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Glasgow: Senior Priest & Housekeeper
Order Woman To Leave Midnight Mass
Suspects her of revealing his domestic arrangements to Catholic Truth

A woman preparing for Midnight Mass in the parish
of the Sacred Heart in Bridgeton, Glasgow, on
Christmas Eve was shocked when the priest and
his housekeeper angrily approached her in the pew,
and ordered her to leave the church.
The housekeeper (Irene) called her “Satan” and
instructed her to “leave right now”, under threat of
police being called, while the parish priest, Mgr Paul
Conroy, also Vicar General in the Archdiocese,
leaned down to speak to her face (closely) to face,
and repeated his housekeeper’s order to leave the
church, saying: “You need to leave, right now.” The
lady told him she was only there for Mass and he
repeatedly said: “You need to leave, right now.”
Irene added: “If you don't leave I'm calling the
police”. The woman, shaken, told her to call the
police because she had done nothing wrong, at
which they both stormed away. Five minutes later
Mgr Conroy began Mass.
When ordered to leave, the woman, - a former
housekeeper in the parish - asked “why?”  The
priest, Mgr Paul Conroy, replied: “You don’t know
what you have done?”  Woman: “no” -  then Irene
said: “She knows what she’s done.”
Since I had been in email contact with Mgr Conroy
in the weeks prior to Christmas, I think it’s a safe
bet that he suspects this lady of being one of the
(several) sources who responded to Catholic Truth
questions about his domestic arrangements. And,
since Mgr Conroy is widely tipped for episcopal
office - his name is always given as a possible future
bishop when the subject arises in Church and media

circles - I think he possibly meant that what the
sources of our report on page 3 have done is scupper
his chances of ever getting his head under that mitre.
Ironically, having rejected my request for a short
meeting about the situation, telling me to instruct any
concerned parishioners to contact him themselves,
shaken at being asked to leave Mass, the woman
told Catholic Truth: “For all the Monsignor knew I
could have been there, wanting to speak to him after
the Christmas Mass, regarding this situation being
published - even stop it being published. He was the
one who said for the concerned parishioners to come
and speak to him rather than him speaking to you.
Some three years or so ago, Catholic Truth heard of
concerns when the new priest appointed to Sacred
Heart moved into the presbytery with his
housekeeper, Irene McIntosh, a divorcée with grown
up children who live in Ireland but stay over at the
presbytery on their regular visits to Scotland. This
woman – parishioners claimed – acts more like the
lady of the house than the priest’s housekeeper.
Now, we know that priests’ housekeepers, like
doctors’ receptionists, can, indeed, get above
themselves, so we didn’t pay too much attention to
that particular perception.  Perhaps in order to allay
fears of a possible scandal, the then new
housekeeper  informed some locals that Archbishop
Tartaglia knew about “the situation”. Well, I can
vouch for that - he sure isn’t bothered by anything
going on at Sacred Heart as I discovered when, in a
letter dated 19/12/16, he replied dismissively to mine
of 3/12/16 where I’d set out, in detail, some of the
evidence brought to us.
For, having been approached again recently about

the same “situation”, this time by a different source,
we decided to look into the matter, and, first stop,
we met with a number of those concerned who,
between them, painted a very worrying picture of
life inside the presbytery at Sacred Heart. As well
as the testimony of eye-witnesses to the comings
and goings in the priest’s house, we were shown
photographs which confirmed that Mgr Conroy has
a particularly close familial relationship with his
live-in housekeeper, her grown up children and
toddler granddaughter. Our sources had initially
intended to take this information to a tabloid
newspaper, but were persuaded to try, first, to have
the situation resolved via Catholic Truth, in the
hope of containing the scandal within the Church,
in the Gospel spirit of Matthew 18:15: “If thy brother
offend against thee, go and rebuke him privately…if
he will not not hear thee, take with thee more…and
if he will not hear them, tell the church…”  We’ve
tried to meet with the priest and been refused.
We’ve written to the Archbishop without being
taken seriously, so now we “tell the church.”
Déjà vu, we are reminded  of our many approaches
to Cardinal O’Brien about his various dissenting
priests (we’d even hinted that perhaps he was
being blackmailed by them, to explain his public
support for their shocking activities) and again
when we warned the then Archbishop (Conti) of
Glasgow, that a scandal was brewing at St
Patrick’s, Anderston. In both cases, we were
proved, spectacularly, to be right. Tragic, though,
that it took the resignation, in disgrace, of Cardinal
O’Brien and the murder of a young Polish girl
respectively to prove it.
Thus, Archbishop Tartaglia’s response to my letter
was a game-changer; his letter - and the treatment
meted out to the lady on Christmas Eve - opens a
can of worms.  In my letter to the Archbishop, I’d
focused only on the danger of the “appearance of
scandal”, not suggesting anything more serious.
That was then. This is now.  Breaking News:  the
jury is still out on what, exactly, is going on at
Sacred Heart.

Continued on p.3…

Peace on earth!

● Housekeeper: You leave right now…Satan!
Or police will be called

● Priest: You should leave

● Woman: Why?

Editor
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Can Bishops Be Demoted?
More and more, as the clerical scandals
multiply and bishops are either perceived as
being no better than badly behaved priests, or
negligent in dealing with scandals,  readers ask
if bishops can be “demoted”. Well, the term is
actually “degraded” -  But, yes…
A canonical penalty by which an ecclesiastic is
entirely and perpetually deprived of all office,
benefice, dignity, and power conferred on him by
ordination; and by a special ceremony is reduced to
the state of a layman, losing the privileges of the
clerical state and being given over to the secular
arm.
Degradation, however, cannot deprive an
ecclesiastic of the character conferred in ordination,
nor does it dispense him from the law of celibacy
and the recitation of the Breviary. Degradation is
twofold: verbal, i.e. the mere sentence of
degradation; and real or actual, i.e. the execution of
that sentence. They are not two distinct penalties,
but parts of the same canonical punishment.
Degradation is a perpetual punishment, and the
clergyman so punished has never any right to
release from it….it is only a consecrated bishop who
can inflict actual degradation, and only the Holy See
which can reinstate ecclesiastics actually degraded.
Solemn degradation owes its origin to the military
practice of thus expelling soldiers from the army; the
Church adopted this institution in order to remove
grievously delinquent clerics from the ecclesiastical
order. The first mention of clerical degradation is
found in the eighty-third Novel of Justinian;
subsequently it was adopted with its external
solemnities by early medieval councils as a
repressive measure against heretics...

Degradation cannot be inflicted except for crimes
clearly designated in the law, or for any other
enormous crime when deposition and
excommunication have been applied in vain, and the
culprit has proved incorrigible. According to the
Council of Trent (Sess. XIII, c. iv, De ref.), a bishop,
when inflicting degradation on a priest, must have
with him six mitred abbots as associate judges, and
three such prelates for the degradation of a deacon
or sub-deacon. If abbots cannot be had, a like
number of church dignitaries of mature age, and
skilled in canon law, may take their place. All these
must give their vote, which is decisive, and must be
unanimous for the imposition of so grave a penalty.
The ceremony of actual degradation consists chiefly
in bringing before the ecclesiastical superior the
culprit vested in the robes corresponding to his order;
in gradually divesting him of his sacred vestments,
beginning with the last he received at his ordination;
finally, in surrendering him to the lay judge (who must
always be present) with a plea for lenient treatment
and avoidance of bloodshed. The words pronounced
by the ecclesiastical superior during the ceremony,
also other rubrical details, are laid down by Boniface
VIII (c. Degradatio, ii, de poenis, in VI) and by the
Roman Pontifical (pt. III, c.vii).
Degradation is now rarely, if ever, inflicted; dismissal,
with perpetual deprivation, takes its place.

If the degradandus (the person to be degraded) is
an archbishop, the degradator (the Pope or a papal
substitute) removes the man’s pallium, saying: “we
deprive you of all the rights and privileges of the
pontifical dignity, of which this pallium is a symbol,
because you have abused them.”
Next, whether the degradandus is archbishop or
mere bishop, the degradator removes the man’s
mitre saying: “the mitre, emblem of the pontifical
dignity, is hereby removed from your head, because
your evil administration has disgraced it.”
Next, one of the assistants gives the degradandus
the book of the Gospel, which the degradator pulls
from the man’s hands saying: “give the Gospel back,
because, despising God’s grace, you made yourself
unworthy of the preaching office, of which you are
herewith properly deprived.”
Next, the degradator removes the degradanus’ ring,
saying: “it is proper for us to pull off this ring, the sign
of faithfulness, because you have shamelessly raped
God’s very own bride, His Church.”
Next, one of the assistants gives the degradandus
a crosier, which the degradator takes from the man’s
hand, saying: “we take from you the shepherd’s staff,
to indicate that you no longer have any claim to the
pastoral office you have mismanaged.”
Next, the assistants take off the degradandus’
gloves, after which the degradator lightly scrapes the
man’s thumbs and hands with a little knife or a piece
of glass, saying: “to the full extent of our powers, we
herewith deprive you of the power to spiritually bless
and mystically anoint, and hereby remove you from
any office to which this power is attached.”
Next, with the same knife or glass, the degradator
lightly scrapes the degradandus’ head, saying: “we
herewith completely erase the consecration, the
blessing and the anointing previously bestowed upon
you, and we herewith expel you from the pontifical
order for which you proved yourself unfit.”
Next the assistant remove the degradandus’
shoes.
Thus ends the ceremony according to the 1752
Pontificale Romanum, published in the
November, 2005 edition of Christian Order.

Cartoon by Frozart

(From the Catholic Encyclopaedia Online
http://www.newadvent.org/cathen/04677c.htm )

Ceremony of Degradation

http://www.newadvent.org/cathen/04677c.htm
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So what is it that is causing concern at Sacred Heart?
Well, putting together what has been witnessed by
workers and visitors to the house with photographs
passed to Catholic Truth, there are indicators that
the priest appears to be living a normal family life in
his presbytery, where the live-in  housekeeper - Irene
McIntosh - seems to be busy about the Father’s
business, so to speak - which appears to involve just
about everything except housework. On arrival,
despite the fact that the housekeeper then in post
had cleaned the house from top to bottom in
preparation for the new priest, a firm of contract
cleaners were brought in to do the job again. The
Parish Priest, Monsignor Paul Conroy, is also the
Vicar General1 - which makes him second in
ecclesiastical importance only to the Archbishop;
he’s the archbishop’s “right hand man” so to speak,
so a strong case may be made for him to avoid even
the slightest appearance of scandal. Given the
Archbishop’s reply to my letter setting out much of
what is contained in this article, however, he doesn’t
seem to agree. See column 3.
Initially, Irene was to be the “head housekeeper” with
the in-post housekeeper - whom we’ll call ‘T’2 -  kept
on as “admin.” It was when T was working on admin
that, she said: “Irene & I had a disagreement
regarding the previous priest (whom she did not even
know). Monsignor was away that week and sacked
me when he returned on the following Sunday,  while
I was counting the collections which I have done for
12 years.”
When ending her employment, Monsignor told T:
“I’ll understand if you don’t want to come back to the
church.” Since her family has lived in the parish for
many years and there is a natural emotional
attachment to it, T was shocked and refused to stay
away from Mass.  Pastoral care? Tell me about it.
Prior to her sacking, T had been told by the
Monsignor that he was going to a meeting of the
Bishops’ Conference in Spain and that Irene would
be going with him. Since he had a PA in the
archdiocesan offices in Clyde Street, this struck T as
being surprising. Then, too, the Monsignor’s Twitter
feed on the meeting From Galway to Vladivostok:
CCEE General Secretaries Edinburgh meeting 2012,
includes a photo of himself and Irene enjoying a
snack, captioned “a working break” 3

Inevitably, the question arises: who is paying for
Irene’s travel and accommodation on these trips?  A
cynic might add the observation that perhaps the
(unlikely to be cheap) contract cleaners would not
be required, were Irene to stick to her day job and
clean house.  As well as accompanying Monsignor
on trips, Irene is also named on the parish website
as one of the people to contact with concerns about
“safeguarding” (of children and vulnerable adults).
So, Ms McIntosh is clearly a leading lady at Sacred
Heart, one way or another.
The regular comings and goings at the presbytery of
the housekeeper’s daughters and friends, including
one daughter who stayed over with her boyfriend and
their baby, now a toddler, has raised eyebrows.
Again, aware parishioners are asking who is paying
for these regular visitors to the presbytery?  It was
pointed out to us that frequent requests for a ramp
to be installed at the church to facilitate disabled
access has been refused, while the new priest has
had a roller door and electric gates fitted to the
garage. So much for  “safeguarding” the vulnerable.

People working in the house who had cause to go
upstairs soon after the new priest and housekeeper
moved in, expressed surprise at seeing a baby’s cot
in one of the rooms (which the previous priest had
converted into a small oratory, housing the Blessed
Sacrament - apparently it was now in use as a guest
room.)  T was instructed by Irene not to go upstairs
under any circumstances, and in time, a door was
hung at the top of the stairs to prevent access.
A detail, which, in these lax days may not strike some
readers as important, strikes me as one of the most
telling of all the information passed to us about this
scandalous situation, because it goes to the very
heart of whether we are dealing with the appearance
of scandal or something more: a gift card  attached
to the Christmas gift given by Irene to the contract
cleaners was signed “From Paul & Irene.”

Glasgow: Senior Priest & Housekeeper Order Woman To Leave Midnight Mass
Suspects her of revealing his domestic arrangements to Catholic Truth… Continued from p.1.

We should even go beyond
doing what is required in
order to avoid scandal.
                 (Saint Basil)

The housekeeper’s toddler granddaugher ran over
to Monsignor, calling him “Papa” and held onto his
leg throughout his speech at a social event held at
the back of the church, where alcohol was served.
Parishioners were heard commenting on this,
concluding that they were afraid to say anything “in
case they close the church.” Photos show that there
was no dividing partition between the party area and
the main body of the church. This is reminiscent of
the situation at St Patrick’s, where the then Parish
Priest, Fr Gerry Nugent, now deceased,  had placed
sofas and refreshments at the back of his church,
where various people, including transients, gathered
to eat, drink and be merry. The merriment at St
Patrick’s only ended when a Polish female student
living in the house  was murdered by a handyman-
cum-serial killer, unwittingly employed by the priest.
Opening Catholic presbyteries to friends and
acquaintances of the priest is really not a good idea.
Whether long-standing friends, as is clearly the case
at Sacred Heart, or various waifs and strays as was
the custom at St Patrick’s, bishops should be closely
monitoring the comings and goings in diocesan
presbyteries, in compliance with Canon Law # 277,
in order to avoid the appearance of scandal.
Catholic Truth has been shown many photos, taken
in the house at Sacred Heart, in Irene’s home in
Ireland, and on various family outings, as well as
“some inappropriate family photos” with Monsignor
present, which suggest that Monsignor Conroy is
particularly close to this housekeeper and her family.
One person told us that she would never go to
Monsignor for Confession because “he tells Irene
everything.”  Irene had divulged, to a number of
church workers, details about a Glasgow priest who
had been sent on leave of absence to a clinic
overseas following some difficulty in his priesthood
- information that she could only have obtained from
Mgr Conroy. Although we must emphasise that this
would have been knowledge he obtained outside
the confessional, it was, nevertheless, confidential
information which he had no right to share with Irene
or anyone else.
In an attempt to put our readers’ concerns to Mgr

Conroy personally, I emailed to ask for a private
meeting with him. He refused, suggesting that I
instruct the concerned parishioners to approach him
personally. We always do this at the outset, anyway,
but when we relayed the Monsignor’s message they
refused his offer:“One or two of the parishioners feel
that he didn't show any concern before so why would
he be concerned now.” And, sadly, his very unkind
treatment of T at Midnight Mass appears to justify
their refusal.
We had persuaded the concerned parishioners to
keep the matter within the Church in the hope of a
satisfactory resolution, with a promise of publicity if
our overtures to the priest and, if necessary, the
Archbishop failed.  Our overtures failed.
Below, the text of Archbishop Tartaglia’s short,
dismissive, game-changing, letter to me, with
editorial comment throughout...

Footnotes:
1 Vicar General - The highest official of a diocese after the
ordinary. He is a cleric legitimately deputed to exercise
generally the episcopal jurisdiction in the name of the bishop,
so that his acts are reputed the acts of the bishop himself.
(Catholic Encyclopaedia Online).
2 Please note that T is willing to be named and that was our
original intention. However, as a result of the disgraceful and
diabolical way she was treated at Midnight Mass, and given
that family members still reside in the parish, we now feel
the need to protect her identity.
3 https://twitter.com/PaulBcos

Dear [Editor],        19th December, 2016.

I received your letter of 3rd December, 2016. I
immediately gave it to Mgr Paul Conroy and
invited him to comment. Today he presented me
with a very detailed response.
Ed: interesting. I wonder why he refused to meet with
me (and a colleague) in order to find a way of avoiding
having to trouble you at all?

I am sure you agree that it would not be proper to
pass his response on to you since you are a third
party in this matter.
Ed: with all due respect, I don’t agree at all. I am not a
“third party”, I am a scandalised Catholic with a right to
expect priests to live in a manner consistent with their
promise of celibacy, avoiding all hint of scandal. None
of us, surely, considered ourselves a “third party” when
the scandal broke of Cardinal O’Brien’s double-life, or
of the many scandalous occurrences at St Patrick’s,
Anderston, culminating in the murder of the Polish
student. Nor do we ever think of ourselves as “third
parties” when we read of the shocking child abuse
scandals across the world. We are Catholics, not “third
parties.”

But if any of the persons who reported to you that
there is an “appearance of scandal” in the
domestic arrangements at Sacred Heart Parish
wish to make the allegation in person, then I can
assure you that I have the means to put their
minds at rest.
Yours sincerely, +Philip Tartaglia,
Archbishop of Glasgow.
Ed: Seems odd. If there really is an innocent explanation
for “the situation” at Sacred Heart, why not do your duty
and end the appearance of scandal for us all? Is this the
kind of obstruction of which victims of child abuse
complain? In any case, one of those concerned who
contacted us, will take up your offer to write to you and
we, in turn, will report back to put our scandalised
readers’ minds at rest in our next newsletter.

For more commentary, see p.16

https://twitter.com/PaulBcos
https://twitter.com/PaulBcos
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Scotland
Pick ‘N Mix

Scandals
Staff Reporter

A priest from Motherwell who’s at the
centre of a row over a book alleging sexual
misconduct has quit his parish role.

Fr Matthew Despard (pictured) was accused by
Bishop Joseph Toal of “causing considerable
scandal” with his publication and offending many
parishioners who could no longer attend Mass
because of him.
However, a support group set up for the priest
branded the bishop’s comments “disgraceful” and
claimed attendance at St John Ogilvie in Blantyre has
fallen because of the way the Bishop of Motherwell
has treated him.
Fr Despard had been suspended from his duties for
three years after publishing
Priesthood in Crisis. Last year
the diocese won a court battle
to have him evicted from the
parish house and last month it
emerged his elderly parents
could lose their Motherwell
home, which is in Fr Despard’s
name, in legal action aimed at
recovering costs from him.
Bishop Toal asked Fr Despard
to resign, saying there were “grave issues” about his
behaviour even before the book’s publication. The
bishop wrote: “It appears throughout your time as
parish priest you seem to have spoken to or clashed
with parishioners in a manner that caused them to
leave the parish deeply distressed and offended by
the way they had been treated.” Bishop Toal said the
situation had been “tremendously exacerbated” by
what Fr Despard had written in the book. He added
that statements by parishioners and Fr Brian Lamb,
of neighbouring St Joseph’s, “show that those
offended by you find it very difficult to hold you in any
esteem as their parish priest”.
It’s understood Fr Despard resigned rather than risk
being removed from the priesthood completely.
A spokesman for his support group disputed the
bishop’s findings, saying: “The Saturday night service
at St John Ogilvie was always attended by 200-300
people. Now there are 50 or fewer. That certainly
does not suggest that Fr Despard was not respected
as a priest or a person.” Motherwell Times, 13/12/16
Editor: there is no mention anywhere, in any
newspaper reports about Fr Despard, as to whether
a thorough investigation has been conducted, in order
to probe Fr Despard’s claims about the extent of
homosexuality within the Diocese so I emailed an
enquiry on the subject. Here’s an extract from the

From Motherwell Times, 13/12/16

Chancellor’s reply, which neatly avoids answering the
key question about investigating Fr Despard’s claims:
“Fr Despard accepted Bishop Toal’s request to resign
as PP of St John Ogilvie’s and Bishop Toal thanked
him for doing so…Since the canonical penal case is
still on-going, Bishop Toal will not make any further
comment on the case at this time.” (Email dated
23/12/16).
When another Motherwell priest, Fr John Breslin,
publicly “outed” himself as a homosexual to his
parishioners, he was not banished. As reported in our
newsletter, March 2008, Fr Breslin, helped launch the
Paedophile Information Exchange (P.I.E.) and
continued to be associated with groups like the 'Gay
Christian Movement' and 'Quest'. He claimed that one
in seven priests are homosexual, and he set up a 'gay
clergy help group' called 'The Scottish Clergy
Consultation Group' (Catholic Times 23/2/03) He
even spoke at an event to 'celebrate homosexuality'
at Southwark's Anglican Cathedral. Retired now, Fr
Breslin continues to work in parishes in the
Motherwell Diocese as a supply priest.
Paedophile Information Exchange? You kidding me?
Fr Breslin’s pro-’gay’ activism puts Fr Despard’s book
into the category of a mere peccadillo.
The questions raised by Fr Despard’s book have still
not been answered, and that is simply not good
enough.

Whether or not a Scots priest is
disciplined for causing scandal seems
to depend entirely on whether or not
he is popular with his parishioners,
bishop or, possibly, both. Below, some
examples…

From Daily Record, 17/12/14
Forth 2 radio presenter priest under inves-
tigation after two women accuse him of lewd
behaviour

A PRIEST who once worked as a radio agony uncle
is under investigation after two women accused him
of lewd behaviour.
Father Andy Monaghan, 72, was banned from his
Midlothian parish by the Archdiocese of St Andrews
and Edinburgh while the historic claims - which date
back more than 36 years - are investigated.
Police were alerted after the women complained
that the former radio presenter behaved inappropri-
ately towards them when they were young adults.
Prosecutors are now considering whether he should
face charges.
A Crown Office spokesman said: “The procurator
fiscal received a report relating to incidents involv-
ing a 72-year-old man said to have occurred in
Edinburgh and Falkirk between October 1978 and
December 1983.
Monaghan was suspended by the church when the
complaints were made in 2011…
Monaghan was an agony uncle on Forth 2's late
night Open Line which ran for 30 years until it was
axed in 2009. He was famed for telling listeners to
call him “Andy”, and controversially gave advice on
contraception and abortion.
Traditional Catholic priests launched a campaign to
have him taken off the air in 2000, accusing him of
“evil work”.
[Ed:  “Traditional Catholic priests?” If only! This is a
reference to early Catholic Truth reports on the
counter-witness work of Father - Call me Andy -
Monaghan, later rewarded for his truly evil work by
Cardinal O’Brien: the Very Rev. Andrew Canon
Monaghan is still listed on the archdiocesan website
as an Honorary  Canon.]
Father Monaghan said at the time that he was

"saddened" by the campaign, and he was given the
backing of senior figures in the Church, including
disgraced Cardinal Keith O'Brien and Monsignor
Tom Connelly, the then spokesman for the Catholic
Church in Scotland…
Police Scotland confirmed officers have concluded
their investigation and the matter is now in the hands
of the procurator fiscal.
Editor: I emailed the Crown Prosecution Service for
an update on the situation regarding Canon Mona-
ghan and was informed that the position remains as
follows: “The Procurator Fiscal received a report
relating to incidents involving a 72-year-old man
said to have occurred in Edinburgh and Falkirk
between October 1978 and December 1983.
“There are currently no proceedings but the Crown
reserves the right to raise proceedings should further
evidence become available.” (Email 28/12/16)

Our “campaign”  i.e. our reports - published over a
number of years asking Cardinal O’Brien do his duty
and remove Father Call me Andy Monaghan from the
airwaves - failed. It seems that it’s only when the
secular media and/or the police become involved, that
the bishops act. We remind ourselves, however, that
when these times of crisis in the Church come to be
written up, it will be clear that the minority of Scots
adhering to the “old Faith” did attempt to end the long
running scandal of a Catholic priest dishing out evil
advice on radio -  tolerating even depravities such as
Robert’s engagement in bestiality and Karen’s
business of providing“three-in-a-bed”sessions for
both men and women.  Unlike the treatment meted
out to Fr Despard, however, until the allegations of
abuse which resulted in a criminal investigation,
Father Call me Andy Monaghan enjoyed the full,
public support of his Ordinary - the soon to be
disgraced himself - Cardinal Keith Patrick O’Brien.

From Evening Times, 18/7/07
A GLASGOW priest has resigned from his post
following allegations of a sex incident. Father Jim
Lawlor, 44, of Our Lady and St George Church,
Penilee, has now been reported to the procurator
fiscal following the alleged incident on Friday, July
6.  No one else is believed to have been involved.
Editor: as it turned out, Fr Lawlor was soon back in
harness, appointed to work in a parish and addressing
audiences all over the archdiocese. Again, this stands
in stark contrast to the treatment meted out to Fr
Despard.  Here’s what “Spero”, one of our bloggers,
had to say on the subject when we discussed it on
the Catholic Truth site:
I have read Fr Despard’s book and therefore, though
not a parishioner, I do feel entitled to comment upon
the general principle that certain priests would seem
to be dealt with quite severely, while others who have
blatantly flaunted their disobedience to the teaching
of the Church, are cajoled, protected or moved on.
Since the latter have been known to be involved in
either one -off scandals, or been part of an immoral
lifestyle, it really seems very unfair that Fr Despard
should be treated so harshly. Yes, it is debatable if
he had the best interests of the Church at heart but
many people have been driven in desperation to act
in ways deemed “unwise” out of sheer desperation,
and after years of asking for justice to be seen to be
done; not even just “done” but be seen to be done.
Forgiveness is wonderful and fine but with it there
must be justice….How is Fr Despard the only one
called to book?
That’s what we’d all like to know.



Catholic Truth… Keeping the Faith, Telling the Truth - a bi-monthly newsletter for informed Catholics 5

Brexit
Hypocrisy

Martin Blackshaw

Dear Sir,
It was very interesting listening to the new SNP
deputy leader, Angus Robertson, speaking on
STV’s Scotland Tonight programme about Brexit
and a second Scottish independence referendum.
The misinformation and hypocrisy emanating from
the man were just astounding.
Like Nicola Sturgeon, he commenced with the old
chestnuts that 62 per cent of Scots voted to Remain
in the EU and that the people of Scotland are there-
fore entitled to their democratic right to a second
independence referendum in the event of a “hard
Brexit”.
In fact, that 62 per cent he speaks of was 62 per
cent of the 2.68 million who actually voted, not 62
per cent of the 3.98 million Scots who were eligible
to vote.
In reality, then, only 1.66 million of almost four
million Scots voted to Remain in the EU while just
over one million voted to Leave and 1.3 million (33
per cent of the population) didn’t bother to vote at all.
This significantly alters the intensity of what the SNP
calls “the voice of the Scottish people”.
As for the “democratic right to a second independ-
ence referendum”, the SNP is still furious with David
Cameron for granting the people of Britain a demo-
cratic vote on the EU, a right that they and others
resolutely declare should have been denied us. Yet

now they demand the right to a
second referendum on independ-

ence, having already been accord-
ed that privilege just two years ago.

What about “the voice of the Scottish
people” in 2014, a voice that said NO
in proportionally greater numbers to

separation from the UK?
So here’s where we actually stand on true democra-
cy. By the democratic voice of the Scottish people
we remain part of the UK, and by the democratic
voice of the British people we are leaving the EU.
Attempts to undermine this free and unanimous
choice of the people with nationalist propaganda is
not democracy, it’s a form of anarchy.
Furthermore, if David Cameron, then Prime Minister
of the fifth largest economy in the world, could not

As the SNP Government
continues to tell the world that
Scotland voted overwhelmingly
to remain in the EU, we thought
it worth publishing a letter
giving the facts from Catholic
Truth columnist and blogger,
Martin Blackshaw, published  in
The Scotsman Newspaper on
17/10/16, and which formed the
focus of a very lively discussion
on our blog at the time…

persuade the unelected bureaucrats who run the
EU to grant a few urgent constitutional concessions
to the UK, then what chance does Nicola Sturgeon
think she has persuading them to act in Scotland’s
interests?
Like the old Supreme Soviet of the Cold War era
Brussels has become the centralised government of
Europe. Its apparatus exists to gradually eradicate
national identity and sovereignty from individual
member states, primarily by the bait of the single
market, and bring all under the control of unsympa-
thetic and untouchable foreign dictators. Our mili-
tary personnel fought and died in two great wars to
preserve us from just such a fate.
Woe betide us, then, if we sever the bonds of a
300-year successful union with the rest of Britain in
order to shackle ourselves to a centralised govern-
ment in Europe. It would be the equivalent of selling
ourselves into slavery.

Amoris Laetitia
Law Vs Love

Editor

In reality, only 1.66 million
of almost four million Scots
voted to Remain in the EU
while just over one million

voted to Leave and 1.3
million (33 per cent of the

population) didn’t bother to
vote at all.

This significantly alters the
intensity of what the SNP

calls “the voice of the
Scottish people”.

Day in and day out, across the internet we read
evidence of the confusion caused by the Apostolic
Exhortation Amoris Laetitia (AL) - The Joy of Love -
in which priests are encouraged to take, case by
case, the situations of Catholics in irregular unions -
for example the divorced and “remarried” - with a
view to allowing them to receive Holy Communion.
See Turning Point in Church History: Is Pope Francis
Espousing Heresy? p. 6 for more on this.
To justify defying the Commandment prohibiting
adultery, the proponents of AL twist just about every
Gospel account of Jesus with repentant sinners, to
omit the “repentant” bit.  Over and over again, we
have Pope Francis insisting that Jesus wants “mercy”
which is now taken to mean “licence” - live as you
choose, God loves you just the same. Which, of
course, is true, but until we love HIM as we must, we
cannot attain Heaven - we have Our Lord’s own
words on the subject: “If you love Me, you will keep
my commandments” .
Pope Francis is presenting a false dichotomy to the
world and the Church when he sets the Law of God
against the Love of God. It is because He loves us,
and knows what is best for us, physically,
psychologically, spiritually and morally, that God has

given us The Law. Just as  “love and marriage” go
together, in the words of the popular song, so do
“God’s Law and His Love”.
Thus, it is shocking to witness a small group of
cardinals being so badly treated by both Pope and
their peers, for simply asking for clarification on AL.
A “dubium” is a “doubt” (plural “dubia”) and it has
always been the custom for Catholics to be
permitted, and certainly prelates, to submit dubia to
Rome in order to settle a serious question of doubt.
I submitted one myself, way back in 2013, asking if
the prohibition on “manifest public sinners” receiving
Holy Communion, Canon Law # 915, was applicable
to cohabiting couples.  I have never received any
reply. So, as a mere nobody who feels irritated at my
important question being ignored, I well understand
the puzzlement of Cardinal Burke and the other
signatories of the dubia letter seeking clarification on
AL - a document which, it is no exaggeration to say,
arrogantly rides roughshod over Christ’s own clear
warning that anyone who divorces a spouse and
“marries” another, commits adultery.
Interviewed on EWTN, 16/12/16. Cardinal Burke was
very outspoken indeed on the subject of the dubia
and the hostile response from Pope Francis and
other cardinals - extracts follow:
[Cardinal Burke] said the cardinals are not creating
division, but "address[ing]" existing division within
the Church. He also insists that he will "never" be
part of a schism for defending the Catholic faith, and
that attacks on marriage destabilize the Church and
society.
The Cardinal directly responded to the claims that
close papal collaborator Fr Anthony Spadaro and
Cardinal Christoph Schönborn have made
about Amoris Laetitia. In particular, he addressed Fr
Spadaro's claim that Pope Francis already answered
the dubia of four cardinals by approving guidelines
issued by the bishops of Buenos Aires allowing
Communion for the divorced and remarried. Cardinal
Burke also responded to Pope Francis saying people
who are overly "rigid" about defending doctrine suffer
from a kind of "condition" saying the dubia were
submitted in a spirit of serenity. Responding to Fr
Spadaro's claim that the four cardinals are trying to
"ramp up" division and tension in the Church,
Cardinal Burke said: "In fact, we’re trying to address
the division which is already very much ramped up,
to use his phrase… Only when these questions,
which we have raised according to the traditional
manner of resolving questions in the Church which
have to do with very serious matters, only when
these questions are adequately answered will the
division be dissipated … But, as is happening right
now, as long as this continues, the division will only
grow and of course the fruit of division is error. And
here we’re talking about the salvation of souls,
people being led into error in matters which have to
do with their eternal salvation…

Continued on p.13, column 2

Pope Francis has
given his own opinion
on Communion for
the divorced and
remarried, but the
question can only be
answered in terms of
what the Church has
always taught and
practised.Cardinal Burke



Turning Point in Church History
Is Pope Francis Espousing Heresy?

Catholic Truth… Keeping the Faith, Telling the Truth - a bi-monthly newsletter for informed Catholics 6

Belying the claims of the “normalists” that the Pope’s
apostolic exhortation Amoris Laetitia does not
propose any change of the Church’s doctrine on the
indissolubility of marriage or sexual morality
generally, four eminent cardinals have finally given
public voice to what was apparent from the moment
of the document’s promulgation: that it purports to
change everything, and indeed constitutes an
unprecedented crisis for the integrity of the
Magisterium and the universal discipline of the
Church.
The entire problem with Amoris is encapsulated in ¶
303, which states a veritable theme of the document
enunciated explicitly in Chapter 8  (¶¶ 300-305):“Yet
conscience can do more than recognize that a given
situation does not correspond objectively to the
overall demands of the Gospel. It can also recognize
with sincerity and honesty what for now is the most
generous response which can be given to God, and
come to see with a certain moral security that it is
what God himself is asking amid the concrete
complexity of one’s limits, while yet not fully the
objective ideal. In any event, let us recall that this
discernment is dynamic; it must remain ever open to
new stages of growth and to new decisions which
can enable the ideal to be more fully realized.”
Incredibly, a Roman Pontiff has promulgated a
document that reduces universally applicable,
exception-less negative precepts of the natural law
enshrined in the Ten Commandments, (including
“Thou shalt not commit adultery”) to mere “ideals”
with which God does not expect strict conformity.
Amoris even dares to assert that God approves of
departures from these “ideals” based on “the
concrete complexity of one’s limits.”  This is nothing
short of an apparent papal condonation of situation
ethics and, with this, the collapse of the Church’s
entire moral edifice.
Francis having refused to answer a private petition
for “clarification” of Amoris which they submitted in
September, Cardinals Carlo Caffarra, Walter
Brandmuller, Joachim Meisner and Raymond Burke
have taken the historic step of making their petition
public…
The four cardinals have presented to Francis — now
publicly — five questions or dubia (doubts)
concerning Amoris. Demonstrating the absolute
gravity of their intervention, they note that “while the
first question of the dubia is a practical question
regarding the divorced and civilly remarried, the other
four questions touch on fundamental issues of the
Christian life.” That is, they declare that Francis’
“apostolic exhortation” strikes at the foundations of
the Faith!
The five questions presented, which call for a ‘yes’
or ‘no’ answer from the Pope, in themselves
constitute an indictment of Francis’ apparent
teaching in Amoris:
1.     It is asked whether, following the affirmations
of Amoris Laetitia (nn. 300-305), it has now become
possible to grant absolution in the sacrament of

penance and thus to admit to Holy Communion a
person who, while bound by a valid marital bond,
lives together with a different person more uxorio [as
if they were married, including sexual relations]
without fulfilling the conditions provided for by
Familiaris Consortio, n.84 [ending the adulterous
relationship by separating or living as brother and
sister for grave reasons, such as caring for children],
and subsequently reaffirmed by Reconciliatio et
Paenitentia, n.34, and Sacramentum Caritatis, n.29.
Can the expression “in  certain cases” found in Note
351 (n.305) of the exhortation Amoris Laetitia be
applied to divorced persons who are in a new union
and who continue to live more uxorio?
2.     After the publication of the post-synodal
exhortation Amoris Laetitia (n. 304), does one still
need to regard as valid the teaching of St. John Paul
II’s encyclical Veritatis Splendor, n.79, based on
sacred Scripture and on the Tradition of the Church,
on the existence of absolute moral norms that
prohibit intrinsically evil acts and that are binding
without exceptions?
3.     After Amoris Laetitia (n.301) is it still possible
to affirm that a person who habitually lives in
contradiction to a commandment of God’s law, as
for instance the one that prohibits adultery (Matthew
19:3-9), finds him or herself in an objective situation
of grave habitual sin (Pontifical Council for
Legislative Texts, “Declaration,” June 24, 2000)?
4.     After the affirmations of Amoris Laetitia (n.302)
on “circumstances which mitigate moral
responsibility,” does one still need to regard as valid
the teaching of St. John Paul II’s encyclical Veritatis
Splendor, n.81, based on Sacred Scripture and on
the Tradition of the Church, according to which
“circumstances or intentions can never transform an
act intrinsically evil by virtue of its object into an act
‘subjectively’ good or defensible as a choice”?
5.     After Amoris Laetitia (n.303) does one still need
to regard as valid the teaching of St. John Paul II’s
encyclical Veritatis Splendor, n.56, based on Sacred
Scripture and on the Tradition of the Church, that
excludes a creative interpretation of the role of
conscience and that emphasizes that conscience
can never be authorized to legitimate exceptions to
absolute moral norms that prohibit intrinsically evil
acts by virtue of their object?
These questions reduce to one essential and
explosive query: Is Francis proposing in Amoris to
contradict “Sacred Scripture… the Tradition of the
Church” and “absolute moral norms”?  Even more
essentially: Is Francis espousing heresy?
Now, it is clear that the cardinals do not seriously
expect Francis to answer their dubia.  In fact, it is
clear that they expect no answer beyond the one
Francis has already given in his letter to the bishops
of Buenos Aires: that there is “no other
interpretation” of Amoris than that divorced and
“remarried” persons can be admitted to Holy
Communion after being “absolved” of their
continuing adultery following “discernment” of
individual cases. That, of course, is a moral disaster

for the Church as it would
simultaneously undermine the
indissolubility of marriage, the
Sacrament of Confession, the
sanctity of the Blessed
Sacrament, the very idea of
mortal sin, and thus the moral
order as a whole.
As the papal mouthpiece
Antonio Spadaro, SJ retorted
via Twitter: “The Pope has
‘clarified’. Those who don’t like what they hear
pretend not to hear it…. don’t keep asking the same
question until you get the answer you want!”
What, then, is the point of the cardinals’
intervention?  The answer is that it would not make
any sense unless it was done with the next step in
mind: a public correction of Francis’ grievous errors
following his inevitable silence. And that indeed is
the breaking news in this astonishing affair.  In an
interview with Edward Pentin, Cardinal Burke
confirmed the rationale behind the intervention:
“What happens if the Holy Father does not respond
to your act of justice and charity and fails to give the
clarification of the Church’s teaching that you hope
to achieve?”
“Then we would have to address that situation.
There is, in the Tradition of the Church, the practice
of correction of the Roman Pontiff. It is something
that is clearly quite rare. But if there is no response
to these questions, then I would say that it would
be a question of taking a formal act of correction of
a serious error.”
If Francis continues to observe his studious silence,
and his errors are then publicly corrected by four
Princes of the Church, we will have reached a
turning point in Church history. Is the stage being
set for the formal condemnation of a Pope as either
a heretic or an aider and abettor of heresy?  One is
reminded of the condemnation of the infamous
Pope Honorius I by his own successor, Leo II: “We
anathematize… also Honorius, who did not attempt
to sanctify this Apostolic Church with the teaching
of apostolic tradition, but by profane treachery
permitted its purity to be polluted.”
Honorius was anathematized merely for appearing
to condone in a letter the rather obscure Monothelite
heresy (that there is only a divine will, not a human
will, in Christ). With Amoris, however — as the four
cardinals clearly recognize — the Church is
confronted with a papal attack on morality itself
involving, therefore, “fundamental issues of the
Christian life.”
As this incredible story unfolds in the days to come,
remember the prophetic warning of Sister
Lucia of Fatima to Cardinal Caffarra in
light of the Third Secret: “The final battle
between the Lord and the reign of
Satan will be about marriage and the
family.”
Most tellingly, Cardinal Caffarra is
one of only four cardinals who have
had the courage to come forward to
defend — against a Pope — the
infallible moral teaching and related
discipline of the Holy Catholic
Church.

Our Lady of Fatima, intercede for us!

Below, extracts from a Fatima Center Special Report, November 17, 2016-www.fatima.org

Four prominent cardinals publicly challenge Francis to “clarify” that his teaching in
Amoris Laetitia is not contrary to “Scripture… the Tradition of the Church… [and]
absolute moral norms”.

by Christopher A. Ferrara

http://www.fatima.org 
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Have you ever wondered how to respond to those
who equate the efficacy of the Traditional Mass and
the Novus Ordo by directing the argument to the
level of validity? They rightly point out that any valid
Mass is a renewal of Our Lord’s Sacrifice on Calvary,
which was of infinite value, and then conclude that
as long as a Mass is valid, it, too, is of infinite worth,
and therefore equally efficacious for those who
attend. They might concede that a scandalously
celebrated Mass will have a negative effect on the
subjective disposition of those present, which could
perhaps lessen the amount of grace they receive,
but they will insist (or at least imply) that neither
liturgical abuses, nor an unworthy priest, nor watered
down prayers or profane music, per se, will lessen
the efficacy of the Mass or the fruit to be derived
there from.

The answer to the above question (how is the
Traditional Mass more efficacious than the Novus
Ordo) is found in the distinction between the intrinsic
and extrinsic value of the Mass. Before delving into
this matter, let us recall the four ends of the Mass.
The Catechism of Pope St. Pius X explains them as
follows

The Sacrifice of the Mass is offered to God for
four ends: (1) To honour Him properly, and hence
it is called Latreutical; (2) To thank Him for His
favours, and hence it is called Eucharistical; (3)
To appease Him, make Him due satisfaction for
our sins, and to help the souls in Purgatory, and
hence it is called Propitiatory; (4) To obtain all
the graces necessary for us, and hence it is
called Impetratory. [Containing/expressing entreaty -
prayer of entreaty Ed]

Intrinsic and Extrinsic Value

When considering the efficacy of the Mass, we must
distinguish between the intrinsic value and the
extrinsic value. The intrinsic value refers to the
efficacious power of the Sacrifice itself. Since the
Mass is essentially identical to the Sacrifice of Christ
on Calvary, which was of infinite worth, the intrinsic
value of any Mass is itself infinite. In Fundamentals
of Catholic Dogma, we read:

“The intrinsic value of the Mass, that is, its
peculiar dignity and efficacious power of itself
(in actu primo), is infinite, on account of the
infinite dignity of the Sacrificial Gift, and of the
Primary Sacrificial Priest”. (1)

With respect to the Mass’s extrinsic value, we must
make a distinction between the extrinsic value in
relation to God to whom it is offered, and the extrinsic
value in relation to man for whom it is offered. Since
God is an infinite being, and therefore capable of
receiving an infinite act, the adoration (latreutical)

and thanksgiving (eucharistical) offered to God by
virtue of the Sacrifice is itself infinite. (2) But since
man is a finite creature who is incapable of receiving
infinite effects, the effects of the Mass in relation to
man – which are referred to as “the fruits of the
Mass” – are limited.

In his magnificent book, The Holy Sacrifice of the
Mass, Fr. Nicholas Gihr wrote: “if we consider the
Eucharistic Sacrifice in itself… as well as the
inscrutable treasures therein enclosed… we
perceive how the Holy Mass possesses a value
absolutely infinite” and then a little further on added:

“But the case is different when the Eucharistic
Sacrifice is considered in its relation to man.
From this point of view it aims at procuring our
salvation and sanctification, and is,
consequently, a means of grace, or rather a
source of grace, bringing us the riches of
heavenly blessings. (…) The fruits which the
Sacrifice of the Mass obtains for us from God
are only finite, that is, restricted to a certain
number and determining measure… The
Sacrifice of the Mass, therefore, with respect to
man can have only a restricted efficacy, and in
its fruits is capable of only limited application.”
(3)

The same author goes on to explain that the limited
efficacy “does not lie in the essence or value of the
Sacrifice, since it possesses infinite power for
producing every effect”. Rather, “the final and
decisive reason for the more or less plentiful
application of the sacrificial graces is the will of
Christ, in other words, is to be sought in the positive
ordinance of God”. (4) He explains that, while the
Mass itself is an infinite source of grace, when it
comes to “the distribution of His gifts, God requires
our cooperation”. (5)

The Fruits of the Mass

The fruit that an individual derives from a particular
Mass is not based solely on their personal piety and
devotion, which is only one factor that determines
the amount of grace they receive. There are other
factors as well that have a bearing on the efficacy
of a particular Mass, such as the holiness of the
priest, the external glory given to God by the ritual,
and even the general holiness of the Church in its
members at a given time. These external factors
affect the amount of grace a person receives, in
such a way, that a person can derive more fruit from
the devout hearing of one Mass, than from an
equally devout hearing of a different Mass.

Mass Confusion:
Why All Valid Masses Are Not Equal

Robert J. Siscoe
First published in The Remnant, 22/8/14

re-printed here by kind permission - all emphases in original.

The Holiness of the Church

One factor determining the efficacy of the Mass is
the general holiness of the Church in its members
at a given time, including the bishops and reigning
pope. Regarding this point, the old Catholic
Encyclopedia says “the greatness and extent of this
ecclesiastical service is dependent on the greater or
less holiness of the reigning pope, the bishops, and
the clergy throughout the world, and for this reason
in times of ecclesiastical decay and laxity of morals
(especially at the papal court and among the
episcopate) the fruits of the Mass, resulting from the
sacrificial activity of the Church, might under certain
circumstances easily be very small”. (6)

Regarding this same point, Fr. Gihr wrote: “But since
the holiness of the Church consists in the sanctity of
her members, it is not always and invariably the
same, but greater at one period than another;
therefore, the Sacrifice of the Church is also at one
time in a greater, at another in a less degree pleasing
to God and beneficial to man”. (7)

Since this factor is based on the moral condition of
the Church as a whole, it will have an equal effect on
all Masses offered at a given time in history. The next
several factors, however, are based on specific
circumstances which have a direct effect on the
efficacy of individual Masses.

The Priest

St. Thomas explained that the fruits to be derived
from a particular Mass are based, in part, on the
holiness of the priest celebrant who intercedes for
the faithful, “and in this respect there is no doubt
but that the Mass of the better priest is the more
fruitful”. (8)

Continued on p.11
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The Editor
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editor@catholictruthscotland.com

N O T I C E S
Sincere gratitude to everyone who donated to our
funds following the November edition. We are, as
ever, deeply impressed and touched by your
generosity.
To save postage, we no longer write letters of
acknowledgement for your individual donations
although if you include an email address, Editor
will thank you personally. Email addresses are
included with all PayPal donations online.
And, of course, a special word of gratitude  to
our Standing Order donors  because these regular
donations very much help us with

our planning.
Our costs are rising steadily,
so be assured that your
continuing generosity in
helping us to maintain the

newsletter, website and  blog, is
truly greatly appreciated. Thank you.

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)
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Letters continued on p.9

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

with their duty under Canon Law # 823

Oh my goodness, I have found your website!  And
it is a wonder to behold!  How come you have not
been in my life heretofore?  Marvels, Mysteries and
Wonders will never cease!  I'm now reading stuff I
can understand and which makes complete sense.
Fab. Love it.  Please sign me up forthwith and send
me your newsletter as it comes.  Many thanks for all
your efforts, and may blessings continue to shower
down on your heads. Teresa Elvin, by email
Ed: thank you for your enthusiastic and very kind words -
you have now been added to our email list to receive the
newsletter when it goes online bi-monthly. Welcome
aboard!  Hint: if you book for our Conference in May, we’d
love to meet you!

Greetings from a very cold and dreich Fife. May I
engage your time for a wee while as I just want to
make touch with sanity in this mad part of the so
called Catholic world. I was at Mass in Carmel a
week back on Sunday and in the parish newsletter
was this notice:
“Our parish is planning to hold a Taize style hour of
quiet prayer and reflection as a way of looking
forward to the season of advent (27th Nov) We are
inviting the members of other parishes of our local
cluster as well as all the other Christian denomina-
tions of Kirkcaldy."
I was annoyed by this so sent the PP an email
asking these questions: What justification do you
have for choosing a Protestant and antithetical
Catholic movement to prepare for Advent when the
Church is replete with prayers and devotions to
prepare for Advent. I asked him when was the One,
Holy, Catholic and Apostolic Church reduced to just
another denomination among many others. In an-
other separate leaflet the PP explained we were
following the example of St Peter's Scottish Episco-
pal Church in holding this Taize event to which of
course we were invited. I asked him where following
this example would end… the ordination of women,
the vicar at St Peter's being a woman, the end of
Catholic belief in Transubstantiation, the abolition of
Mass. He has not replied to this email. It reminds me
of someone?
[Ed: it reminds me of nearly every priest/bishop to whom I
have ever written!]

At Mass at Carmel this Sunday there was a visiting
priest who made up his own words for many of the
prayers but not the short Eucharistic prayer. When
he began his sermon he advised us he was from the
West of Scotland and until he had been posted to
Lauriston in Edinburgh some few years ago he did
not know what the psalms were.  This was greeted
by a gale of laughter from the people and some
number of the Sisters. Needless to say neither my
wife nor I joined in the laughter. At the end of Mass
I went into the sacristy and informed him he was an
offensive modernist  eejit and that I was from the
west and knew about the psalms since I was a wee
lad.  He said it was just a joke to entertain the people
at Mass. I am not sure what was said then by me as
sadly I lost the rag and left quickly before I thumped
him.  However I did some searching and found out
he is a Fr James Crampsey SJ and also found his
email. I sent him an email apologising for my behav-
iour but not for what I said.  I advised him he was still
an offensive modernist eejit. Just a wee bit to go so
if you are still with me "muchas gracias"
This pm I was at the art class and was speaking to
a Catholic lady and she mentioned the PP.  I told her
he was quite disgraceful and of course she asked
why. I rather disingenuously told her about the con-
tents of my email to him to which she rather angrily
informed me that the Taize idea was wonderful and
to invite Protestants was a very nice thing to do.
Furthermore she agreed that the Catholic Church
was indeed one denomination among many.  That
the ordination of women was a great idea and that a
married priesthood would be more than acceptable.
At this point I very politely terminated the "chat".

BTW this lady has just been inaugurated as an
Extraordinary Minister of Holy Communion (EMHC)
by the said PP. I am just so sad for Our Blessed
Lord and the Church but thank you for allowing me
to vent my annoyance. Yes I have been "beeling"
for a few days. God bless all at CT. Dominick
Campbell, Fife.

One last word on the ‘nulla salus’ thing, actually a
quote from a pre-conciliar pope: sorry I can’t find the
exact reference. Probably Pius XI
[Ed: what follows is not from any pope. And having
searched for it all over the place, I can find NO source for
it. Mr. Allen’s un-sourced quote reads]:

“Whether or not souls can be saved outside the
visible Church has not been revealed to us and so,
whatsoever the truth of the matter, discussion on it
is fraught with danger and should not be undertaken.”
Wise and sensible words.
Ed: well, somebody forgot to warn all the popes in
Christendom of the danger, then; here, for example is none
other than, er, Pope Pius XI on the subject; having
condemned the ecumenical “movement” in the strongest
terms, the pontiff re-affirms the, er, “nulla salus thing”:  “The
Catholic Church alone is keeping the true worship. This is
the font of truth, this is the house of faith, this is the temple
of God; if any man enter not here, or if any man go forth
from it, he is a stranger to the hope of life and
salvation…. Furthermore, in this one Church of Christ, no
man can be or remain who does not accept, recognize and
obey the authority and supremacy of Peter and his
legitimate successors.” (Encyclical, Mortalium Animos -
emphasis added).

Herewith, a ‘poem’ published in Christian Order in
2005 which I think deserves a second airing. Any use
to you?  Customary bribe enclosed.
Ed: sorry, no.  For one thing it’s much too long for
publication in CT, and for another, we’re always pushed to
find space for our reports and we have to omit more than
ever see the light of print, so publishing poems is not
possible. I think we’ve only ever published one and that
remains our ambition!  Thank you for your donation, though.
Very generous. “Bribes”? We won’t tell if you won’t…

[The poem] should show you how I view
contemporary ecumenism. But I still believe that
some souls are saved in spite of their poisonous
ecclesiology. Jim Allen, Torquay
Ed: I’ve suspected all through this correspondence, and I
believe I’ve said as much in footnotes to you, that you do
not understand the dogma “Outside the Church, no
salvation”.  Your above closing paragraph confirms this. I
urge you to read the short article on the subject on page 14
which, if it doesn’t clear up your confusion, nothing will.

Delighted with the latest issue of Catholic Truth, as
always, and I’m hoping you can keep me on your
mailing list as I’m not on the internet. God bless
you all at CT. Patricia Shepherd, Eire
Ed: not being on the internet is not a reason to remain on
the reduced mailing list, but since you meet the criteria of
being a regular contributor to our work (in more than one
way, in fact) you will remain on the hard copy list.

I enclose a donation towards your work. As I am
not on the internet, I would be most grateful if you
would keep me on your reduced mailing list, after
May, 2017. Mary Riordhan, London
Ed: You are already on our reduced mailing list.

As a Senior Citizen who enjoys reading, could you
continue to send me Catholic Truth by mail. I am the
Latin Mass representative for Worcester and use
your material for reference. Enclosed cheque to
cover costs which I will renew yearly. Margaret
Parffrey, Worcs.
Ed: done and dusted!

mailto:editor@catholictruthscotland.com


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

Letters Continued

From Mrs Claire Conlon, Dunoon, to her (then)
Parish Priest

Dear Fr Convery,
I write to you… firstly, to say “Bravo” for
allowing the May procession to take place
despite the atrocious weather.
My main point regards the funeral service
of [Name] which I attended last Thursday.
I was surprised, to say the least, when you said that
your job as a priest was not to convert people.
I always thought that was one of the missions of a
priest.
Our Blessed Lord Himself told the Apostles, our first
priests, to “launch out into the deep” and “Go teach
all nations, baptising them in the name of the Father,
Son and Holy Ghost” (Matt 28:19).
The Acts of the Apostles is full of them doing just that
and bringing converts into the Church.
In the parable of the Marriage Feast (Luke 14:23)
Our Lord even insists “compel them to come in that
my house may be full.”
The doctrine of the Church states “Extra ecclesia
nulla salus”,  ergo the Church must teach and convert
those outside the One, True, Catholic and Apostolic
Church.

I realise many non-Catholics were in attendance at
the service. Perhaps your words were intended to
make them feel more at ease - at the cost of truth?I
ask myself if it was really necessary to make the
comment.
Before penning this letter, I gave much thought and
prayer as to whether I should do so. My “sensus
Catholicus” won.  If I appear to be critical it is of your
choice of words, not your good self, dear Father.
Wishing God’s blessings on you during this month
devoted to the Sacred Heart.

We decided to publish the following
correspondence between a reader and her
priest, because it is very typical of the
sort of exchanges we have witnessed
over the years.  The letters speak for
themselves…

From Fr Convery, [former PP of Our Lady &
St Mun, Dunoon]  to Mrs Claire Conlon
Dear Mrs Conlon,
I return your letter to you, please do not write to me
again in this fashion. I do not find it a constructive
way of communication from someone who is
unknown to me.
Also, if I need constructive criticism then there are
many good people in our parish who attend mass
(sic) on a regular  basis and who are deeply involved
in the mission of this community.
You are always welcome to call and make an
appointment to have a chat if you have any concerns.
With sincere good wishes.

From Mrs Claire Conlon to Editor CT

Dear Editor,

Re. the enclosed correspondence. I received a
prompt response from Fr Convery.  It stunned me!

I thought I’d written a reasonable letter to him but he
has obviously taken umbrage.

Fr Convery says he does not know me. Not so.

A few weeks ago (20th May) I was waiting for the
Church to open and Fr Convery did so.  I
immediately introduced myself …I then spoke to him
for a few minutes.

Father has seen me several times lately, as I often
visit the church before anyone else appears, in order
to make the Way of the Cross and say my Rosary.
I am easily spotted - think the mantilla has something
to do with that!

When I read Father’s letter I was astonished and
disappointed, and felt he was chastising me.
Anyway, I know when I am not wanted!

The last PP just ignored my letters. At least Fr
Convery took the time to reply.

Asking God to bless you at Christmas and always.
May He inspire and guide you in the year ahead as
He has in the past. Kathleen & Nigel James, Co.
Sligo, Ireland

I attended a local funeral recently - ten priests were
in the pews, four priests concelebrated the funeral
Mass which included the deceased’s brother who is
a priest and the recently retired Bishop of Clogher.
Four Extraordinary Ministers of Holy Communion
went up to the altar and only one priest gave Holy
Communion. Also, the retired Bishop referred to “the
funeral service”! And at least three lots of clapping
took place during the Mass.
[On another subject] I’ve written to the three
archbishops here asking them to make it mandatory
for all clergy in the Christmas Masses to publicly
defend our pro-life 8th amendment - so we shall see
what happens. This Government here with Enda
Kenny stinks of evil.
Thanks so much for my Catholic Truth in 2016.
Enclosed, donation for my subscription in 2017. A
very happy and holy Christmas and New Year.
Ann Campbell, Co. Monaghan, Ireland
Ed: for the life of me, I cannot understand why you are
continuing to attend the new Mass, with all its endemic
abuses. What you describe above is the stuff of liturgical
nightmare - please read the article “Mass Confusion” on
page 7 and make it your top New Year’s Resolution to find
a traditional Latin Mass and make the switch without delay.
Read the article and ask yourself if you really can - in good
conscience - continue to participate in Masses which, even
if technically valid are not giving full and true worship to
God.  Think “Fatima”; think “diabolical disorientation”; think
“I want no part of this!”  And then get thee to a traditional
Mass - pronto!

As always, I just love your fantastic paper. I am sorry
to hear that you are going to discontinue your paper
version as I do prefer it so much better than on
computer. Sign of old age! But to save you money,
and if you must, I have enclosed my computer
address. Also a small donation (Ed: not so small!)
God bless you all, be assured of my prayers and
every blessing and grace for 2017. Keep up your
great work.
Barbara McCaffrey, Newcastle-upon-Tyne
Ed: Mrs James, Ann Campbell above and yourself are
regular contributors to our work and so you will each
continue to receive the print copy of the newsletter.
To clarify, we are not “discontinuing” the print copy, merely
reducing the number of those who receive it. Our purpose
was to inform fellow Catholics about the nature and extent
of the crisis in the Church. Some don’t read it and,
incredibly, think nothing of telling us that they are taking it
free of charge and not even reading it - that’s a cheek.
Some read it but do nothing with the information. There are
lots of readers in the central belt of Scotland who have
never attended any of our Conferences, while others have
travelled from the Highlands, Shetland, England, Wales
and Ireland.  We’ve been publishing since 1999. If readers
are not “informed” by now, and not motivated to actively
support our work in whatever way possible (a letter for
publication would do the trick) then there’s no point in
continuing to send it to them.
Hence, those who have never or seldom been in touch with
us, will not receive the newsletter after the May, 2017
edition goes into the post. If you find that you can’t live
without it, you can visit your local library and ask them to
print off a copy for you from the Newsletter page on our
website. 10p a copy?  A bargain at double the price!

Thought for the Desk…
When writing to priests and bishops to
express legitimate concerns, be as brief
and business-like as possible. Express your
concerns without apology and don’t make
the mistake of being overly
polite. Remember, if you are
writing as an “orthodox” or
(worse!) a “traditional”
Catholic, you are already
held in contempt.

So, be business-like, polite enough but do
not lavish praise on the recipient of your
letter because if he really deserved praise,
there would be no need to write to him;
merely doing his duty is to be expected -
it’s not the stuff of praise.

Above all, omit all pious sentiments. Most
priests are not touched by such statements
- if anything they mock them.   Notice, for
example, how Mrs Conlon concludes her
letter by wishing God’s blessings on her
priest, mentioning the Sacred Heart - and
what does he wish her?  “Sincere” (yeah
right) “good wishes”.

So, as a general rule of thumb, when
writing such letters of concern, get to the
point without delay and stay there. Don’t
be particularly “nice”.  Be professionally
business like.

That way - such is the perversity of fallen
human nature - you are likely to receive a
courteous, if not helpful, reply. In short,
they will respect you more. It’s what they
call the way of the world.



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

St John Ogilvie SJ
Feast: 10 March

The Four Last Things
Death, Judgment, Hell and Heaven…

Taken from Chapter IX of the Scottish  Catechism of Christian Doctrine
Imprimatur: Donald A. Campbell, Archbishop of Glasgow, 1954.
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The lack of essential teaching in Catholic
pulpits and schools for decades, means
that the majority of Catholics have either
never been taught the most basic truths
of the Faith or they have forgotten them.
Teaching about the supernatural life has
all but disappeared from our Catholic
institutions.
Thus, this third in the series of basic
teachings from the simplest of school
catechisms which were in use prior to the
Second Vatican Council, focuses on The
The Four Last Things - Death, Judgment,
Hell And Heaven…
We employ the simple Question &
Answer format found in the Scottish
Catechism of Christian Doctrine…

When will Christ come again?
Christ will come again at the Last Day to judge all
mankind.
What are the things Christ will judge?
Christ will judge our thoughts, words, deeds and
omissions.
What is meant by the Last Day?
By the Last Day is meant the end of the world when
“the Son of Man shall come in the glory of His Father
with His Angels, and then He will render to everyone
according to his works.” (Matt. xvi. 27)
What will Christ say to the wicked at the Last
Day?
Christ will say to the wicked: “Depart from Me, you
cursed, into everlasting fire, which was prepared for
the devil and his angels.” (Matt. xxv. 41)
What will Christ say to the just at the Last Day?
Christ will say to the just: “Come, ye blessed of My
Father, possess ye the Kingdom prepared for you.”
(Matt. xxv. 34)
Is every soul judged immediately after death as
well as on the Last Day?
Every soul is judged immediately after death at the
Particular Judgment as well as on the Last Day: “It
is appointed unto men once to die and after this, the
judgment.” (Heb. ix. 27)
Why is there also a General Judgment?
There is also a General Judgment in order that all
men may see the Wisdom and Justice of God which
sometimes permits the good to suffer and the wicked
to prosper in this life.
What happens at the Particular Judgment?
At the Particular Judgment, a soul in the state of
grace is judged worthy of heaven or purgatory, and
a soul in the state of mortal sin is condemned to hell.

What is Heaven?
Heaven is the place or state of perfect happiness in
which the blessed see and enjoy God for ever.
What does Sacred Scripture say of the happiness
of heaven?
Sacred Scripture says of the happiness of heaven:
“Eye hath not seen, nor ear heard, nor that it entered
into the heart of man what things God hath prepared
for them that love him” (1 Cor ii. 9)
Does a soul in the state of grace enter heaven
immediately after the Particular Judgment?
A soul in the state of grace enters heaven
immediately after the Particular Judgment if it is fully
purified from the effects of sin; otherwise it goes to
purgatory.
What is Purgatory?
Purgatory is a place or state in which souls suffer for
a time after death until they are purified from the
effects of their sins.
What souls go to Purgatory?
Those souls go to purgatory who depart this life in
venial sin, or who have not fully paid the debt of
temporal punishment due to those sins of which the
guild has been forgiven.
How do you prove that there is a Purgatory?
I prove that there is a purgatory from the constant
teaching of the Church, and from the doctrine of Holy
Scripture which declares that God will render to
every man according to his works, that nothing
defiled shall enter heaven, and that some will be
saved, “yet so as by fire”(Matt.xvi. 27; Apoc. xxi. 27;
1 Cor. iii.15 ; II Machabees)
What is Hell?
Hell is the place or state of punishment in which the
wicked who die in mortal sin suffer forever with the
devil and his angels.

 Section 2 - After Judgment

The Corporal Works of Mercy

1. To give food to the hungry

2. To give drink to the thirsty

3. To clothe the needy

4. To shelter the homeless

5. To care for the sick

6. To visit the imprisoned

7. To bury the dead (Matt. xxv; Tobias vii.)

The Spiritual Works of Mercy

1. To convert the sinner

2. To instruct the ignorant

3. To counsel the doubtful

4. To comfort the sorrowful

5. To bear wrongs patiently

6. To forgive injuries

7. To pray for the living and the dead

“Eye hath not seen,
nor ear heard;
neither hath it

entered into the
heart of man, what

things God hath
prepared for them

that love Him.”

1 Corinthians 2:9

 Section 1 - The Judgment
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Mass Confusion… Continued from p.7
A Mass celebrated irreverently by an unworthy priest,
or worse still, by one who violates the rubrics, will be
less efficacious, and therefore produce fewer fruits
than one celebrated by a holy priest who says Mass
with devotion and follows the rubrics with precision.
Hence, as Fr. Gihr observed, “the faithful are thus
guided by sound instinct when they prefer to have
Mass celebrated for their intentions by an upright and
holy priest, rather than by an unworthy one…” (9) St.
Bonaventure said “it is more profitable to hear the
Mass of a good priest than of an indifferent one”.

Cardinal Bona (d. 1674) explained it this way:

“The more holy and pleasing to God a priest is,
the more acceptable are his prayers and
oblations; and the greater his devotion, the
greater the benefit to be derived from his Mass.
For just as other good works performed by a
pious man gain merit in proportion to the zeal
and devotion with which they are performed, so
Holy Mass is more or less profitable both to the
priest who says it and to the persons for whom
it is said, according as it is celebrated with more
or less fervour”.

The Ritual

Another factor determining the efficacy of a Mass is
the degree of external glory given to God. In this
respect, not all Rites are equal; neither does a low
Mass have the same efficacy as a High Mass. On
this point, Fr. Gihr wrote:

“The Church not only offers the Sacrifice, but she
moreover unites with its offering various prayers
and ceremonies. The sacrificial rites are carried
out in the name of the Church and, therefore,
powerfully move God to impart His favors and
extend His bounty to the living and the dead. By
reason of the variety of the formulas of the Mass,
the impetratory efficacy of the Sacrifice can be
increased… also the nature of the prayers of the
Mass and even of its whole rite exerts
accordingly an influence upon the measure and
nature of the fruits of the Sacrifice. From what
has been said there follow several interesting
consequences. Among others, that, on the part
of the Church, a High Mass solemnly celebrated
has greater value and efficacy than merely a low
Mass. (…) At a Solemn High Mass the external
display is richer and more brilliant than at a low
Mass; for at a solemn celebration the Church, in
order to elevate the dignity of the Sacrifice,
manifests greater pomp, and God is more
glorified thereby. (…) This grander and more
solemn celebration of the Sacrifice is more
acceptable to God and, therefore, more
calculated to prevail upon Him to grant us, in His
mercy, the favors we implore - that is, to impart
greater efficacy to the petitions and supplications
of the Church.” (10)

Even the decora has an effect on the fruits of the
Mass, insofar as it contributes or detracts from the
glory of God. As Fr. Ripperger, FSSP explained in
his article on this topic: “If we use objects that do not
fit the majesty and the exalted nature of the Holy
Sacrifice of the Mass, we can actually detract from
the extrinsic merit. Ugly things please God less, and
thus merit less”. (11)

The Novus Ordo Missae

If, as Fr. Gihr noted above, “the nature of the prayers
of the Mass and even its whole rite” have an effect
on the fruits of the Mass, it does not bode well for
the Novus Ordo, which, to use the words of Cardinal
Ottaviani, “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
XXII of the Council of Trent” and “has every
possibility of satisfying the most modernist of
Protestants”. (12)

In the Critical Study of the New
Mass (later known as the
Ottaviani Intervention), which was
written by twelve Roman
theologians and signed by
Cardinals Ottaviani and Bacci,
who presented the work to Paul
VI, we read:

“To abandon a liturgical
tradition which for four centuries was both the
sign and pledge of unity of worship, and to
replace it with another which cannot but be a sign
of division by virtue of the countless liberties
implicitly authorized, and which teems with
insinuations or manifest errors against the
integrity of the Catholic religion is, we feel in
conscience bound to proclaim, an incalculable
error”. They further observed that “it has always
been the case that when a law meant for the good of
subjects proves to be on the contrary harmful, those
subjects have the right, nay the duty of asking with
filial trust for the abrogation of that law”.
Unfortunately, the “law” was never abrogated and the
Church has paid the price, as Cardinal Ratzinger
himself noted in 1997.

Conclusion

The Catechism of Pope St. Pius X explained the
difference between the Sacrifice of Calvary and the
Sacrifice of the Mass as follows: “On the Cross Jesus
Christ offered Himself by shedding His Blood and
meriting for us; whereas on our altars He sacrifices
Himself without the shedding of His Blood, and
applies to us the fruits of His passion and death.” But
as we have seen, the fruits of the Mass (the merits
applied to us at Mass) are finite in their application,
and contingent on many factors: the holiness of the
priest, and the manner in which he says the Mass,
will have an effect on the fruits of the Mass; the ritual
and even the decora will have an effect on the
amount of grace one receives, since the greater the
solemnity, beauty and grandeur of the celebration,
the greater will be the glory given to God, and
consequently greater will be the graces He pours out
on those who assist.

For this reason, it is worth the extra effort to attend
the Traditional Mass, which Fr. Faber called “the most
beautiful thing this side of heaven”, and to avoid, at
all costs, the Novus Ordo Missae, which Cardinal
Ratzinger himself referred to as “a fabrication, a banal
on-the-spot product”. (15)

Footnotes:

1) Fundamental of Catholic Dogma, Ott, TAN, pg 414
2) Ibid
3) Holy Sacrifice of the Mass (Becktold Printing and Book
Mfg Co, 1902), pg 137-138
4) Ibid. p. 138-139
5) Ibid. p. 139
6) Catholic Encyclopedia, Vol. X (1913) p. 19
7) Holy Sacrifice of the Mass (Becktold Printing and Book
Mfg Co, 1902), p. 144
8) Summa, St. Thomas, Pt III, Q 82, A.6
9) Holy Sacrifice of the Mass (Becktold Printing and Book
Mfg Co, 1902), p. 147
10) Ibid p. 144-145
11) The Merits of a Mass, Fr. Ripperger, Latin Mass
Magazine
12) Ottaviani Intervention
13) Paul VI, General Audience, November 26, 1969
14) Milestones, Ratzinger, 1997
15) The Reform of the Roman Liturgy, by (Msgr Gamber,
Introduction to the French edition

When we consider the
liturgical shipwreck that is
the Novus Ordo Missae,
and the scandalous
manner in which the Mass
is often celebrated, is
there any wonder why the
Church is in the condition
it is today?   Let us recall
the strange and even
ominous words used by
Paul VI when he

introduced the New Mass to the world in November
of 1969. In words that no doubt caused anxiety for
many, the Pope said:

“We ask you to turn your minds once more to
the liturgical innovation of the new Rite of the
Mass. This new Rite will be introduced into our
celebration of the holy Sacrifice starting from
Sunday next which is the first of Advent… a
change in a venerable tradition that has gone on
for centuries. This is something that affects our
hereditary religious patrimony, which seemed
to enjoy the privilege of being untouchable and
settled… This change will affect the ceremonies
of the Mass. We shall become aware, perhaps
with some feeling of annoyance, that the
ceremonies at the altar are no longer being
carried out with the same words and gestures
to which we were accustomed…
We must prepare for this many-sided
inconvenience. It is the kind of upset caused by
every novelty that breaks in on our habits. We
shall notice that pious persons are disturbed
most, because they have their own respectable
way of hearing Mass, and they will feel shaken
out of their usual thoughts and obliged to follow
those of others. Even priests may feel some
annoyance in this respect… we must prepare
ourselves. This novelty is no small thing. We
should not let ourselves be surprised by the
nature, or even the nuisance, of its exterior
forms… We will lose a great part of that
stupendous and incomparable artistic and
spiritual thing, the Gregorian chant. We have
reason indeed for regret, reason almost for
bewilderment”. (13)

Is it any surprise that a Mass described by the Pope
who published it as “a many-sided inconvenience”
and “nuisance”, which would cause “the feeling of
annoyance”, “regret” and “bewilderment”, would
have a greatly diminished extrinsic value, and
therefore end in disaster for the Church? Almost 30
years later, Cardinal Ratzinger wrote: “I am
convinced that the crisis in the Church that we are
experiencing today is to a large extent due to the
disintegration of the liturgy.” (14)
Many clear thinking people foresaw, from the outset,
the disaster that would result from the Novus Ordo.
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From the
Blog…
Petrus on
Is Doubting The Faith
No Longer A Sin?

When Irish
Eyes Are

NOT
Smiling

I was encouraged to doubt the Faith,
question everything, make up my
own mind and spend time learning
from other religions. When I started
entertaining these doubts I was
already well on the way to losing the

Faith.  It is very dangerous to doubt... That was my
experience of teacher training. I think it had probably
been on the go for two decades when I started
training in the 1990s. It’s probably even worse now.

“The legitimate questions which
arise, and to which we seek an-
swers, are not “doubts” so it is a pity
that Pope Francis is using the word
and encouraging the idea that it is a
good thing to doubt.” (From blog in-

troduction).
[Agreed. It is essential]  to make proper DISTINC-
TIONS between terms, whereas the blessed pope
seems to never have been educated in this funda-
mental requirement for “doing theology” or any other
form of rational discourse. If he would but read a
little Newman, or even Newman as quoted in the
Catechism of the Catholic Church (CCC), he would
know that “Ten thousand difficulties do not make
one doubt.” Similarly with ten thousand questions:
CCC 157 “Faith is certain.  It is more certain than all
human knowledge because it is founded on the very
word of God who cannot lie. To be sure, revealed
truths can seem obscure to human reason and
experience, but “the certainty that the divine light
gives is greater than that which the light of natural
reason gives.” …“Ten thousand difficulties do not
make one doubt.”
Since becoming Catholic,  I have never had a doubt
about the revealed faith. There are times, however,
when I have doubted whether the pope is Catholic.
Mea culpa, mea culpa, mea maxima culpa.

Deacon Augustine…

Editor…
Reading through the list of Christmas meditations
posted on the website of the Bishops’ Conference
of Ireland, was dispiriting, to say the least. I didn’t
read them all, but I painstakingly read quite a few,
each one more earth-bound than the one before.
The only “meaning” of Christmas that is given an
airing, is the “caring, sharing” aspect. Think about
the homeless, think about the poor and needy.
Reminded me of a sermon I once heard in a
Glasgow parish, where the young priest
enthusiastically told us all that “Jesus came on earth
to show solidarity with the poor.” Well, he was a
young priest. These reflections come from seasoned
bishops.  Here’s an extract from Bishop Kevin
Doran’s Meditation on Christmas (Diocese of Elphin):
One of the highlights of this year for me was the
publication of Amoris Laetitia (The Joy of Love) by
Pope Francis. In this letter of encouragement he
reflects on the practical challenges of family life
against the background of the hope that God keeps
in his heart for every person and every family.
Pope Francis invites us “to look to the reality of the
family today in all its complexity, with both its lights
and shadows” so that we can, as Christians, respond
positively to the challenge of supporting marriage
and family life in our own parish communities and in
our society. He seems to understand, however, that
in the ordinary routine of every day, as we look at
our own lives, the struggles of family life may
sometimes seem to obscure the joy. For that reason,
it seems, Pope Francis has a whole chapter in which
he invites us to look at ourselves and our families,
our hopes, our successes, our failures and our
disappointments, as God sees them, with the tender
love of a Father.
Francis reminds us that Jesus himself was born into
a modest family and, very soon after his birth, he
became a refugee child. We sometimes idealise the
Holy Family. We forget that the whole point of the
Nativity was that Jesus was born into the real world,
to be God With Us. Hundreds of artists down through
the centuries have painted that scene of Mary
tending to Jesus in a cow-shed, with Joseph by her
side.
Modern advertising presents the ideal family in the
ideal home, with the best of furniture and the best
of food. There is a certain pressure to have
everything perfect from the very beginning. It is good
to have targets but sometimes high expectations
lead to disappointment. It’s like when Santa Claus
doesn’t bring exactly what we wanted. Joseph and
Mary didn’t have it all sorted, but what makes
the story of Christmas for me is that they were
there together. They loved and respected each
other and they were able, out of their love for one

another, to welcome the child who was God’s
gift to the world. [Emphasis added] 1

The Christmas crib is a symbol of the God who loves
us in the smallness of our humanity. It is also an
invitation to all of us to get our priorities right. Putting
Christ at the heart of Christmas is about saying that
the most important gift of all is the gift of ourselves
that we give to one another, not just once a year,
but every day. As we reflect before the crib this
Christmas, either at home or in the parish Church,
we might bring into our prayer the needs and
concerns of every family in our diocese, and
especially those for whom the joy is not so obvious.
END.

Footnote:
1 Emphasis added to highlight the idea that “Mary & Joseph
didn’t have it all sorted” as if they’d not yet made sufficient
trips to IKEA for the latest in soft furnishings. And to note
that “what makes Christmas” for this bishop (and most, if
not all, of the others, judging by their “Christmas
meditations”) is the “togetherness” of Mary and Joseph - not
that Christ came to save us from the consequences of our sin
- HELL!  That doesn’t get a mention in any of the meditations
I’ve read and I gave up looking more than half way through
the list.

Below, an extract from the Meditation offered by
Bishop William Crean, Diocese of Cloyne:
We are always in need of new light and hope.
Otherwise the darkness and evil would overwhelm
us.
The child in Bethlehem is the unlikely messenger of
hope to the world.  The infant, tiny and helpless, is
a measure of God’s love for us in our struggle with
dark forces that threaten us.
This Christmas we remember so many who suffer
because of violence and war in the Middle East and
Africa.  The threat of famine is very real for many in
Africa because of the effects of climate change.
At home the tragic loss of so many young and old
people who have died by suicide and road accidents.
We keep their families close this Christmas in our
thoughts and prayers.
So many do not have a proper shelter to call home.
For all these ills, we pray for the leadership of men
and women to nurture hope and optimism in the
hearts of so many who suffer and are dispirited.
Despite all these afflictions we enjoy many blessings
in family and friendship.  Our country is rich in
opportunities for young people.  We are blessed with
so many public servants who are dedicated to the
service of people in health and justice, education and
public services. We need to appreciate these
blessings.  Failure to appreciate our blessings will
condemn us to being constantly cranky and
disgruntled. [Ed: count me in there; “constantly cranky
and disgruntled” is my middle name…]

The Christ – child, Emmanuel, “God with us”, is the
core blessing of Christmas.  I hope you cherish the
light and hope it brings to your life. END

To sign up for our blog visit
http://catholictruthblog.com/

“The human race, exiled and disinherited,
had for ages been daily hurrying into ruin,
involved in the terrible and numberless ills
brought about by the sin of our first
parents, nor was there any human hope of
salvation, when Christ Our Lord came
down as the Savior from Heaven.”

(Pope Leo XIII, “Tametsi Futura
Prospicientibus” 1900 A.D.)

http://catholictruthblog.com/


News Round-Up What The Papers Say

Catholic Truth… Keeping the Faith, Telling the Truth - a bi-monthly newsletter for informed Catholics 13

Church
employee

Big Francis-Fan

The Scottish Catholic Observer 5/12/16 report
headlined: Bishop ‘very disappointed’ in First
Minister; sub-titled:  Nicola Sturgeon's interest in
having NHS Scotland pay for Northern Irish
women’s abortions continues to attract contro-
versy:  Extract: Bishop John Keenan of Paisley
has said that he is ‘very disappointed’ in First Minis-
ter Nicola Sturgeon after she announced she would
consider offering NHS abortions in Scotland to
women living in Northern Ireland.‘If the Irish choose
to respect life, who are we to say we know better!’
Bishop Keenan said. ‘Apart from anything else it is
surely only right to respect the democratic will of the
Northern Irish people and the decision of the North-
ern Ireland Assembly.’

The Scottish Catholic Observer 9/12/16 report
headlined: Pro-life ban ‘discourages’ Catholics
from attending Strathclyde University; sub-titled:
Strathclyde Life Action prevented from setting
up official group by students’ association
No churchman, bishop or spokesman, is quoted in
this report.

The Scottish Catholic Observer 16/12/16 report
headlined: Church condemns proposed Glasgow
job centre closures; sub-titled: The Catholic
Church has united with the Church of Scotland
to condemn ‘unacceptable’ plans to close up to
half of the job centres in Glasgow. The report
concludes with these ringing words from Archbishop
Tartaglia: “We’ve got the churches, the trade un-
ions, food-banks, Citizen’s Advice, all coming out
against this,” he said. “It shows just how serious
this issue is.” [Emphasis added to contrast the
attitude of the Scots hierarchy to unemployment - “a
(very) serious issue” according to  Archbishop Tar-
taglia, and the murder of the unborn child -  “very
disappointing” in the opinion of Bishop Keenan.

Ronnie Convery, Director of Communications for the
Archdiocese of Glasgow, makes no distinctions
among popes. For as long as I can remember, he’s
been a papolatrist. Good or bad, right or wrong, if a
pope says it, Convery agrees. Nobody could ever
accuse him of independent thinking. He’s gushed
over every pope since he started his job, and he’s
still gushing over this pope despite the fact that Pope
Francis is contradicting all previous popes like
there’s no tomorrow. Doesn’t faze Convery. Francis?
He’s a pope init?
Hence, little surprise that his review of The Young
Pope TV series in Friends of The Scotsman/Religion,
7/12/16 includes a glowing endorsement of Papa
Francis The First (and - real Catholics hope and pray
- The Last): “Jude Law’s TV pontiff has glamour and
intrigue” Convery swoons, “but the real-life Pope
Francis may actually be more fascinating… what
about the amazing (and true) phenomenon currently
unfolding on our screens, known as Pope Francis?”
Convery includes “the washing of  Muslim women’s
feet in the middle of a Vatican ceremony” and “the
[greeting] of a former student with his same
sex partner at a reception in a Papal
nunciature among the reasons why Pope
Francis is the best thing since St Peter
exchanged his fishing net for those now
famous keys.
Any Catholic worthy of the name knows that the
above instances praised by Convery are shocking
derelictions of papal duty, so there’s no need to
belabour the point here. However, Convery also
mocks the Church’s role as moral guardian, praising
the “new media regime” at the Vatican for not
condemning [so-called] artistic expression such as
The Young Pope, before moving  on quickly to
ridicule the Index of forbidden books, banned for
their heretical or ideologically dangerous contents
-  the first list was published in 1559 by Pope Paul
IV. The Index was abolished by Pope Paul VI in
1966.  Convery’s sweeping condemnation of the
Index (without any reference to its context - a time
of huge religious upheaval and confusion) is
matched only by his misplaced “mix of horror and
embarrassment… at the condemnation a decade
ago of Peter Mullan’s The Magdalene Sisters as an
“Anti-Catholic film”.
Never mind that Peter Mullan’s
film has been exposed as having
been based on the word of a
proven liar.
It’s quite some time since we
recommended Hermann Kelly’s
book, Kathy’s Real Story, A
culture of false allegations
exposed. (ISBN 978 1-906351-00-7)

Someone in Convery’s position who is paid to spout
on behalf of an archbishop, however, really ought to
keep himself informed. Spout if you must, but at least
spout accurately, is our humble, if insightful advice.
If I had eight hours to chop down a tree, I’d spend
six hours sharpening my axe. (Abraham Lincoln)

And so Father Spadaro is very much in error in that
affirmation."
Cardinal Burke said he was "very much" offended by
Fr Spadaro's recent claim that Pope Francis doesn't
give answers to "binary" [“yes/no”] questions: “It is
the role of the pope as the pastor of the universal
Church, as the guardian of the unity of the bishops
and of the whole Body of Christ, to respond to such
questions. To suggest that posing these questions
is a sign of insincerity is deeply offensive. I can
assure you that for myself, and I know the other
cardinals involved, we wouldn’t raise the questions
unless we had the deepest and most sincere concern
for the Church herself and for the individual members
of the faithful."
Pope Francis has "given his own opinion" on
Communion for the divorced and remarried, but "the
question can only be answered in terms of what the
Church has always taught and practised," Cardinal
Burke said: "It’s not a matter of…some speculative
idea I may have about how to approach these
questions, but how does Christ in His Church
address such questions? ...until that answer is
provided, we remain in a confused state."
Cardinal and interviewer Raymond Arroyo
discussed [Cardinal]  Schönborn's claim that AL is
an "evolution" of the Church's teaching: "You can’t
have a maturation of a teaching which is a rupture
from that teaching, which is a breaking away from
that teaching." said Cardinal Burke. "Cardinal
Schönborn's remarks in that regard do not reflect
what is called development of doctrine - in other
words, through the Church’s reflection she deepens
her appreciation of a teaching and helps the faithful
to practise that teaching. This case, it’s a question
of complete rupture in the teaching of the Church, a
complete going away from what the Church has
always taught and practised. And that you can’t call
a maturation. A maturation is something organic,
where you see that what the Church has been
teaching about marriage now is expressed with a
greater fullness."
Cardinal Burke decried the "politicisation of the
Church" that has occurred as supporters of changing
Church practice have attacked the four cardinals via
the media: "I perceive that a mundane spirit, a
worldly spirit has entered into the Church, which
would divide her members into various camps:
liberals and conservatives," said Cardinal Burke,
“with the latter being "the ' fundamentalists,' as some
are fond of calling those of us who are striving to
defend the constant teaching of the Church."
Cardinal Burke also responded to Bishop Athanasius
Schneider's recent interview during which he
explained the "strange form of schism" occurring in
the Church today:"Numerous ecclesiastics safeguard
formal unity with the pope, at times for the good of
their own career or of a kind of papolatry but at the
same time they have broken their ties with Christ,
the Truth, and with Christ, the true head of the
Church. They have done this by denying the truth
about marriage and embracing ‘a gospel of sexual
liberty’ that lacks the sixth commandment.” he said.

Amoris Laetitia
Law Vs Love Continued from p.5

Among all the crimes which
can be committed against
life, procured abortion has
characteristics making it
particularly serious and
deplorable.
The Second Vatican Council
defines abortion, together
with infanticide, as an
"unspeakable crime".
But today, in many people's

consciences, the perception of its gravity has become
progressively obscured. The acceptance of abortion in the
popular mind, in behaviour and even in law itself, is a telling
sign of an extremely dangerous crisis of the moral sense,
which is becoming more and more incapable of
distinguishing between good and evil, even when the
fundamental right to life is at stake. Given such a grave
situation, we need now more than ever to have the courage
to look the truth in the eye and to call things by their proper
name, without yielding to convenient compromises or to
the temptation of self-deception. Especially in the case of
abortion there is a widespread use of ambiguous
terminology, which tends to hide abortion's true nature and
to attenuate its seriousness in public opinion. Perhaps this
linguistic phenomenon is itself a symptom of an uneasiness
of conscience. But no word has the power to change the
reality of things: procured abortion is the deliberate and
direct killing, by whatever means it is carried out, of a
human being in the initial phase of his or her existence,
extending from conception to birth. The moral gravity of
procured abortion is apparent in all its truth if we recognize
that we are dealing with murder …

(Encyclical, John Paul II, 25 March, 1995)

From Evangelium Vitae # 58

View entire interview on video at
https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=VG1_zmn-Ryc

https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=VG1_zmn-Ryc
View the interview on YouTube at <iframe width="1920" height="917" src="https://www.youtube.com/embed/VG1_zmn-Ryc" frameborder="0" allowfullscreen></iframe>
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Faith &
Morality
Matters

Your Problems Answered
Aunt Evangeline

Amanda in Glasgow writes…
I am experiencing  hostility from a former friend who
ignores me in company and who refuses my efforts
to speak to him. Am I obliged, in Christian charity,
to keep on trying to be friendly towards him?

Aunt Evangeline replies…
No. If he approaches you, then you
would, of course, be pleasant and
charitable towards him but you have no
obligation to go out of your way to try
to befriend someone who lacks
elementary good manners. Pray
for him.

Amanda: but if I have done something which has
caused him to be angry, should I not encourage him
to tell me? I have been outspoken about him to his
face in the past, so I think he’s held on to that. He
even rebuffs my attempts to speak with him after
Mass, when we’ve both received Holy Communion.
I just don’t feel right, so shouldn’t I keep asking him
what is wrong?

Aunt Evangeline: No. According to the Gospel, if
your friend has something against you, he should
“leave his offering at the altar and go first to be
reconciled to thy brother, and then coming, offer thy
gift.” (Matt.5:24).
Jesus’ prayer to the Father reminds us that if we
forgive others who offend us, then God will forgive
us our trespasses, but if we do not forgive, then we
cannot be forgiven (Matt. 6:14-15). Thus, we are
putting our salvation in doubt if we refuse to forgive
another.
St Paul warns: “Let all bitterness and anger and
indignation and clamour and blasphemy be put away
from you, with all malice. And be ye kind one to
another: merciful, forgiving one another even as God
hath forgiven you in Christ.” (Ephesians 4:31-32).

Clearly, it is entirely un-Christian to harbour a grudge
and it is, certainly objectively, a very serious sin to
routinely receive Holy Communion while refusing to
forgive. If this person has no desire to put the
situation to rights, then there is nothing you can do
except to pray for his conversion.

Unchangeable Dogma
Extra Ecclesiam nulla salus
Outside The Church there is no salvation
What it means - and what it doesn’t mean…

Archbishop Marcel Lefebvre
What conclusion can be drawn by a Catholic who
sees Church authorities condoning scandalous [ec-
umenical] ceremonies? If all religions are of equal
value, he could very well work out his salvation with
Buddhists or Protestants. He is running the risk of
losing faith in the true Church.  This in fact is what
is suggested to him. They want to submit the
Church to natural law;  they want to put it on the
same footing with other religions.  They refuse to
say--even priests, seminarians and seminary pro-
fessors--that the Catholic Church is the only
Church, that she possesses the truth, that she alone
is able to lead men to salvation through Jesus
Christ. “The Church is only a spiritual leaven within
society, but the same as other religions; a bit more
than the others, perhaps...” They sometimes grant
it a slight superiority, if you press them.
If this is the case, then the Church is merely useful;
she is no longer indispensable. She is only one of
the means of salvation.
We must say it clearly: such a concept is radically
opposed to Catholic dogma. The Church is the one
ark of salvation, and we must not be afraid to affirm
it.  You have often heard it said, “Outside the Church
there is no salvation”--a dictum which offends con-
temporary minds. It is easy to believe that this
doctrine is no longer in effect, that it has been
dropped. It seems excessively severe.
Yet nothing, in fact, has changed;  nothing can be
changed in this area. Our Lord did not found a
number of churches: He founded only One.  There
is only one Cross by which we can be saved, and
that Cross has been given to the Catholic Church. It
has not been given to others.  To His Church, His
mystical bride, Christ has given all graces.  No
grace in the world, no grace in the history of human-
ity is distributed except through her.
Does that mean that no Protestant, no Muslim, no
Buddhist or animist will be saved? No, it would be a
second error to think that. Those who cry for intoler-
ance in interpreting St. Cyprian's formula, “Outside
the Church there is no salvation,” also reject the
Creed, “I confess one baptism for the remission of
sins,” and are insufficiently instructed as to what
baptism is. There are three ways of receiving it: the
baptism of water; the baptism of blood (that of the
martyrs who confessed the faith while still catechu-
mens) and baptism of desire.
Baptism of desire can be explicit. Many times in
Africa I heard one of our catechumens say to me,
“Father, baptize me straightaway because if I die
before you come again, I shall go to hell.” I told him
“No, if you have no mortal sin on your conscience
and if you desire baptism, then you already have the
grace in you.”

The doctrine of the Church also recognizes implicit
baptism of desire.  This consists in doing the will of
God. God knows all men and He knows that
amongst Protestants, Muslims, Buddhists and in the
whole of humanity there are men of good will. They

receive the grace of baptism without knowing it, but
in an effective way. In this way they become part of
the Church.
The error consists in thinking that they are saved by
their religion.  They are saved in their religion but not
by it. There is no Buddhist church in heaven, no
Protestant church. This is perhaps hard to accept,
but it is the truth. I did not found the Church, but
rather Our Lord the Son of God.  As priests we must
state the truth.
But at the cost of what difficulties do people in those
countries where Christianity has not penetrated
come to receive baptism by desire! Error is an
obstacle to the Holy Ghost. This explains why the
Church has always sent missionaries into all coun-
tries of the world, why thousands of them have
suffered martyrdom. If salvation can be found in any
religion, why cross the seas, why subject oneself to
unhealthy climates, to a harsh life, to sickness and
an early death? From the martyrdom of St. Stephen
onwards (the first to give his life for Christ, and for
this reason his feast is the day after Christmas), the

Apostles set out to spread
the Good News throughout
the Mediterranean coun-
tries.
Would they have done this if
one could be saved by wor-
shipping Cybele or by the
mysteries of Eleusis?  Why
did Our Lord say to them,
“Go and preach the Gospel

to all nations?”
It is amazing that nowadays certain people want to
let everyone find his own way to God according to
the beliefs prevailing in his own “cultural milieu.” A
bishop once told a priest who wanted to convert the
little Muslims, “No, teach them to be good Muslims;
that will be much better than making Catholics of
them.” I am assured and know for certain that before
the Council the Taizé community wanted to abjure
their errors and become Catholics. The authorities
said to them, “No, wait. After the Council you will be
the bridge between Catholics and Protestants.”
Those who gave this reply took on a great responsi-
bility before God, because grace comes often only
at a given moment; it may perhaps not come again.
At the present time the brethren of Taizé are still
outside the Church, sowing confusion in the minds
of the young people who visit them.
I have spoken of the conversions which have
abruptly fallen in countries like the United States--
where they used to amount to 170,000 a year--and
Great Britain and Holland. The missionary spirit has
faded away because of the wrong definition of the
Church and because of the conciliar declaration on
religious liberty…
(Archbishop Lefebvre:  An Open Letter to Confused
Catholics, chapter 10, Ecumenism - available to read
online at www.catholictruthscotland.com Links page.)

All my strength
lies in prayer and
sacrifice. They
are my invincible
weapons, and I
know, by
experience, that
they can soften
the heart much
better than words.

St.  Thérèse



Catholic Truth Conference
To mark…

The 100th Anniversary of the
Fatima Apparitions…

From Diabolical Disorientation to Brand New Religion
“Pope John Paul II hinted that the [full disclosure of the]Third Secret would be embarrassing to Church authorities because it concerns a

crisis of faith and discipline for which they themselves are responsible”
(Christopher A. Ferrara: The Secret Still Hidden,  p.39)

Catholic Truth Team

From Lay Apostolate To Lay Ministry

Father Robert Mann SCJ
Fatima & The Crisis in the Church - Joining Up The Dots

Father Nicholas Mary C.SS.R.
Fatima & Pope Francis  - Joining Up The Dots

To mark, too…
The 100th Edition of The Catholic Truth Newsletter

“In the case of the [Catholic Truth] publication there is no more fearless example of lay opinion challenging episcopacy
in the English-speaking world...”

(Gerard Carruthers, The Role of the Catholic Laity in the Next Ten Years, Newman Association Supplement,  70th anniversary edition, 2012)

Patricia McKeever
Editor, Catholic Truth

Calling Catholics To Account in Scotland & Beyond

On Saturday, 13 May, 2017
Eagle Lodge

2 Hilton Road, Bishopbriggs, Glasgow, G64 2PN
Ten minutes drive from city, free car park: Buses leave from Buchanan St bus station, stop on Kirkintilloch road just along from

The Eagle Lodge,  Bus Number 88/88A/88C 89 89A 89B
Note: there is no disabled access. The Conference suite is on first floor - some steps, but no lift.

Registration 12.00 pm
(Lunches may be purchased between 12-1 pm)

Evening meals from 7 p.m for those who choose to eat in the adjoining Oregano at the Eagle Lodge Restaurant -
A La Carte Menu available for those who choose to purchase an evening meal.
Tea, coffee, biscuits provided at afternoon break in cabaret style Conference suite.

Literature & piety stall also in Conference suite.

Conference 1 pm - 6.30 pm
(Tickets £10 -  £5 for under sixteens & unemployed)

Please make cheques payable to Catholic Truth
and mail to 10 Newton Place, Glasgow, G3 7PR - or pay by bank transfer (email* for our account details).

Limited number of places available, so early booking recommended
Note: early bookings have been coming in steadily, so order your tickets as soon as possible to avoid disappointment.

Ellen Ward
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Dear Reader …
From the editor...
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How  many
times have I
told you,
class, that

you may not
question the
theory of
evolution?
Yet, here we

have Simon saying he’s got
doubts because it’s just a
theory. Doubts? About
Evolution? It’s NOT a theory.
It’s true. You may doubt if God
exists, or if what God says is
true, but NOT the, er, theory of
evolution. Goodness, even the
POPE says you should doubt
God so that you don’t become
rigid and intolerant people.
So, do I make myself clear,
there will be no doubting
evolution in this classroom.
Got that?  (

Is that Catholic
Truth? Right.
Well, I  demand
to speak to your
Agony Aunt…
What about?
Well, for one
thing, How dare
she quote

Scripture at me just because I
refuse to speak to that pathetic
excuse for a human being,
Amanda! And, for the record,
I’ll continue to go to Mass and
Communion no matter how much
I hate that ignorant, no-good,
pathetic excuse for a human
being. And don’t you DARE
suggest she pray for me!   I
don’t WANT her prayers. She got
on the wrong side of me and
there’s no getting over that. I
don’t DO “forgive and forget”
so  Forget that! Just tell her to
stay away from me. OK?

(

For a number of reasons, we have not published all
the information passed to us about the domestic
situation of the priest at Sacred Heart (see p.3).
There is, however, enough, surely, to cause concern,
and not just concern for the parishioners of Sacred
Heart.
Photographs reveal a contented family situation, with
Mgr Conroy at home nursing his housekeeper’s then
very small, if not newborn, baby granddaughter,while
the housekeeper sits beside him on the sofa, laptop

on her knee. Presumably, the baby’s
mother is the one taking the photo,
or perhaps her boyfriend.
Later, Monsignor is photographed in
casual dress, walking briskly during
a day out, housekeeper alongside,
with the housekeeper’s now toddler
grandchild on his shoulders.

Another photo sees Mgr Conroy helping the toddler
to feed ducks. Lovely photos - and there are plenty
more, all of which portray, to the uninformed, an
ordinary, happy family unit. So, what’s the harm?
Well, apart from the conclusion which the less
charitable among us might draw,  students of the law
of unintended consequences might be tempted to
ask what the likely scenario might be, a few short
years down the line, when this child discovers that
the man she has been calling “Papa” is actually a
Catholic priest.  Of course, it may be that she is being
prepared for the Monsignor’s rise to the papacy: it
could be that Papa Francis’ days are numbered, and
Papa Paul may be next.
Let’s leave that thought hanging in the air, right now,
as we reflect for a moment on the requirements of
Canon Law in the matter of the priestly life:

# 277
1. Clerics are obliged to
observe perfect and perpetual
continence for the sake of the
Kingdom of heaven, and are
therefore bound to celibacy.
Celibacy is a special gift of God
by which sacred ministers can
more easily remain close to
Christ with an undivided heart,
and can dedicate themselves

more freely to the service of God and their
neighbour.
2. Clerics are to behave with due prudence in
relation to persons whose company can be a danger
to their obligation of preserving continence or can
lead to scandal of the faithful.
3. The diocesan Bishop has authority to establish
more detailed rules concerning this matter, and to
pass judgement on the observance of the obligation
in particular cases.

Thoughtful readers will put together the report on the
domestic arrangements of the Vicar General, Parish
Priest at Sacred Heart, featured in this edition, with
the Robert Siscoe article on the extrinsic value of the
Mass published on page 7. So, there’s just no “nice”
way to say this; until the Archbishop acts decisively
to end all appearance of scandal at Sacred Heart,
concerns will remain, and worse, doubts will fester
about the efficacy of attending Mass in that parish.

Already, I know of one woman who attends the
traditional Latin Mass there1 who has resolved only
to seek Mass at the city centre chapel of the Society
of St Pius X in future.
The crisis in the Church is lunging from bad to worse,
from confusion to chaos, from crisis to disintegration,
with the diabolical disorientation foretold at Fatima,
writ large.
It’s hard to keep faith, but keep faith we must.
Otherwise, the devil wins. Christ’s Church, the only
Church established by Him, is holy. We must never
forget that. We, the members sin and cause scandal,
or give the appearance of scandal, but we are not
“the Church”. No priest, however, senior, is “the
Church”. So, use the information in these pages to
contribute, as best you can, to the restoration of the
traditional Catholic religion in your neck of the woods.
Write to your bishop for answers in these situations,
but do not allow the scandals, or apparent scandals,
engulfing the Church today to weaken your faith.
Here’s what the great St Francis de Sales (1567–
1622) famously said when asked about the priestly
scandals of his day: "Those who commit these types
of scandals are guilty of the spiritual equivalent of
murder” because of their terrible example, because
people may lose faith. But then he warned: "But I'm
here among you to prevent something far worse for
you. While those who give scandal are guilty of the
spiritual equivalent of murder, those who take
scandal, who allow scandals to destroy their faith are
guilty of spiritual suicide." 2

Footnotes:
1 The previous priest learned the Traditional Latin Mass
(TLM)  when Pope Benedict, via Summorum Pontificum,
gave permission to all priests to offer the old rite, without
having to ask their Bishop. When he was moved, Mgr Conroy
was appointed and continued the Una Voce provision,
although, having attended his TLM myself, when I had no
other option, I was less than impressed. At the Elevation, both
Host and Chalice were up and down in seconds. I think it’s
an open secret that he’s not crazy about the ancient Mass.
2 We highly recommend, once again, the famous pamphlets
written by St Francis de Sales to re-convert thousands of
Protestants back to the Faith from Calvinism. His pamphlets
have been published in a book entitled The Catholic
Controversy, by St Francis de Sales, Bishop and Doctor of
the Church. ISBN 0-89555-387-2

Holy Michael, Archangel,
defend us in the day of battle;

be our safeguard against the wickedness and
snares of the Devil. May God rebuke him,

we humbly pray; and do thou,
O Prince of the Heavenly Host,

by the power of God,
cast down into Hell, Satan,

and all wicked spirits,
who wander through the world

for the ruin of souls.
Amen.


