided
against himself."
Fair question. Why would he do it?
Answer: For a number of reasons: to
distract people from the genuine private
revelations; to lead them into exercises not
blessed as such by God; to bring private
revelations into complete disrepute; to
cause disenchantment and even a crisis of
faith when a seer is later plainly seen to be
false; and, worst of all, subtly to lead some
people out of the Church altogether. The
devil is willing to lose a lot, if he can gain in
the long run.
The devil rejoices when Catholics reject the
tried and true means of spiritual growth to
chase after the extraordinary and the
unapproved. The Church is extremely
careful before approving a private
revelation, for she knows how "even Satan
disguises himself as an angel of light" (2 Cor
11:14). She must avoid both credulity and
unfounded skepticism. "Do not quench the
Spirit, do not despise prophesying, but test
everything," directs St. Paul (1 Thess 5:19-
21). And St. John warns, "Beloved, do not
believe every spirit, but test the spirits to see
whether they are of God" (1 Jn 4:1). Some
spirits are quite easy to discern; others very
difficult. Priests in particular must be
examples of prudence and obedience in this
area.
Examples of Visionaries Judged to be
False
Some individuals have been pronounced
against by name, e.g., Vassula Ryden, and
the Little Pebble, William Kamm. Vassula
has been condemned twice by the Holy
Office (the Congregation for the Doctrine of
the Faith) on the grounds that her
revelations do not come from God, and
because they contain errors against the
Faith.
You hear people say: "But her writings are
so spiritual and so beautiful!"
I agree; possibly 99% of Vassula's
messages are in conformity with the
Catholic Faith — but that is just how the
devil operates to deceive pious Catholics.
It is the 1% that does harm.
A poison apple is mostly good apple — but
will harm you nevertheless. The devil knows
he cannot mislead devout Catholics with
outright heresy, but he can appeal to their
piety and then subtly plant errors within.
In any case, there has been no approved
revelation in the history of the Church where
God took someone's hand and gave
messages by writing with his pen. But you
do find handwriting messages given at

séances and séances are condemned by
the Church as a practice of the occult
against the law of God.
I have seen one pious magazine defending
Vassula by saying that Cardinal Ratzinger
never signed the statement against her
printed in L'Osservatore Romano. A man I
know sent them the official statement from
Acta Apostolicae Sedis, the official Vatican
gazette, which has the cardinal's signature
at the bottom, along with that of the bishop
secretary of the Congregation for the
Doctrine of the Faith.
Unfortunately, the editor of the magazine
had neither the humility nor the honesty to
print a correction in the next issue.
Another example: the alleged apparitions
in Garabandal in northern Spain, in which
four young girls alleged that the Virgin Mary
appeared to them from 1961-1965. The
response of successive bishops of the
diocese of Santander has been uniformly
negative.
Despite this, there are a number of active
associations supporting Garabandal. A
simple case of disobedience to lawful
authority.

The Authority to Judge and the Duty to
Obey
No private individual has the authority to
judge definitively and officially which
private revelations are true and which are
not. The authority to rule on the
genuineness of a private revelation rests
first with the local bishop.
The apparitions of Lourdes, Knock, Fatima,
Beauraing, Banneux — to name only a few
— were approved by the local bishops. The
Popes of the time never issued any
judgment on them.
The current canonical practice is that the
local bishop must appoint a committee to
investigate and rule on any private
revelation (if he thinks it worthy of
investigation), but the Holy See may
intervene if necessary or if the bishop asks
it to. Alternatively, he may ask the
episcopal conference of his country to
assist in the investigation and judgment.
It is forbidden, as well as sinful, to
propagate private revelations which
have received a negative judgment from
the local bishop, the conference of
bishops, or the Vatican's Congregation for
the Doctrine of the Faith. Some people say,
"I'm going to follow it until the Pope says
it's false" This is a useless guide for action
in this matter — very rarely does the Pope
make a pronouncement for or against a
revelation.
As for statements attributed to the Pope
(e.g., "I heard that the Pope told Mrs. Smith
after Mass in his private chapel that he
believes in Garabandal and Bayside"; "The
Pope told Jack that he could go ahead and
print that condemned book") — no one is
entitled to act on such gossip. The Church
is governed by publicly promulgated
statements — not by hearsay and personal
communications.
The Popes may choose to show their
approval of certain revelations, after the
decision of a local bishop or conference of
bishops, by speaking of them, or by placing
a new feast in the liturgical calendar, or by
visiting the places intrinsically connected
with them (e.g., Guadalupe, Paray-le-
Monial, Rue de Bac, Lourdes, Knock,
Fatima, Beauraing, Banneux).
Even should the local bishop mistakenly
disapprove of a genuine revelation,
obedience to the Church remains
paramount. It is a sin to propagate a private
revelation disobediently, but it can never
be a sin not to propagate one.
This applies both to claimed seers and to
followers.
In fact, if an alleged visionary disobeys a
legitimate order from the bishop, and
claims God's backing for the action, this is
a sure sign that the message is not from
God. Even if a genuine private revelation
has been given, not even God Himself
would want or command a seer to spread

Apparitions: Discerning the Truth… Continued from p.14

No private individual has
the authority to judge

definitively and officially
which private revelations

are true and which are not.
The authority to rule on the

genuineness of a private
revelation rests first with

the local bishop.
This is only one of a countless number.
There's Montichiari in Italy (1947), Necedah
in the United States (1949), Palmar de
Troya in Spain (1968), Bayside in the U.S.
(1970), Dozule in France (1972), and
hundreds of others — to say nothing of all
the alleged visionaries and locutionists past
and present, such as the Irish lady,
Christina Gallagher, and many other poor
deluded souls.
Mrs. Gallagher's messages, in part, read
like a frantic worried woman lamenting the
state of the world.
There are plenty of frantic worried people,
lamenting the state of the world, who are
good Catholics — but the Blessed Virgin
from Heaven does not talk like them, in
such a human, earthly, fretful fashion. To
attribute such talk to Our Lady is an insult.
"Have visions; will travel" — such publicity
seekers are not to be believed. Genuine
visionaries fly from publicity. They do not
go around with photographers and camera
crews. They submit to investigation by
Church authorities; but they do not have
publicity agents. Continued on p.16
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it against a lawful decree of a bishop to
desist.
In fact, there are occasions in the life of St.
Teresa of Jesus of Avila (died 1582) and
St. Margaret Mary (died 1690) and Sr.
Josefa Menendez (died 1923) where Our
Lord gave them a directive, but then their
superior forbade it. What did they do? They
obeyed their human superior on earth.
What did Our Lord then tell them? "You
were right to obey my representative."
On one occasion, the Sacred Heart of
Jesus told St. Margaret Mary to do
something, but her superior did not
approve. When He came again, she asked
Him about this, and He replied: " . . . not
only do I desire that you should do what
your superior commands, but also that you
should do nothing of all that I order without
their consent. I love obedience, and without
it no one can please me" (Autobiography
of St. Margaret Mary).
Spiritual writers have an axiom: A superior
may or may not be inspired by God in his
command, but you are always inspired in
obeying. (Of course, we're not talking about
a Superior commanding a sin; and, as I said
above, it is not a sin to drop a private
revelation.)
Satan may really promote good things for
a while, provided that he gains in the long
run.
The revelations of Necedah, Wisconsin,
seemed to have good fruits, yet were false.
Rosaries were said to change to gold.
Similarly for Bayside. But disobedience
showed them to be false.
St. Margaret Mary was told by Our Lord:
"Listen, My daughter, and do not lightly
believe and trust every spirit, for Satan is
angry and will try to deceive you. So do
nothing without the approval of those who
guide you. Being thus under the authority
of obedience, his efforts against you will be
in vain, for he has no power over the
obedient" (Autobiography).
After error itself, the mark of a false mystic
is willfulness and disobedience.
Genuine mystics, like St. Pio of Pietrelcina
(Padre Pio), are models of obedience. They
never pretend to set up Christ against His
Church.
Everyone is free to have an opinion, but all
have to submit to the judgment of the
Church with practical obedience. What I
mean is: you are still free to disagree (the
bishop is not infallible in this matter), but
you owe him practical obedience, that is,
you may not act against the decree; you
may not propagate a revelation that the
bishop has judged negatively, or continue
to say publicly that you regard it as genuine.
Remember, a Church commission may
give a negative verdict for reasons which it
cannot state publicly, e.g., it may have
found out things against the character of
the seer, but will not say so publicly, even
though this would justify the decision and
help people to accept it.

Apparitions: Discerning the Truth… Continued from p.15

If a so-called message is judged not
authentic for doctrinal reasons, then you
are not free to defend such messages,
because then you will be defending error.
Vassula Ryden is an example of this: the
judgment against her was for false doctrine
in her writings.
How and why pious Catholics defended her
after the negative judgment by the Holy
See's Congregation for the Doctrine of the
Faith is beyond me. Her whole case is
black-and-white. Apart from unorthodoxy,
her alleged messages, which are meant to
be handwritten by Our Lord Himself, contain
mistakes in English spelling and grammar!
Can you say publicly that you think an
approved revelation is not genuine? Yes, if
you want to. The Church never orders you
to accept any private revelation. But any
such disagreement should be voiced
respectfully.
Caution Never Does Harm
The simple fact is that most claimed
revelations are false.
It is extremely foolish, therefore, to devote
oneself to propagating a disapproved or
dubious message, which might actually
come from the Father of Lies. If one day
you see its falsity for yourself, you will regret
it enormously, and be unable to undo the
harm done to others.
On the other hand, there are more than
enough approved messages to spread, if
you want to spread them. It is better to keep
to what is countenanced by the Church,
than to go it alone and risk being a dupe of
the devil.

One of our readers
contacted us about an
advertisement for church
chairs which fell out of one
of the Catholic newspapers.
What caught his eye was
the testimonial from the
Archbishop of Glasgow via
one of his (well known dissident) priests:
“Everyone is very pleased with the
seating including the Archbishop. I am
over the moon and the older members of
my congregation all find them more
comfortable than the pews.” (Fr Willy
Slavin, St Simon’s, Glasgow)

Price range: £74.95 - £92.95 + VAT. For
one chair.
Where are the “Poor Church” Brigade
when you need them?

Father Peter Joseph of Wagga Wagga,
Australia, has a doctorate in dogmatic
theology from the Pontifical Gregorian
University, Rome. He is the editor of the
revised version of Archbishop Sheehan's
"Apologetics and Catholic Doctrine"
(Saint Austin Press 2001) and is currently
the chancellor of the Maronite diocese of
Australia…

Article originally published in Inside
the Vatican, March 2005 - the above
biographical details are taken from
Catholic Culture.org.

What On Earth Would
“Holy Father Francis”

Think About This?

Definitely NOT
Recommended

Reading…
Questions Children Ask. With Possible
Answers: (Fr) Kenneth Payne

This is a dangerous book. It’s on sale in
the Pauline Bookshop in Glasgow (and
possibly other branches across the UK)
and its tantalising title and affordable price
(£3.95) make it a very tempting purchase
for parents and teachers. Intended
audience - 5-11 year old children.
Typically of modernist writings, it’s not all
bad, but there’s plenty that is bad - very
bad. For example, the turning upside
down of the reason for our existence:

Q Why did God choose me to live on
earth?
A Because you are a wonderful person
and he wanted to show his love through
you to others.1     And this…

Q Why can’t girls be priests?
A  …Until now the church (sic) allows only
men to be ordained as priests, but there
are many who think otherwise.2

The priest-author says he “makes no
apology” for the fact that some answers
may be unorthodox, adding that “Jesus
was often unorthodox”.3

Footnotes:
1 Compare with the old catechism question & answer:
why did God make me? God made me to know Him,
love Him and serve Him in this world, so that I may be
happy with Him forever in the next.
2 Women cannot be ordained. This is an infallible teach-
ing. See John Paul II: Ordinatio Sacerdotalis, 22/5/1994
3 Introduction, p.5

In 1929, on June 13, when Sister Lucy lived in Tuy
in Spain, Our Lady requested the
consecration of Russia with the

following words, written down by
Sister Lucy:

“The moment has come in which God
asks the Holy Father to make, and to
order that in union with him and at the
same time, all the bishops of the

world make the consecration of
Russia to My Immaculate Heart.”
(Frère Michel, The Whole Truth
About Fatima, vol. II, p. 555).
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New Bishop of Paisley,
John Keenan

Editor

Bishop John Keenan chose to give his “first
wide-ranging interview”, not to the only
national (if merely nominally) Catholic
newspaper sold in parishes up and down
Scotland, the diocesan/modernist Scottish
Catholic Observer, but to the notoriously
anti-Catholic Glasgow-based Scottish
broadsheet, The Herald 1

It’s difficult to keep a straight face reading
The Herald interview. The new Bishop has

decided to move into a parish
house (where there is already
a priest in residence) in a
housing scheme in an area of
multiple deprivation because,
since the election of what
seems to be the first ever
“humble” pope to care about the

poor, the Catholic Church was going
through a cultural shift and would have to
"adapt and change in order to be close to
the people of our times".
His first move, then, as the new Bishop of
Paisley has seen him decline to take up the
detached sandstone villa in the town, in
Renfrewshire, used by his predecessors,
and move instead to a church property in
Greenock's east end. "When I was thinking
about becoming a bishop I was keen to take
as much of that into my new life, finding
people who could form a family with me and
support me. Priests in Paisley found me a
place in St Laurence's, Greenock. (Is that
humble or what - the priests telling the
Bishop where to live? Shucks.)  “[So now] I
am living with the parish priest, Father Gerry
McNellis, lots of parishioners come in and
out of the house and it has the sound of
laughter that makes me feel at home.” Well
let’s just hope nobody ever feels the need
to contact the bishop with a complaint
against Fr McNellis.  All this “simplicity” may
end in tears. Bishop Keenan has worked in
the parish of St Patrick’s in Anderston,
Glasgow, so he’ll know what I mean. Being
“close to the people” in the physical, worldly
sense isn’t necessarily such a great idea.
Indeed, The Herald interview mentioned the
murder of Polish student Angelika Kluk in
2006 at St Patrick’s, when the Parish Priest
there had the very same idea about getting
close to the people - so much so that he
gave lodgings, not just to Angelika, but to
serial killer Peter Tobin who now counts her
among his murder victims. That really put
the Church’s concern for the needy bang
on the map.
Doggedly, however, Bishop Keenan insists:
"Francis dreams, and so do I, of a church
(sic) which is bruised, hurting and dirty
because it has been out on the streets and
not clinging to its own security. He doesn't
want, neither do I, a church with a tomb
psychology which transforms Christians into
mummies in a museum. When people see
a church (sic) not just giving to the poor and
the excluded but being among them and
living with them joyfully, then they will really

begin to believe there is a way out of the
vicious cycle of living for yourself in your
own little bubble."  Could be taken from a
broadcast on behalf of any contemporary
political party. You have to laugh.
Key question, though: what will happen to
the detached villa which the new bishop
has spurned in favour of more humble (if
much more fun) quarters? Will the new
“Church of the poor” now put this vacant
property to use as merely one more venue
to serve as a talking shop for the activists
intent on dismantling the Church before our
very eyes, or - in keeping with all of their
ostentatious concern for the poor - will the
bishops donate this redundant episcopal
home to a poor, large Catholic family? I
could supply names of faithful large families
who could take up residence tomorrow.
Let’s put some meat on all this talk of
“simplicity” and “being close to the people
of our times”.  Doing the talk is easy.
Walking the walk, as they say, is another
matter altogether.
Bishop Keenan told The Herald of his
concern that those in destitution have been
"abandoned by society and the church"
(sic), adding he would reflect "a church (sic)
out on the street not one that's comfortable
in the chapel". Again, talking the (vacuous)
talk. What does it mean? What is the new
Bishop going to do “out on the street”?
“Echoing the stamp put on Catholicism by
Pope Francis”, The Herald rambles on,
“the 49-year-old said there were still
structures within the church (sic) restricting
its ability to reach out to those on the
margins of society.” Bishop Keenan said:
"Exclusion is a scandal for a country that
calls itself Christian." But the countries of
the UK don’t claim to be Christian any
more. Shouldn’t that be the central concern
of the new bishop? To spread the Catholic
Faith? The Herald report continues: “He
has also spoken of the need to strip some
power and responsibility in the church (sic)
away from the clergy and hand it to lay
members, adding he supported the
Pontiff's call for a "new reformation" within
Catholicism.” Why? What was wrong with
the “old reformation”? Surely that suits the
Modernist purpose equally well, which is to
destroy the Church of Christ. You want to
go further than Luther, Bishop Keenan?
The Herald report continues with a
reference to the problem of dwindling
congregations, to which Bishop Keenan
responded with a reference to the biblical
parable of the 'lost sheep' where Jesus
advises leaving 99 to seek the one stray,
adding, astonishingly: "It is so hard to take
Jesus seriously on this point."  Eh? What’s
hard about it? The saints didn’t find it hard
to take Our Lord seriously on this “point” -
but that’s because they had a deep love of
the Faith and a strong desire to save souls
from Hell, not just find them better living
quarters.
I emailed the new Bishop of Paisley with
good wishes on his appointment, and to
ask him to respond to an allegation (not of
a sexual nature) which had been passed

to me and which places a question mark
over his integrity. He chose not to respond.
I had several trusted friends check the
“tone and style” of my email and was
thoroughly assured that it was faultless. So,
please, all of you who, for years assured
me that “Father” John Keenan is totally
orthodox and would be, undoubtedly, a
supporter of Catholic Truth - get real.
You’re still not joining up the dots.
Footnotes
1 New Catholic bishop chooses to live in deprived housing
scheme The Herald, 14/4/14 - for an example of anti-
Catholicism at The Herald, see p. 22: Hate Speech at Herald
Scotland.

Pope John Paul The Great?
He could be so for many reasons
- new Bishop of Paisley…

Having established himself as a fan of “Holy
Father Francis”, Bishop John Keenan now
focuses on promoting the “theology of the
body” invented by Pope John Paul II, through
a series on the subject, launched on 18/4/14
in the Scottish Catholic Observer1

To dispel any doubts about his own
commitment to sensuality in “theology”,
Bishop Keenan writes: “How are we like God
in our sexuality? Well…nobody’s body makes
perfect sense on its own. A part of a man’s
body makes sense only when you see a
woman’s body and vice versa. Without
woman, a man’s body just does not add
up…The human person only makes true sense
in a relationship which unites him to another
and it is a union that gives life.”

Now, of course, he was faced with the
problem of how to square the circle of how
single, celibate people (not least priests and
bishops) are to comply with this novel
requirement that we must all engage in
sensual relationships, so that our bodies “add
up”. He did make a valiant - if unsuccessful
- attempt to do so towards the end of his
article, in which he falsely claims that “it is
in our bodies that we really prove our love
[which is why] Jesus, the night before He
died, found the best ever human expression
of love not in the easy words: “I love you”
but in the sacrificial promise: “This is my
Body given up for you”.

And it is not just because he was “a central
player in the fall of the Soviet Union” (repeat
a lie often enough and it catches on) that John
Paul II deserves the title “Great” but also
because of his “breakthrough” theology of
the body [which is] a “revolution”. “Until
Pope John Paul II”, according to Bishop
Keenan, “Catholic teaching saw God’s image
as mainly in the soul. [Pope John Paul II, on
the other hand] saw God’s image also in our
bodies and our sexuality.”

A new Bishop for Scotland. Same old, same
old Modernism. St John Ogilvie, pray for  us.

Footnotes:
1 Bishop John Keenan: There’s theology in those
aching bodies, SCO, 18/4/14. All above quotes taken
from the original.
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From the Blog…

Smoke of Satan alert...

Just how difficult is it for
Bishops nowadays to figure
out what Saint Paul meant
when he warned the
Corinthians about the

sacrilegious reception of Holy
Communion?

“For he that eateth and drinketh unworthily,
eateth and drinketh judgment to himself, not
discerning the body of the Lord.”
Ed: Canon Law, # 915 prohibits those living in a
publicly scandalous situation from receiving Holy
Communion (e.g. those who cohabit, re-marry after
divorce without an annulment, and politicians who
publicly support pro-abortion, same-sex marriage etc.)

Leo on
USA Priest: Canon 915
Mandatory & Failure to
Apply, Mortally Sinful

Pew Catholic on
Junk Journalism &
Bigoted Broadsheets - A
Deadly Combination

Have just read it, and am
appalled. The Herald is
supposed to be a ‘quality’
paper. Unlike the tabloids,
it should take a measured,
intelligent and objective
attitude in its coverage.

This personal, hate-filled, neurotic article,
largely irrelevant to the topic it was covering
– a TV programme – and obviously the
product of some long-held grudge, should
never have been allowed space in such a
newspaper.

Did someone say there is a new editor? If
so, he isn’t doing his paper any good.
Ed: See ‘Hate Speech at Herald Scotland’ p.22

Catherine on
Rosary: Luminous
Mysteries - Why Not?

If Cardinal O’Brien is a
homosexual, you would think
that Pope Francis would
thoroughly approve, rather
than have him investigated.

After all, who is he to judge?

Great Pretender51 on
Cardinal O’Brien Under
Fire Again…

I have to keep
reminding myself what
Pope Pius XII said
about the rosary as it
is definitely a struggle
to be consistent with
the family rosary – A
means of preserving

the home – “There is no surer means of
calling down God’s blessings upon the
family… than the daily recitation of the
Rosary.”
Also remember that a partial indulgence of
10 years is granted for the recitation of the
family rosary devoutly once a day.
I personally tried different schedules for
the [traditional] family rosary. At first we
prayed the rosary in the morning before
school, that worked very well for a while as
our routine changed slightly. Now we have
our evening meal at 5 pm and our family
rosary at 6pm. Then the children go to bed
at 7pm in the Winter time and 8pm in the
spring and summer time. This works for us.
So the children know that after their dinner
time they say the rosary, then they have
some free time before bed.
I started the family rosary with my
youngest at the time who was 6 months
old, he listened at first as this was
something new for him, then eventually he
wriggled and moved about too much, I sat
him in his buggie, then he learned that this
was quiet time. He is now 8 years old and
accepts that the family rosary has to be
said with no nonsense. He knows the
rosary well, and always asks if he can do
an extra decade. Each one of us takes a
decade each, so all are involved. I can
assure you it took years to establish this
routine, so it was hard work because not
everyone was in the mood for kneeling
down for 15 minutes. So I had to deal with
all their moans and groans at first but now
it is much easier. Having said that, praying
the rosary devoutly is also hard too,
meditating can be difficult, we must learn
to do our best and use what resources we
have to improve our meditating.
Obviously, once we know how to meditate,
we can tell stories to the children on the
mysteries and show them pictures that will
help them understand the rosary better.
I have read some books that have helped me
with the rosary:-

Divine Mysteries of the Most Holy Rosary

The Secret of the Rosary, St. Louis De Montfort
http://www.catholictradition.org/Classics/secret-
rosary.htm

When speaking to Blessed Alan one day,
Our Blessed Mother said “I want you to

know that, although there are numerous
indulgences already attached to the
recitation of My Rosary, I shall add many
more to every fifty Hail Marys (each group
of five decades) for those who say them
devoutly, on their knees, being of course
free from mortal sin. And whosoever shall
preserve in the devotion of the Holy
Rosary, saying these prayers and
meditations, shall be rewarded for it; I
shall obtain for them full remission of the
penalty and of guilt of all his sins at the
end of his life…” – Divine Mysteries of the
Most Holy Rosary
I have to keep reminding myself of this
remark from Sister Lucy of Fatima:
“There is no problem I tell you, no matter
how difficult it is, that we cannot resolve by
the prayer of the Holy Rosary.” – Sister
Lucia dos Santos, Fatima seer.

Jobstears on The New
Garabandal: Diabolical
Distraction

I hadn’t heard about the
Garabandal apparitions for
such a long time that I’d
forgotten about them! Thank
you for posting this thread!
That any Catholic would

even consider this apparition to be true
despite the condemnation of the bishops
of the diocese, is very telling. Obedience
is merely an option!

Graeme Taylor on
Aborted Babies Used To
Heat Hospitals
I have read semi recently that Nestle/Kraft
use fetal tissue in their flavour enhancing
tests on products like nescafe instant

coffee.  I wrote to the
companies’ directors to
demand an answer to this
filth; they ran around the
garden with answers along
the lines of they no longer

work with [the company) that used the fetal
tissue] company. It really is demonic.

I used to enjoy boxing and I
know how it feels to set
yourself up for a possible
hiding. The easy bit is to sit at
the ringside and shout
instructions but the hard bit

was to listen to ones who couldn’t punch
their way out of a wet paper bag telling you
where things went wrong. And that was
even after a victory.

Frankier on The Big
Questions BBC TV, Live
From Glasgow …
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What The Papers SayNews Round-Up
Mass Model… Middlesbrough

St Wilfred’s parish church in York  (which
is right beside the minister)  advertises the
Traditional Latin Mass (TLM) as one of
the Sunday Masses.
Two Oratory Fathers took up residence in
the recent past at the request of the
Bishop of Middlesbrough, Bishop Drainey,
who asked that they take over the running
of St. Wilfred's, establish an Oratory there
and provide especially the old Mass.
There are, in fact, sometimes two or three
TLMs every Sunday in parishes in York,
although perhaps best to check with the
Latin Mass Society for details.
In 2009, a married couple - CT readers -
wrote to Bishop Drainey in the wake of
Summorum Pontificum to ask for a TLM
in their parish (after their priest refused).
He replied that he intended to appoint a
priest to “celebrate” the TLM in York.
However, they pointed out that York is
102 miles away from where they live in
Whitby, and pointed out, too, that under
the provisions of Summorum Pontificum,
it wasn’t his job to “appoint” or give
permission to any priest to offer the old
rite Mass. They were also shocked at his
remarks about those who (like
themselves) wish to kneel to receive Holy
Communion, suggesting that they are
attention-seekers (see Issue No. 54, March,
2009, p.3)

Commentators praise the fact that there
are several traditional Masses in the
Diocese of Middlesbrough, but agree that
it is a pity that they are all concentrated in
one place.

Changes Afoot at
Pro Ecclesia et Pontifice

Retired Head Teacher Daphne McLeod
(pictured) is well known for her sterling
work as Chairman of the English-based
Pro Ecclesia et Pontifice (PEEP)
organisation, which, over many years now,
has exposed errors in the religious
education textbooks used in Catholic

schools.  Mrs McLeod
has played a leading
role in promoting
sound catechesis, not
only by exposing
unsuitable textbooks
but also by her
diligent research in
order to unearth and

recommend orthodox replacement
materials.  It is, therefore, with some
sadness that we report her decision to
resign from the office of Chairman. At 86
years of age, however, her friends agree
that she’s more than earned her retirement.
Catholic Truth thanks her for all her hard
work in the cause of promoting authentic
Catholic education, and we wish her well
as she enjoys rather more free time than
she’s been used to, since PEEP was
established in 1981.
Mr Graham Moorhouse replaces Daphne
as Chairman. Explaining his plans for the
future, Mr Moorhouse indicates that PEEP
“is about to embark on its most ambitious
project ever” because while “our core
mission is to campaign for children in
Catholic schools to be properly taught our
glorious faith” due to the crisis in the
Church “this has become an impossible
task”. He adds: “Only four out of every
hundred children leaving Catholic schools
practise their faith into adulthood. We now
have two or three generations utterly
inadequately instructed in our glorious faith.
This is an unmitigated disaster.”
Plans to address this disastrous situation
are afoot, however. The PEEP committee
has set itself the task of producing a
catechesis course for six to thirteen year
olds that can be emailed to children and
their parents weekly. This is a major
commitment which involves writing several
hundred modules, so volunteers are
urgently needed to help with this project.
Volunteers need to be teachers or have
teaching experience, either at primary
school level or as successful home-
educators.  Obviously only volunteers who
accept orthodox Catholic teaching on all
the “hot button” issues of the day will be
accepted.

Anyone who is willing to help, is invited to
ring Patrick Lawler on 01784 558686 or
Email patrick_lawler@hotmail.co.uk

Scottish Independence At All Costs?
Spokesman for the Bishops of Scotland,
Peter Kearney, is on public record with his
plan to vote for Scottish independence in
the forthcoming referendum.
Catholic Truth emailed him on 20/2/14 to
ask if he still held to this position despite
recent shocking developments, namely
the legalisation of same-sex marriage on
4/2/14 by the Scottish Government and
unprecedented  powers, voted into law on
19/2/14 mandating the appointment of a
State guardian for every child in Scotland
up to the age of 18, with authority to
over-rule parents when the State deems
it necessary.
No reply has been received from Mr
Kearney.
Note: we are aware that the question of Scottish
independence is a constitutional question, not an
issue of party politics. However, Catholic Truth
takes the view that rewarding the nationalist
politicians, who have demonstrated their contempt
for God’s law, is troublesome to the Catholic
conscience. The Scottish Government, across the
parties, has dismissed Catholic concerns when
introducing new (and immoral) laws using devolved
powers, and so should not be rewarded with
increased powers, thanks to Catholics who
contribute to securing a “yes” vote.

A Scottish Catholic Church aide has quit his
high-profile job to join his missus in her global
sexy lingerie firm.

Simon Dames, 41, is ditching priests’ frocks for
frilly [underwear] at his wife Nicola’s firm
Vanilla Blush after eight years in the media
spotlight.

As a senior advisor, the dad of two was key in
organising press coverage of the Pope’s visit to
Scotland, the funeral of Celtic legend Jimmy
Johnstone and gave evidence during the trial of
serial killer Peter Tobin.

Simon, from Glasgow, said: “If you had told
me I’d be running an international underwear
and swimwear company with my wife eight
years ago I would have thought you were
slightly insane. I’ve had over eight years with
the Catholic Church in Scotland and I don’t
regret a minute of it. “Now I am in a dream job
where my wife actively encourages me to look
at women’s underwear. In fact, I get a row
for not looking at ladies lingerie.” 1

‘Playing with the wrapping paper’ is the
theme of Mgr Loftus’s annual Catholic Times
article on the Resurrection in which he mocks
the teaching of the Church on the physical
resurrection of Christ. He quotes an “Anglican
theologian” who describes it as “a conjuring
trick with bones”  and claims that the biblical
“wrapping paper” is “an obstacle to adult
appreciation of the true Easter message.”  An
example of this “wrapping paper” is the biblical
testimony of the post-resurrection appearances
of Christ to His disciples before His  Ascension
into Heaven. Mgr Loftus believes, contrary to
the accounts in Sacred Scripture of Christ’s
post-resurrection appearances, that the two
events happened at once, rising and ascending
into Heaven. And in his attempts to convince
readers of his version of the Resurrection, Mgr
Loftus (not for the first time) attacks the
doctrine of the Real Presence of Jesus in the
Eucharist: “Through Faith” he argues “we are
enabled to unwrap the spiritual, non-physical
reality of Christ’s body, blood, soul and divinity
from the appearances of bread and wine at
Mass. But that body (he continues) is Christ’s
glorified body. It is not physical.”2

Mgr Loftus exhibits a particularly venomous
hatred for the Traditional Latin Mass, referring
to those who desire/attend it, as people with
special liturgical needs - an insulting oblique
reference to ‘special educational needs’ to
imply that who desire the old rite Mass are less
intelligent than the rest.3

Frankier, Catholic Truth blogger, points out:
Basil Loftus would be treated like Basil Brush
if he tried the same tricks in the War Cry.  To
which Editor replies: There’s just no answer
to that!

Footnotes:
1 Scottish Catholic church aide quits high-profile job to join
wife's lingerie firm Daily Record, 10/3/14
2 Mgr Loftus: Playing with the wrapping paper, Catholic
Times, 20/4/14 [Ed: this contradicts the Catechism of the
Catholic Church on the Real Presence - # 1374]
3 Mgr Loftus: This is a watershed moment in the Pontificate
of Pope Francis, Scottish Catholic Observer, 13/12/13

mailto:patrick_lawler@hotmail.co.uk 
mailto:patrick_lawler@hotmail.co.uk 
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Cafod & Co.
Head of Charity Commission challenges

excessive salaries…

Leah Harvey
Last issue carried a brief report about a
dossier on CAFOD sent to its ‘chair’, Bishop
Arnold. Below, as promised, some of the
details…
On the Feast of the Immaculate Conception,
8 December, 2013, John Burke  - an English
reader of Catholic Truth - wrote to Bishop
John Arnold,Chairman of CAFOD to
express his concerns about the huge salary
paid to its Director, Chris Bain1. Extracts
from the text of Mr Burke’s letter follow:
My Lord,

You reacted feebly to the accusation of
William Shawcross who, as the Charity
Commission’s head, had challenged on 16
August 2013 the excessive salaries at
charities, including CAFOD, and who was
echoing the same complaint of 2009 from
Rachael Maskell on behalf of Unite, the
trade union, in 2009.  She dubbed them
“City salaries”. You replied that CAFOD’s
day-to-day boss “was worth every penny of
his salary” which, as the eminently qualified
Shawcross  complained, worked out at over
£100,000 per year. [Y]ou feel that you have
thrown out the case, discredited the
complainer, and there is nothing to answer
and no appeal. [Yet] The last head of
Caritas, to which CAFOD is affiliated, was
dismissed by the Vatican for flouting the
Magisterium, and arrogantly retorted that
she was just as much “church” as anyone
else.
CAFOD is a counterpart of, and in league
with, not only Caritas, but also SCIAF in
Scotland and Trócaire in Ireland, and if they
cannot bear good fruit, how can CAFOD?
The patron of SCIAF was none other than
Archbishop O’Brien belatedly exposed for
inebriated and homosexual activity.
The latest complaint against CAFOD is that
aid to Syrian refuges is being diverted to
and/or falling into the hands of Moslems
who murder Christians.
What are the salaries of all the senior
people, including the press team, at
CAFOD? End of extracts from letter.
John Burke’s letter draws the Bishop’s
attention to the fact that “There are frequent
and widespread complaints about CAFOD
on the blogging sites.”  He points out that
one of them quotes cases of CAFOD’s
issuing pro-sodomite information to schools,
and claiming it has a duty to provide such
education! He continues:  “Here are some
extracts from websites such as
thirstygargoyle and lovingit, including news
of a petition from one Stefan Gillies to
yourself to stop CAFOD’s involvement with
agencies for abortion, and another from one
Olga who says the best tactic is to remove
their posters from churches.    [These blogs
are as written = sic]”

Bloggers on CAFOD

Politicians are well capable of seeing that
CAFOD the organisation is foolish enough
to employ somebody they themselves
would not touch with a barge pole.
Cafod are very keen when it comes to
promoting trendy left issues.
Cafod to have Jon Snow (pro-abortion
news reader who once said Pope Benedict
was responsible for millions of deaths in
Africa) to chair their annual Paul VI lecture.
That’s exactly what CAFOD needs,
someone with a record so bad he actually
got thrown out of politics.
You don’t put a repentant alcoholic in
charge of a brewery and you don’t put the
most infamous example of “dirty tricks”
“discraced spin-doctor” in charge of PR at
CAFOD.
Is it development to distribute condoms?
I’ll buy it when I see CAFOD conform   its
approach to the Church’s teaching.
I need convincing that CAFOD is
concerned about Catholicism and not just
left-wing policies.
Many Catholic Aid Agencies, simply put,
are no longer Catholic. These CAFOD
people misused money.
CAFOD and that other non-Christian org
so-called-Christian Aid [are] crooked fund
raisers who CON kind, generous mainly
elderly people into setting up Direct Debits
& Standing Orders which they keep for
years and years.
As a Catholic I will not support CAFOD or
purchase the Guardian at prayer “Tablet”.
Conclusion
Mr Burke highlights the fact that CAFOD
and its counterparts elsewhere are
criticised not just in the secular press, but
also in the Catholic media, including the
Universe and Catholic Herald, but
particularly in such organs as Christian
Order and Catholic Truth Scotland 2 as
well as The Wanderer in the USA.
He concludes: I aver that the only thing to
do is to close CAFOD right down, dismiss
its overpaid staff, and leave each bishop
and each parish to decide its own giving to
[other] charities.

Meanwhile, it is to be trusted that you will
not object to my putting you and any other
cleric to whom this is sent, on notice of
various complaints to the Charities
Commission regarding not only CAFOD
but Westminster and other dioceses for
their involvement in politics, in defiance of
the Second Vatican Council, and generally
anti-Catholic activities. Signed: John Burke

Footnotes:
1 30 charity chiefs paid more than £100,000 - The leaders
of some of the biggest charities risk bringing “the wider
charitable world into disrepute” by taking large pay rises
while donations are falling, according to the regulator.
(Daily Telegraph 6 August, 2013)
http://www.telegraph.co.uk/news/politics/10224104/30-
charity-chiefs-paid-more-than-100000.html
2 Our name is actually ‘Catholic Truth’ - “Scotland” was added, for technical reasons,
to our website address.

Continued on p.21

Bishop Fellay on
The Canonisations

& The Catholic
Conscience

Extracts from Homily, 13/4/14,
edited for reasons of space.

Footnotes in original, excluded here.

If on April 27th John XXIII and John Paul II are
canonized, the act will present a double problem to
the Catholic conscience. Firstly, the problem of the
canonization itself: how can it be possible to offer to
the whole Church as an example of sanctity the
instigator of Vatican Council II and the Pope of Assi-
si and human rights?

But there is also the deeper problem of what will
appear to be an unprecedented
recognition of catholicity: how is it
possible to put the Church’s
stamp of approval and sanctity
on the teachings of such a
Council, which inspired all of
Karol Wojtyla’s action and
whose rotten fruits are the indis-
putable indication of the
Church’s self-destruction? This second problem
offers the solution: the errors contained in the docu-
ments of Vatican Council II and in the reforms that
followed, especially in the liturgical reform, could not
possibly be the work of the Holy Ghost, who is at
once the Spirit of Truth and the Spirit of Holiness.

That is why it seems necessary to us to recall the
principal errors and the fundamental reasons for
which we cannot subscribe to the novelties of the
Council and of the reforms that came of it, any more
than to these canonizations that hope to “canonize”
Vatican II.

For this reason, as we vigorously protest these
canonizations, we wish to denounce the undertak-
ing that has denatured the Church since Vatican
Council II. Here are its principal elements.

I. The Council
"Whereas the Council was prepared itself to be a
shining light in today’s world (if those pre-conciliar
documents in which we find a solemn profession of
safe doctrine with regard to today’s problems, had

http://www.telegraph.co.uk/news/politics/10224104/30-charity-chiefs-paid-more-than-100000.html
http://www.telegraph.co.uk/news/politics/10224104/30-charity-chiefs-paid-more-than-100000.html
http://subscription.theweek.co.uk/see-inside-the-week/?infinity=gaw~Brand%2BUK%2BENG%2BSPART~Buy%20The%20Week%20Magazine%2BBROAD~41552752312~the-week~e&gclid=CKqx0ZfvlL0CFWfLtAod1AsAIg
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Bishop Fellay & Canonisations… Continued from p.20 When Irish Eyes

Are NOT Smiling
The following extracts are from report in
the Irish Central:

A stark warning has been issued by
some of Ireland’s leading voices in the
Catholic church. The message is clear
it’s time to start ordaining married men
before the church is left without priests
to say mass (sic).
The Association of Catholic Priests
(ACP) said the ordination of married men
could be part of the answer to the
massive shortage of priests which is
about to "afflict the church in Ireland".
The International Catholic News Weekly
reported recently that Pope Francis said
married men could be ordained – if
world's bishops agree.
A bishop who met with Pope Francis in
a rare private audience on 4 April has
said in an interview that the two men
discussed the issue of the ordination of
“proven” married men – viri probati – in
a serious and positive way.1 End of
Extract.
The ACP clergy, of course, have no
authority and no right to speak for
anyone; they’re a bunch of dissidents.
And you wonder why Irish eyes are not
remotely smiling?  Still wondering? Try
this…
A recent survey of students in Ireland
revealed that 60% of respondents
considered themselves Catholic; the
second group to top the scale were
Atheists at 20%.
When asked “Do you attend communal
religious ceremonies and functions?” the
highest response was ‘no’ at 61%, and
those who responded ‘yes’ mainly attend
only 1-3 times a year [but] whilst 61.5%
of the Catholic students who were
asked if they take communion said
‘yes’, only 32.2% believe that it’s the
body and blood of Christ [and] only
13.7% follow a religion due to a strong
faith. Here’s a corker, though, given the
emphasis in the past 60 years on earth-
bound Catholicism: when the students
were asked, ‘Do religious beliefs have a
place in society?’ 54% stated that they
do not believe society needs the
influence of religion and 65.6% of the
students who took part on the survey do
not believe that religion makes the world
a better place.2 (Emphases added)

Footnote:
1 Ordain married men or face a ‘Eucharistic Famine’
warn Irish priests, Irish Central, 19/4/14.
2 20% Irish college students atheist, only 37% Catholic,
Irish Central, 22/4/14 (originally published 2013).

been accepted), we can and we must unfortunately
state that, in a more or less general way, when the
Council has introduced innovations, it has unsettled
the certainty of truths taught by the authentic Magis-
terium of the Church as unquestionably belonging to
the treasure of Tradition. […] On all these fundamen-
tal points the traditional doctrine was clear and unan-
imously taught in Catholic universities. Now
numerous texts of the Council on these truths will
henceforward permit doubt to be cast upon them.
[…] Thus driven to this by the facts, we are forced to
conclude that the Council has encouraged, in an
inconceivable manner, the spreading of Liberal
errors.[1]

II. An ecumenical conception of the Church
The expression “subsistit in” (Lumen Gentium, 8)
means that the Church of Christ has in the separate
Christian communities a presence and an action
that are distinct from the Church of Christ’s subsist-
ence in the Catholic Church. Taken in this sense, the
expression denies the strict necessity of identifying
the Church of Christ with the Catholic Church, which
had always been taught, especially by Pius XII, both
in Mystici Corporis[2] and Humani Generis[3]. The
Church of Christ is present and active as such, that
is, as the unique ark of salvation, only where the
Vicar of Christ is present. The Mystical Body of
which he is the visible head is strictly identical to the
Catholic Church.
The same declaration (LG, 8) also recognizes the
presence of “salvific elements” in non-Catholic Chris-
tian communities. The decree on ecumenism goes
even further, adding that “the Spirit of Christ does not
refrain from using these churches and communities
as means of salvation, which derive their efficacy
from the fullness of grace and truth entrusted to the
Catholic Church.” (UR, 3)
Such statements are irreconcilable with the dogma
“No salvation outside of the Church,” which was
reaffirmed by a Letter of the Holy Office on August 8,
1949. A separated community cannot cooperate
with the action of God, since its separation is a resist-
ance to the Holy Ghost. The truths and the sacra-
ments that it may maintain can have good effects
only in opposition to the erroneous principles on
which these communities are founded and which
separate them from the Mystical Body of the Catho-
lic Church, whose visible head is the Vicar of Christ.
The declaration Nostra Aetate ( NA) says that non-
Christian religions “often reflect a ray of that truth
which enlightens all men,” although such men must
find in Christ “the fullness of religious life;” it also “re-
gards with sincere respect those ways of conduct
and of life, those precepts and doctrines.” (NA, 2)
Such a claim must be criticized just as the preceding
one. When coupled with heresy or schism, the sac-
raments, the partial truths of the Faith, and Scripture
are in a state of separation from the Mystical Body.
That is why, even though using such means, the
sect as such cannot be a mediator of grace or con-
tribute towards salvation, for it is deprived of super-
natural grace.  The same must be said for the ways
of thinking, living, and acting that are found in non-
Christian religions.
These texts of the Council already favour the latitudi-
narian conception of the Church condemned by
Pius XI in Mortalium Animos, as well as the religious
indifferentism that was also condemned by all the
Popes from Pius IX to Pius XII.[4] All the initiatives
inspired by ecumenical and inter-religious dialogue,
the most visible example being the Assisi meeting in

1986, are only the practical application, “the visible
illustration, the concrete lesson, a catechesis that
can be understood by all” (John Paul II) of these
conciliar teachings. But they also express the indif-
ferentism denounced by Pius XI, when he re-
proved the hope"that it would one day be possible
to lead the peoples without difficulty, in spite of their
religious differences, to a brotherly agreement on
the profession of certain doctrines considered as a
common basis of the spiritual life. […] Joining in with
the partisans and propagators of such doctrines
means turning completely away from the divinely
revealed religion.[5]

III. A collegial and democratic conception of
the Church
1. After having shaken the Church’s unity of Faith,
the texts of the Council also disturbed the Church’s
unity of government and hierarchical structure. The
expression “subjectum quoque” (LG, 22) means
that the college of bishops united to the Pope as to
their head is also, besides the Pope alone, the ha-
bitual and permanent subject of the supreme and
universal power of jurisdiction in the Church. This is
an open door to a decrease in the Sovereign Pon-
tiff’s power, or even to its being challenged, at the
risk of endangering the unity of the Church. This
idea of a permanent double subject holding prima-
cy is in fact contrary to the Church’s teaching and
practice, especially to the constitution Pastor Aeter-
nus of Vatican I (DS 3055) and Leo XIII’s encyclical
Satis Cognitum. Only the pope holds in a habitual
and constant manner the supreme power, which
he communicates only in special circumstances to
councils, when so doing appears opportune to him.

V. The Protestantization of the Mass
The new rite of the Mass, “represents, both as a
whole and in its details, a striking departure from the
Catholic theology of the Mass as it was formulated
in Session XXIII of the Council of Trent.”[6]
By its omissions and equivocations, the new rite of
Paul VI attenuates the identification of the Mass with
the sacrifice of the Cross to such an extent that the
Mass seems much more a simple memorial than
a sacrifice. This reformed rite also obscures the role
of the priest, putting the accent on the action of the
community of the faithful. It gravely diminishes the
expression of the propitiatory end of the sacrifice of
the Mass, which is expiation and reparation for sin.
These defects forbid us to consider this new rite as
legitimate…
We cannot remain passive; we cannot be accom-
plices to this self-destruction. That is why we invite
you, dear friends and benefactors, to remain firm in
the Faith, not to let yourselves be troubled by these
novelties of one of the most terrible crises that the
Holy Church must undergo.

May the Passion of Our Lord and His Resurrection
comfort us in our fidelity, in our unshakeable love for
God, for Our Lord, true God and true Man, for His
Holy Church, divine and human, in an unfailing
hope…  May the Sorrowful and Immaculate Heart
of Mary deign to protect us all, and may her triumph
soon come!

To read entire homily/letter 82 / check sources, visit
http://sspx.org/en/news-events/news/we-vigorously-

protest-these-canonizations-3956

Winona, Palm Sunday, April 13, 2014
We vigorously protest these canonizations.

http://www.telegraph.co.uk/news/politics/10224104/30-charity-chiefs-paid-more-than-100000.html
http://sspx.org/en/news-events/news/we-vigorously-protest-these-canonizations-3956
http://sspx.org/en/news-events/news/we-vigorously-protest-these-canonizations-3956
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 News From Cyberspace
There are things going on
in the Church and in the
world  that you won’t read
(uncensored, if at all) in the
press. Thanks to the internet, we can
bring you this very disturbing anti-
Catholic report published in Herald
Scotland Online, although not in the
print copy of The Herald newspaper.

Hate Speech At  Herald Scotland

Thinly disguised as a review of a TV
documentary on Pope Francis, Herald
journalist Julie McDowall savaged the
Catholic Church, using her own lapsed
status as the excuse for her falsehoods and
bigotry. Judging by her photo she is
obviously too young to remember anything
of the Church prior to Vatican II which
means that priests who fill our hearts will
fear and invade our homes without
permission are as prevalent today as they
allegedly were before the Council. As I said
in my (unpublished) letter to The Herald
3/4/14, if a journalist  has a personal
interest, and therefore, possible bias in a
subject, it is all the more important to
ensure that the article is factual. That’s
what a good, professional editor would do.
Yet we find Ms McDowall  comparing Pope
Benedict unfavourably to the “twinkly-eyed”
Pope Francis, describing Pope Benedict as
“creased old Ratzinger, his grim
predecessor, who may well have had a
name but is destined to be known as 'the
one who was in the Hitler Youth'”. What a
nasty woman. Nasty.Really nasty.
Catholic children - she insists -  were raised
to be intimidated by “the men in black”…
“…you are made, from the tiny age of
seven, to literally kneel at the feet of [the
man] in a black, buttoned-up dress and tell
[him] how you have sinned How easy can
it be to speak as equals with a man who
has seen you on the floor, your nervous
fingers knotted in plastic rosary beads,
tearful and ashamed as you tell his carpet
that you swore at your mum and shoved
your sister.”

What kind of parents fail to teach their child
that it’s not the priest but God to whom we
are speaking in Confession and that none
of us are ever going to be “equal” to Him…
Mzzz McDowall ought to at least sue her
mammy if not the entire Catholic school
system.
“Before the Reformation, masses (sic) were
all in Latin and the illiterate and the
uneducated mumbled along, chanting and
memorising, without understanding what
they were actually saying. They may as well
have been reciting a spell.” More
ignorance, with bells on.
“That barrier (traditional Latin Mass) has
been dismantled and most of the Mass
these days is delivered in English, so the
unwashed hordes can now understand and

hopefully question the content…”

“Unwashed hordes”? The entire Catholic
faithful?
Some of us submitted letters, not just to
The Herald (which were neither published
or acknowledged) but to the major anti-
sectarian “charities” as well as to the
Scottish Government Minister for
Communities, Roseanna Cunningham,
who is responsible for introducing the
anti-sectarian legislation allegedly aimed at
eradicating anti-Catholic bigotry. Hardly a
roaring success to date, judging from this:
There was true shame in the priest coming
in [to your home], having to step over
wobbly piles of laundry, see no-one had
bothered to open the curtains that day, see
dirty cutlery in the sink, and see we'd had
Chick Sticks for dinner. No Sunday  School
prizes and no “Mother of the Year” Award.
It’s a tough old world… And now this porky:
There was no question of refusing to let him
in; your door had to be opened and the
priest could walk in to 'see how you are',
but it was really just another exercise of
power. This man can enter your house as
he wishes, but you can only enter his at the
appointed hour on Sunday.

Your door “had to be opened”? Says who?
Is this McDowall woman playing with a full
deck? There’s not a shred of evidence for
any of her baloney.
She takes her final whack at Holy Mother
Church as follows: So, against centuries of
the accrual of power and the exercise of
guilt, what hope does a sprightly and
pleasant new Pope have? It'll take more
than a twinkly-eyed Pope to sort that out. I
have no hope for the Catholic Church and
am glad I've scrubbed off their gilt 1

The mention of “gilt” is a corny final
reference to the Church’s “wealth” - I just
didn’t have space to include them all and
“Why doesn’t the Vatican sell off its
treasures” is SUCH a silly sausage of a
chestnut, if you get forgive my mixed
metaphors, that I didn’t include it. She’s
probably young enough - and undoubtedly
ignorant enough - to think that she’s the first
person ever to think up that particular
criticism.
As intimated in the introduction to this
report, The Herald did not publish Julie
McDowall’s anti-Catholic rant in the print
copy of the newspaper, perhaps for fear of
reminding Catholic readers of its notorious
reputation for being anti-Catholic.
However, none of the “Charity” gurus who
are allegedly determined to eradicate
sectarianism from Scotland answered my
emails. Not Dr Duncan Morrow, the “anti-
bigotry Czar” (as, laughably, The Herald
describes him) hired by the Scottish
Government to chair a group set up in 2012
to tackle sectarianism in Scotland,  nor
David Scott, Campaign Director of the
Charity Nil by Mouth (aiming to end the
“cycle of bigotry” according to their

website). As we go to press, Roseanna
Cunningham has acknowledged my email
promising a full response in due course.
Anti-Catholicism is alive and well and set
to thrive in Bonnie Scotland. And the sale
of the soul of the Church to ecumenism
hasn’t changed that - and won’t change it
- one jot. Ecumaniacs take note.

Footnote
1 TV review: Panorama on whether the new Pope can
start a Catholic revolution, Herald Scotland Online,  3/4/14

Mass Abuse in
Glasgow School…

A member of staff in a  Glasgow
secondary Catholic school, emailed me
on 21/3/14 to express concerns about
what had been happening during their
school Mass.
I agreed to write to the Archbishop of
Glasgow, Philip Tartaglia, copying my
email to the priest concerned, but -
needless to say, no reply has been
received from either. That’s the bad
news. The good news is that the priest
has stopped his shenanigans which
included delegating the reading of the
Gospel to a female teacher and everyone
remaining seated throughout Mass –
including the Gospel –  only standing for
the Our Father. The Oratory was packed
with children, so this was a very serious
scandal.  Given the false teaching spread
by dissenters about the place of women
in the Church, pupils were being misled
by seeing women in roles reserved for
the ordained. The agenda at work here
is painfully obvious to anyone of average
intelligence.
Staff - including the Head Teacher – were
also present. One teacher opined that “to
be fair to the Head, I don’t think he
understood what was happening.”  That,
in itself, is highly revealing. That the Head
Teacher of a Catholic secondary school
does not know his way around the ultra-
simple novus ordo Mass sufficiently to
recognise liturgical abuses when he sees
them, does not inspire confidence in
those of us who are conversant with the
aims and objectives, and the very raison
d'être of Catholic education. Not so long
ago, a three-year old boy in South
America  “celebrated” the new Mass word
for word, with every gesture correctly
mimicked, and became an internet
sensation.1 That there are still ordained
priests making it up as they’re going
along, is ridiculous. Maybe they should
ask that little boy for lessons. I’m sure he
offers reasonable rates.

Footnote
1 To view this hilarious video visit
http://www.youtube.com/watch?v=HOoaKNiA0FI

http://www.youtube.com/watch?v=HOoaKNiA0FI 
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Dustin & Justin

 What… I’m supposed to believe all
this stuff about a parishioner
seeing an apparition from
Heaven? And when I ask for proof,
she says: “I did try to take a
photograph.  the spirit was willing
but the flash was weak.”

C’mon… Gimme a break…

Did you hear about the man
who died and before God
would let him into heaven,
He gave him a chance to
come back as anything he
wanted?  The guy said “I
want to come back as
myself, but a million times
smarter.”  So God made him
a woman!

They say it’s easier to get
to Heaven these days, ’cos
God’s not so strict, and
it’s even easier to get
canonised.  All you need to
do is get a crowd of the
lads together at my
funeral and shout “Saint
now!” Over and over.
Could you keep them sober
long enough to do that?

Mum says I’ll be canonised soon
‘cos I am only three and I never
make mistakes saying Mass,
like Father does. Oh and I can
phone people, too...

To see this 3 year old say “Mass”, visit
http://www.youtube.com/watch?v=HOoaKNiA0FI

http://www.youtube.com/watch?v=HOoaKNiA0FI 
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Dear Reader ...
From the editor...

If it is true that Faith cannot contradict Reason,
then the new canonisations - like the new Mass,
new Sacraments, new Rosary, new Canon Law,
new Evangelisation, new-you name it - surely
cannot have the seal of divine approval. Indeed,
the new canonisations may be doubtful for the
following reasons:3

The canonization of saints includes a double
judgment:

1) A speculative judgment, that affirms that
the beatified soul is a saint and in heaven.
2) A practical judgment and precept that
decides that this beatified soul must be honored
(sic) by a cult here below. And let us add that
all the faithful are obliged to believe, without
the slightest doubt, that the canonized person is
a saint and in heaven, and to consider him as
entitled to a public cult.

These two judgments are connected: the
affirmation of sanctity and of heavenly glory
imposes a public cult.

Sanctity and heavenly glory form the
fundamental reason for which the Church
imposes the cult. And this cult comes down to
recognizing that the life of the saint is a sure
example for all the faithful who wish to obtain
their salvation by persevering until the eternal
happiness of heaven. A deceased soul would
thus be susceptible [to] canonization to the
extent that his life was holy and exemplary, or
to be more precise, exemplary because holy to
an eminent degree.

Indeed, sanctity is defined as the habitual
exercise of all the virtues to an heroic degree:
‘What the Church requires of those to whom
she reserves the honors (sic) of canonization is
not only the possession of a virtue, but of all the
virtues without exception. To begin with, the
theological virtues, that have God for their
immediate object, must shine out. And then all
the other intellectual and moral virtues. These
virtues have to have been practiced not in an
ordinary way but heroically’ (Dictionary of
Catholic Theology (D.C.T.), vol. II, 2nd part, col.
1642-1654).

[This] heroism [must] surpass the ordinary way
in which virtuous men, and even Christians in
the state of grace, act. Heroic virtue is
absolutely necessary: it is what gives the life of
the canonized soul the value of an example for
the whole Church.

Before being declared before the whole Church,
this exemplary sanctity of life is verified with
the utmost care: ‘The life of the servant of God
is submitted to the most pitiless scrutiny; and
not only must there be nothing reprehensible,
but there must be heroism at every step.’(D.C.T.
ibidem). The slightest equivocacy, and even a
simple uncertainty, is enough bring the process
to a halt.

What is more, God must make Himself a direct
and privileged witness of this heroism, by His
miracles: two are enough for a formal
canonization, that is, a canonization as the result
of a process. When it is an equipollent

canonization, that is, when the Pope simply
ratifies an already immemorial cult, miracles are
still required, three of them.” 4

Clearly, the standard set for canonisation has
always been high in the Church. Until now.  Of
course, the fact that “heroic virtue” is essential,
doesn’t mean that the candidate didn’t have
faults, or sins. However, as I’m sure we all
know, it takes heroic virtue to overcome our sins
and faults. Canonisation, sadly, is not for the
majority.

I’ve followed the arguments put forward by
those defending these papal canonisations. Even
some who regard themselves as “traditional”
Catholics, who abhor the “reforms” of the past
fifty years, argue that the canonisations merely
recognise the personal holiness of the popes, not
their conduct in the role of Supreme Pontiff. In
one astonishing case, a friend suggested that the
Church merely recognises that the soul is saved,
that the canonised soul might still be in
Purgatory. Neither of these claims makes sense.

Canonising the Council… Continued from p.2

Heroic virtue is absolutely
necessary [for canonisation].
The life of the servant of God is
submitted to the most
pitiless scrutiny; and
not only must
there be nothing
reprehensible, but
there must be
heroism at every step.
The slightest [ambiguity], and
even a simple uncertainty, is
enough bring the process to a
halt.

of the Legionaries of Christ, Father Marcial
Maciel whom he defended against allegations
of paedophilia, drugs and affairs, apparently
refusing to believe any of it, would in normal
times, have been sufficient to bring his cause
for canonisation to an end: “The slightest
equivocacy, and even a simple uncertainty, is
enough bring the process to a halt.”(see
column 1 / footnote 3.)

Here at Catholic Truth, we know that we are
not alone in our concerns about these
improbable canonisations. Other commentators
have expressed “doubt” about them, charged
the Vatican with causing “confusion” by
proposing them.  See article of that title on p.3
Having reflected on all the pertinent issues, and
notwithstanding whatever is praiseworthy in
these two pontiffs, we are in no doubt. We are
not confused. We agree with Professor Mattei
(see p.6). These are political canonisations,
aimed at “canonising” Vatican II by closing
down all criticism of the chaotic state of the
Church today as a result of the ongoing Vatican
II revolution. Won’t work. The fight continues.

We are in absolutely no doubt, and, far from
being confused, we are very clear in our  minds
that by his act in “canonising” these new
“saints” Pope Francis has departed from
Tradition by proposing,  as Catholic saints and
role models, two “ecumenical” popes. There is
a very real  danger that the faithful will be led
further into the errors of ecumenism and inter-
faith activity now that they can point to two
“saints” in support of their departure from
Catholic Tradition which is to refute error and
seek converts to the Church.  These
canonisations cannot, therefore, be infallible.

So, what now? Firstly, we must not be unduly
scandalised by this event. It is merely more
evidence of the worsening and deepening
diabolical crisis in the Church. Secondly, while
we cannot say that the souls of
these popes are not in Heaven, we
should count them among the
souls in Purgatory, in need of our
prayers. Anything less, in the face
of all the available evidence,
represents, we believe, a complete
abandonment of reason, and a manifest lack of
true charity. Our Lady of Fatima, pray for us.

Footnotes:
1 Mark Fellowes: Sister Lucia - Apostle of Mary’s
Immaculate Heart, p.48 & Fatima Center www.fatima.org
2 Pope Francis was named [2013] Person of the Year by
both Time Magazine and The Advocate, an LGBT
magazine
3 What follows is taken from A Brochure on the
Canonization of John Paul II, Dici, Communication Agency
of the Priestly Society of St Pius X
http://www.dici.org/en/news/a-brochure-on-the-
canonization-of-john-paul-ii/
4 End of quotation from A Brochure on the Canonization
of John Paul II, Dici website (see footnote 3)

NO Doubt, NO Confusion…

No Catholic, known to have neglected his basic
duties of state is eligible for canonisation. And
no canonised saint in the entire history of
Christendom is held up for imitation and
veneration just because he saved his soul. The
Feast of All Saints is devoted to remembering
all the un-canonised saints. The canonised are
there as  models, to encourage us to aim for the
heights of holiness.  Nobody is canonised just
because he is saved or in Heaven.

In the case of Pope John XXIII, not only did he
fail to protect the faithful from known public
dissenters, he actually brought them in from the
cold: infamously, he rehabilitated theologians -
notably Hans Kung who does not believe in
papal infallibility - appointing them as experts
(peritus) to advise during the Second Vatican
Council.

“Good Pope John”, then, renowned for his visits
to hospitals, prisons, and his ecumenical focus,
was certainly a good humanist but he was not,
by any objective standard, a good pontiff. As
for Pope John Paul II, his scandalous inter-
religious involvement, e.g. the Assisi event, (see
p.5) his widely publicised kissing the Koran,
and receiving a blessing from a Hindu priestess,
suggests the absence of the basic theological
virtue - Catholic Faith, let alone evidence that
he practised this key virtue to an heroic degree.
Similarly, his support for the notorious founder

http://www.fatima.org
http://www.dici.org/en/news/a-brochure-on-the-canonization-of-john-paul-ii/
http://www.dici.org/en/news/a-brochure-on-the-canonization-of-john-paul-ii/

