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Open Warfare in the Church
Archbishop Viganò: "…crisis due to the scourge of homosexuality" - Cardinal Cupich: Wrong!

“Whistleblower”,
Archbishop Carlo
Maria  Viganò (left)
worked in the
Vatican Curia before
being moved to
Washington to serve
as Papal Nuncio in
the USA from 2011-

2016.
In the summer of 2018 he hit the headlines
across the internet when he publicly exposed
the fact that “corruption has reached the very
top of the Church’s hierarchy.”
The Archbishop has called for Pope Francis
to resign because he has known for years
about Cardinal Theodore McCarrick’s sexual
abuse and yet protected and promoted him -
effectively removing restrictions placed on
McCarrick by Pope Benedict, who, when he
learned of McCarrick’s sins, “imposed
[restrictions] on Cardinal McCarrick:  the
Cardinal was to leave the seminary where he
was living, he was forbidden to celebrate
Mass in public, to participate in public
meetings, to give lectures, to travel, with the
obligation of dedicating himself to a life of
prayer and penance.”
Archbishop Viganò reveals that McCarrick
defied these restrictions and, on his election,
Pope Francis ignored them, leaving
McCarrick free to travel the world on his
behalf on papal missions; in fact, McCarrick
became highly influential in Francis’s
Vatican: “The appointments of Blase Cupich
to Chicago and Joseph W. Tobin to Newark
were orchestrated by McCarrick, Maradiaga
and Wuerl, united by a wicked pact of abuses
by the first, and at least of cover-up of abuses

On 16 February, news
broke of the laicisation
(dismissal from the
clerical state) of  Cardinal
Theodore McCarrick
(right), the Archbishop
Emeritus of Washington,
D.C. - who is now plain
Mr McCarrick, found guilty of  of sexually
abusing three minors  and harassing adult
seminarians and priests over decades.

Cardinal Óscar Andrés
Rodríguez Maradiaga

Cardinal Blasé J. Cupich

Cardinal Joseph W. Tobin

Cardinal Donald Wuerl

Archbishop Viganò
on Wuerl when he
claimed not to know
about McCarrick’s
abuse: “The
Cardinal lies
shamelessly.”
because he [Viganò]
had informed
Cardinal Wuerl
about it.

For Scotland’s contribution to
“queering the Church” see p.6
Note: “Queering the Church” is the name of
a “gay” blog…praised as “brilliant” by Quest
http://questlgbti.uk/queering-the-church/

by the other two. Their names were not among
those presented by the Nunciature for Chicago
and Newark…Regarding Cupich, one cannot
fail to note his ostentatious arrogance, and the
insolence with which he denies the evidence that
is now obvious to all: that 80% of the abuses
found were committed against young adults by
homosexuals who were in a relationship of
authority over their victims.”

Archbishop Viganò says that Francis certainly
knew about McCarrick’s abusive behaviour
from Viganò himself: “… the Pope learned
about it from me on June 23, 2013, and
continued to cover for him. He did not take into
account the [restrictions] that Pope Benedict
had imposed on him and made him his trusted
counselor along with Maradiaga. …
[Pope Francis] knew from at least June 23,
2013 that McCarrick was a serial predator.
Although he knew that he was a corrupt man,
he covered for him to the bitter end; indeed, he
made McCarrick’s advice his own, which was
certainly not inspired by sound intentions and
for love of the Church. It was only when he was
forced by the report of the abuse of a minor,
again on the basis of media attention, that he
took action [regarding McCarrick] to save his
image in the media. There is a concentrated
effort by these cardinals, and Father James
Martin, SJ, to change Catholic teaching on
homosexuality”…  I [suggested that the Church
authorities should] intervene before the civil
authorities and, if possible, before the scandal
had broken out in the press. This could have
restored some dignity to [the] Church…

(The information on this page is taken from the
testimony of Archbishop Viganò,  published widely
across the internet.)

http://questlgbti.uk/queering-the-church/
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The support group set up following the
suspension of Father Matthew Despard,
Diocese of Motherwell, for publishing a
book seeking to expose the homosexual
culture within the diocese, prayed the
Rosary outside the Cathedral,  Our Lady
of Good Aid, after the Vigil Mass on 2nd
February, Feast of the Purification: “We
haven’t given up hope of mercy and
compassion being shown to Fr Despard,
who  has been suspended from active
ministry for five years now” said one of
the group’s leaders

Candlelit
Rosary for
Suspended
Parish Priest…
Justice & Peace Correspondent

Fr Matthew Despard, Motherwell Diocese, suspended in 2013 for publishing book
alleging widespread homosexuality within the Church in Scotland.

See page 6 for more on the claims of rampant homosexuality
within the Church in Scotland , including claims from another, Edinburgh, priest…

To read more about Fr Despard’s
case, see page 6.
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Did St Thomas Aquinas Really Say
Women Are Merely “Defective Males”?

The article below, entitled ‘What St Thomas Aquinas Never Said About Women’
 was first published on the Website of First Things in December, 1998. Printed here with kind permission.

Michael Nolan

Continued on p.4

If the first casualty
of war is the
unwelcome truth,
the first tool of the
discontented is the
welcome lie. Such
lies cluster freely
around Thomas
Aquinas. Here I
want to engage two frequently
encountered in feminist literature: that he
claims women are defective males and
that he claims that the male human
embryo receives a rational soul earlier
than does the female. Aquinas nowhere
makes the second claim, and as for the
first, not only does he not assert it, he
denies it no fewer than six times.
One may wonder why he should find it
necessary to deny that woman is defective.
The answer lies in Aristotle, who, in his
account of reproduction, writes that “the
female is as it were a defective male.” As
a Catholic theologian, Aquinas believes
that God personally produced the first
woman. She cannot therefore be defective.
Yet Aristotle’s name in the Middle Ages
evoked all the awe that Einstein’s does in
our own. What he said about the female—
or anything else—would be taken very
seriously in the medieval universities.
Aquinas therefore diplomatically attempts
to set Aristotle’s dictum in its context and
to show that it has a strictly limited
application which does not imply that
women are defective.  Aristotle’s theory of
reproduction correctly identifies semen as
the male reproductive substance. But he
does not know about the existence of the
ovum—that had to await the researches of
William Harvey, the seventeenth-century
Englishman who also discovered the
circulation of the blood. Aristotle thinks that
the female reproductive substance is a very
pure fraction of the menstrual blood. Both
substances, he says, are produced by the
body in a process of “concentration” that
requires heat. The male substance, the
semen, is more concentrated than the
female substance. Aristotle concludes that
the male possesses more heat than does
the female. The female, accordingly, is
relatively lacking in heat, and this is the
meaning of the statement that the female
is a defective male. It is, as can be seen, a
very limited statement, and has no more
general significance than the assertion that
women lack the muscular power of men.
Aristotle, however, has more to say. He
thinks that the male semen seeks to
“master” the female reproductive substance
and to cause it to develop into a male child.

But sometimes—manifestly on some 50
percent of occasions—the semen itself is
“mastered,” either because it is weak or
because the female substance resists its
action, or for some other reason. Then a
female child is born. In other words, the
female child is not what the male semen
“intends,” and arises from some failure in
the action of the semen.
To be fair to Aristotle one must add that
for him this failure is built-in by nature, for
both females and males are required if
animals are to reproduce and continue the
species. The female is not truly defective,
but only as it were defective.
Aristotle’s phrase “the female is as it were
a defective male” came to the Scholastics
in the translation femina est mas
occasionatus. Occasionatus is a word not
found in classical Latin. The Scholastics
use it to mean something caused
unintentionally or accidentally. Now
accidents, by and large, are for the worse,
so much so that when they are for the
better, we talk of a “happy” accident. The
phrase therefore implies that there is
something deficient in the female.
Aquinas, as has been said, takes the
matter so seriously that he deals with it no
fewer than six times. The main treatment
is in his Summa Theologiae (1, 92, 1). The
problem comes up when he is dealing with
the creation of the world. He asks whether
God should have created woman at the
beginning of the world. Although the
manifest answer to this is Yes, Aquinas
nevertheless states some objections to
this answer. The first objection is that
Aristotle has said that the female is an
“unintended” (occasionatus) male, and
what is “unintended” is defective. It follows
that woman is defective. Now God should
not have made anything defective at the
beginning of the world, and consequently
He should not have made woman.
Aquinas answers the objection as follows.
The female may not be intended by the
male semen, but it is most certainly
intended by nature. And since God is the
author of nature, the female is intended by
God. Being intended, it is not defective.
Hence God rightly made woman at the
beginning of the world.
With respect to the particular nature the
female is something defective and
occasionatum, for the active force in the
male semen intends to produce a perfect
likeness of itself in the male sex; but if a
female should be generated, this is
because of a weakness of the active force,
or because of some indisposition of the

material, or even because of a
transmutation [brought about] by an
outside influence… But with respect to
universal nature the female is not
something occasionatum, but is by
nature’s intention ordained for the work of
generation. Now the intention of universal
nature depends on God, who is the
universal author of nature. Therefore, in
instituting nature, God produced not only
the male but also the female.
The passage requires some comment. The
phrase “with respect to the particular
nature the female is something defective”
may suggest to ears unused to scholastic
language that the particular nature of the
female is defective. But “particular nature”
means the power or force in a particular
thing, and here the particular nature is the
power in the male semen. There can be
no doubt on this point, for in his Summa
Contra Gentiles (3, 94) Aquinas explicitly
states that the particular nature is the
power in the semen.
The phrase that the female “is by nature’s
intention ordained for the work of
generation” must not be taken to mean that
the male is not so ordained. Aquinas
argues explicitly in the same article that
both woman and man have more important
things to do than to procreate. Their
primary task is to know and understand the
world in which they live. Indeed the reason
the sexes are distinct is precisely so that
individual people can explore the world in
their own way.
One may note the meaning Aquinas gives
to the Genesis statement that the first
woman was formed from the side of the
first man. Woman, he says, (Summa 1, 92,
3) was not formed from man’s head,
because she should not dominate him.
Neither was she formed from his feet, for
she should not be despised by man, as
though she was subject to him as a
servant. Rather she was made from his
side so as to signify that man and woman
should be conjoined as allies (socialis
coniunctio).
The mistaken attribution to Aquinas of the
view that the male embryo receives a
rational soul earlier than the female also
arises from a commentary on Aristotle.
Aquinas cites (In 3 Sent., 3, 5, 2, co et ad
3) a passage from Aristotle’s History of
Animals which says that if an embryo is
aborted, the articulation of the male can
be perceived at forty days, that of the
female after ninety days. He cites the
passage because he wishes to argue that

St Thomas Aquinas 1225-74

https://www.firstthings.com/article/1998/11/003-what-aquinas-never-said-about-women
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Did St Thomas Aquinas Really Say Women Are Merely “Defective Males”?…Continued from p.3
the body of Christ was complete in every
detail, even if tiny, from the moment of
conception, whereas other embryos are
only gradually articulated. Neither in
Aristotle’s original statement nor in
Aquinas’ comment on it is there any
reference to the infusion of the soul. There
are more than fifty passages elsewhere in
Aquinas where he does refer to the infusion
of the rational soul. In none of these
passages does he make any distinction
between men and women.
All in all, then, those searching for evidence
that Christianity has viewed woman as
defective to man will have to look
elsewhere than to Thomas Aquinas.

Michael Nolan is Professor Emeritus in the
Maurice Kennedy Research Center at
University College, Dublin.

The above article first published on the
website of First Things, November, 1998.

Long live Women’s Inequality -
Vive Les Differences!

Jim Allen

There is a very dangerous idea going round
that gender is a mere societal construct
and that, in future, with the rise of medical
science, we will be able to change sex at
will.  It is claimed that this was started by
the suffragettes long ago but what these
women wanted corrected were obvious
injustices like voting rights and equal pay,
obvious things that really needed to be
addressed, and not the disaster of
abolishing gender altogether.
Women are not ‘equal’ or ‘unequal’ to
anyone or anything; they are just women -
marvellous creations of God who made us
all. Together with every other creature on
earth we are male or female, like it or not.
What a catastrophe if some neurotic
middle-class liberals manage to blur or
even disrupt this scheme of things and
understate sexual difference out of
existence.
Men should be head of the family and
women the heart and centre, love being the
cement that holds things together. When
love fades ‘equality’ and ‘rights’ raise their
ugly heads and separate spaces are
marked out all over the place. In the Holy
Family these weasel words did not arise.
Mary, Queen of Heaven, did not think it
beneath her dignity to be obedient to her
husband. Psalm 128:3* beautifully
describes the perfect wife: “Thy wife shall
be as a fruitful vine in the innermost parts
of thine house”
[Ed: this is from *Psalm 127:3 in the Catholic
Douay-Rheims Bible: Thy wife as a fruitful
vine, on the sides of thy house…]

The male/female pair in marriage make a
wonderful division of labour for the task in
hand, the production of children first and
many desirable fruits, after.
In general, men excel in every creative skill
and usually consider themselves superior
on that account. But women have the far
more important task of creating life in the
first place and then to cherish and sustain
it, to civilise, to inspire men, to be beautiful,
loving and tender, qualities without which
society would become savage and brutal.
What treasures in art, poetry and humour
would be lost if there were no genuine
women around; life would become as
boring as in a socialist state where equality
is compulsory. Here equality becomes
tyranny; scratch an egalitarian and you will
find a fascist underneath.
Women can be many things; [spouse],
mother, friend, an inspirer of men and
amazon - this last means having a calling
uniquely her own.

In Australia there is a movement called
‘Women who want to be women, WWW’.
These ladies have a secure hold on reality.
In Islamic countries where women are
second class if not third class citizens,
there is a growing body of female protest
against outrageous male domination.
Good for them, but let them not go too far
into a mega-egalitarianism as we are
tending to do in the west.
It is in the family that women come into
their own and can be rightly called ‘queen’,
and the family is the basis of society. That
saying: ‘The hand that rocks the cradle
rules the world’ has much truth in it. In the
first years of childhood the mother is the
dominant influence on mind and character,
and the child is the father of the man. Men
become what they are, successful or
otherwise, partly because of their mother’s
training of the lack thereof.
A woman who has, say, risen to be chief
engineer on a construction site has to be
admired for this, but has part of her
precious femininity been been sacrificed
to get there? What normal man would want
to [express loving feelings to] a chief
engineer, on or off site?
Women have now been proven competent
in just about all the things men do, but
should they do all of them?
Now, to that most important area of human
life, religion.  No prizes for guessing who
is more important here. Attendance figures
show that a large majority at Mass are
women.  God trusts His messages to
mankind, more to women than to men.
After the Resurrection, Mary Magdalene
was the first to see the Lord after which she
passed on the news to the cowering male
disciples.
[Ed: for more on this, see Did Christ Appear
First to His Mother after Resurrection? P.15]

Mary has been given enormous powers by
her Son and is greater than all of us.  The
foolish blind feminists ignore her!  So,
ladies, hang on to your marvellous
irreplaceable talents at all costs, men
abjectly need them.
A plague on gender-benders and all who
have the impudence to mess about with
God’s creation

Some women saints -
Long before the Feminist Movement the
Church valued and honoured women.

Below, just three examples…

St Bridget of Sweden is a
mystic and saint, and founder
of the Bridgettines nuns and
monks after the death of her
husband of twenty years.

St Agnes of Rome is a
virgin martyr.
She is one of seven women who,
along with the Blessed Virgin,
are commemorated by name in
the Canon of the Mass.

1303-1373 AD

291-304 AD

St. Catherine of
Sienna
was a laywoman, a tertiary of
the Dominican Order -
among her written works are
hundreds of letters and her
famous Dialogue. She is a
Doctor of the Church.

1347-1380 AD
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Catholic Action…
The following letter was sent to the Bishop of Paisley by Catholic Truth reader

I have just come across an advertisement
for a "Medjugorje Evening" you promoted
in November, 2018. It is my Catholic duty
to write and express my dismay at your
apparent ignorance of this hoax apparition
and to respectfully upbraid you for leading
the faithful into error in its regard.
The local bishops of Bosnia Herzegovina
have examined the claims of the so-called
"seers" of Medjugorje at very great length
and have unanimously concluded that
nothing of a supernatural nature took place
there. Indeed one of the seers having lied
under oath to a bishop during examination
of the facts is proof positive that Medjugorje
is fake, perhaps even diabolic.
The very insult to Our Lady represented by
the daily and banal utterances attributed to
her, in excess of 40,000 locutions by now,
should alert even the least educated
Catholic that something is not right.
Historically, Marian apparitions occur when
heaven wishes to communicate an urgent
plea or message to mankind, such as in the
case of Lourdes or Fatima. There is no
instance in history of Our Lady
communicating daily messages of a banal
nature for more than 30 years. Even basic
common sense forbids belief in such
nonsense.
The most Blessed Virgin is a wise Mother
of Good Counsel, not a postal worker
delivering daily messages to the local
village, including promotions of the
condemned error of ecumenism, which
error Pope Gregory XVI called "an insanity"
and other Popes have called "destructive
of the Catholic religion", prophetic wisdom
that we have all seen come true since the
hierarchy adopted and spread ecumenism
since post-Vatican II.
The infallible dogma is clear and irrefutable:
'Extra ecclesiam nulla salus'. This divine
truth stands eternally opposed to those in
the Church today who promote the
falsehood that non-Catholic religions can
sanctify and save souls. This is utterly false
and a great sin against charity, which is
primarily a supernatural virtue. We who
have the true religion are duty bound upon
the peril of our own souls to speak this truth
to our non-Catholic neighbour for the love
of their souls. To suggest or hint that they
are safe in their false beliefs, much less
confirm them in their false beliefs through
joint ecumenical events and the like, is
nothing more or less than human respect
disguised as charity.
At any rate, it is for local ordinaries, upon
wise and detailed examination, to declare
on the truth or otherwise of supernatural
events claimed to have taken place within

Martin Blackshaw

their dioceses. These are the lawful
authorities in such matters and their
findings should be respected, especially by
brother bishops in other countries who
know little or nothing of the investigations
they have carried out.
It is scandalous in the extreme for any
bishop to promote Medjugorje against the
local ordinary who is in possession of all
the facts and has declared the event to be
non-supernatural. This is where Catholics
today are seeing a hierarchy divided and
rebellious.
There are other issues with Medjugorje that
amply demonstrate the absence of God,
such as the immorality and disobedience
of certain Franciscans who have been
instrumental in ensuring the spread of this
false apparition site. Then there is the very
marked distinction between the Medjugorje
children and other children who have been
blessed with authentic visits from Our Lady.
The former are very worldly and crave
attention. The latter were humble, reluctant
to speak of their experience and afterwards
drawn to the religious life, which is perfectly
understandable for any soul graced by a
heavenly visit.
I will not labour the point further,
Excellency. Suffice it to say that as a
Catholic bishop you should not be
promoting supernatural events that not only
do not have the authority of the Church, but
have been found to be false by those
whose duty it is to investigate and declare
in such matters.
I do not know how you can undo the harm
you may have caused by your promotion of
this false apparition. My suggestion is a
public recanting of your support for it, come
what may from the liberal element.
Now, you may object that even if there is
nothing supernatural about the Medjugorje
events, God is bringing much good from
them. To this objection I would argue that
God bringing good from evil does not give
you the right to tolerate, much less promote,
the evil. As I have already demonstrated,
Medjugorje spreads the error of
ecumenism, once properly called a heresy
before Churchmen became afraid of human
reaction to their speaking the truth.
The devil will happily give you 99%
orthodoxy through false apparitions so long
as he is given his 1% of error to throw in.
That 1% will do more damage to souls
universally than any good by the 99% of
orthodoxy. That's why the Church is always
so cautious when it comes to claims of
divine locutions. In this case they have
been intensely investigated and declared
void of the supernatural by the legitimate
authority.

That should be good enough for you
and everyone else who claims to be
a faithful Catholic.
 Sincerely in Jesus & Mary,

Martin Blackshaw,
Archdiocese of Edinburgh

World Apostolate of
Fatima-Scotland (WAF)
Spiritual Director Fr Joe McAuley

A Motherwell reader emailed
a copy of a WAF flyer
advertising “An Afternoon with
Our Lady” “being dished out at
Carfin [Pilgrimage Centre]
Fatima Devotions on Sat 2nd

Feb.”
It is of great concern that the
World Apostolate of Fatima
(WAF) has spread its
tentacles all the way to
Scotland, because WAF
does not preach and
promote the full Message
of Fatima. We have
discussed this on our blog,
more than once1 with
bloggers opining that “the

WAF is dangerous to
unsuspecting Catholic souls and should
be avoided.” And “The problem with
WAF is that they have such a
professional website, and so many
ignorant people will be led astray by
them. God forgive them, for this is a most
serious matter, to distort and twist the
Fatima Message must surely be a
damnable offence, if un-repented and
un-corrected.”

Disappointingly, while ignoring the key
Fatima request, the Consecration of
Russia, which will bring peace (and thus
good order) to both the world and the
Church, the Carfin pilgrims are
encouraged to pray for Pope Francis’
monthly intention, which, for February is
“That all may welcome the victims of
human trafficking, of enforced
prostitution and of violence.”  And, the
flyer continues,  meditate, how? Answer:
“We might ask Our Lady to share with us
what it was like to be present at each -
or just one- of the events of the 20
Mysteries of the Rosary. [emphasis
added]
At Fatima, Our Lady asked for the
traditional 15  Mysteries of the Rosary
with no hint of more to follow.  Avoid
WAF.  Instead,for reliable information on
Fatima, visit www.fatima.org

Footnotes:
1 Consecration of Russia: God Got It Wrong! – World
Apostolate of Fatima, Catholic Truth blog, 29/5/16

http://www.fatima.org 
https://catholictruthblog.com/2016/05/29/consecration-of-russia-god-got-it-wrong-world-apostolate-of-fatima/
https://catholictruthblog.com/2016/05/29/consecration-of-russia-god-got-it-wrong-world-apostolate-of-fatima/
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Underground “Gay” Priests’
Movement in Scotland…

Claims Edinburgh Priest - 19 years ago!
Editor

The above headline refers to a report in the
Sunday Mail, a Scottish tabloid, dated 23
January, 2000 (Priest reveals secret of the
Church gays) in which Edinburgh priest, Fr
Gordon Brown, photographed full face on
the front page, “outed” himself as “gay”
having been “so sickened by his Church’s
stance on gays.” The Mail report also
quotes him saying that “he was so incensed
by Cardinal Thomas Winning’s remarks last
week that homosexuality was a perversion,
he was left with little choice but to challenge
his own Church.”  According to the Mail,
this latter day Martin Luther “…claims there
is a significant underground gay movement
within the Catholic Church in Scotland with
gay priests too scared to reveal themselves
for fear of being expelled from their jobs
and the Church… [There is] a network of
gay priests operating under the noses of
the Scottish Bishops.”

Now, none of us at Catholic Truth - who are
reasonably well informed Catholics - can
recall any suspensions or disciplining of
clergy in Scotland; we can’t recall even an
episcopal rebuke to any priest found to be
actively homosexual or openly supporting
the “gay” lifestyle.  So, either Father Brown
was telling porky pies in 2000, OR  the
Bishops are turning a blind eye or eight.1

Indeed, far from being disciplined in any
way, post publication of the above tabloid
report, Fr Gordon Brown was left free to
promote the LGBT+ agenda through his
work with the homosexual group Quest. For
the sole purpose of fact-finding, be
assured, members of the Catholic Truth
Team attended a Mass for Quest members
and heard Fr Brown preach a homily which
concluded with an exhortation to go out and
spread…Quest - i.e. not the Gospel!
Later, in 2003, another “leading gay priest”,
Fr John Breslin, Diocese of Motherwell,
claimed that “Around one in seven priests
in Scotland is homosexual - almost double
the national figure.”2 Acknowledging that
national studies have consistently put the
number of gays in society at one in ten…
Fr Breslin, who founded a gay clergy help
group, The Scottish Clergy Consultation
Group, said the figure for the priesthood
was “considerably higher”. The report
concludes with the sadly unsurprising
revelation that Fr Breslin, who is retired,
said that his parishioners accepted the fact
that he was gay when he “came out”.
Father John Breslin was an early activist
for homosexual “rights”; he was, in fact,
Secretary of the Scottish Minorities Group
(SMG), which spawned the Paedophile
Information Exchange (PIE), founded in
October 1974 by three members of SMG

“because there was a need in Britain for a
group for those men and women who were
sexually and otherwise attracted to young
people below the age of about 17.”
Shockingly,Fr Breslin allowed his address
to be advertised in the PIE newsletter for
incoming mail.3 As an aside, it it noteworthy
that several leading Labour politicians were
taken to task back in 2014, for their links to
PIE.4

We have very public homosexual priests
promoting the “gay” lifestyle, as well as
Paedophile rights,  then, and not a whisper
from any Bishop. Nor was there any
concern when I alerted Fr Raymond
Breslin, then Parish Priest of St Cadoc’s in
Halfway, Cambuslang, thinking he ought
to know about Fr John Breslin’s role as a
“gay”/paedophile rights activist, since he
routinely called upon the services of Fr
John Breslin to supply during his absences.
But Note: I didn’t just speak to Fr Raymond

Breslin about Fr John Breslin (no
relation, apparently) - I also
handed him a detailed file to
support my concerns. Fr John
Breslin continued to supply. I

began to think, think, think. And
when I’d done that, I began to think again…
Fr Raymond Breslin, as well as being one
of the Bishop’s Advisors, is listed on the
diocesan website as the  Episcopal Vicar
for Safeguarding. Incredible.
So, what’s Fr Despard got that the Fathers
Brown and Breslin of this world don’t?  How
come he’s been suspended for merely
writing a book detailing his own experience
of homosexuality within the Church in
Scotland? I know he’s been criticised for
naming names and/or - we’re told - making
it easy enough to identify certain priests
referred to in his book5 but, to the best of
my knowledge although there has been a
legal threat against Fr Despard by one of
the priests named or implicated in the book,
not one has publicly denied the allegations,
and nothing came of the legal threat from
his brother priest.  In my book (excuse the
pun) that is very revealing. Were any such
allegation to be made about me, I’d have
a statement out there before you could say
“not guilty.”
And it’s worth noting that Fr John Breslin
beat Fr Despard to it, when he went public
in writing, way back in 1972.  In a letter
published in the then Glasgow Herald,
6/4/72, he challenged the Church of
Scotland to move from “…the disputed
view that homosexuality is an illness rather
than a natural phenomenon.”  For the
removal of all doubt about Fr Breslin’s
connection with PIE, note that this letter in

the Glasgow Herald was signed using the
same address - 214 Clyde Street, Glasgow
- as that given for PIE in their newsletter.
Thus, it seems odd – to say the least – that
actively homosexual priests (whether or
not, like Fr John Breslin, actively connected
to the Paedophile Rights movement) are
permitted to encourage acceptance of
homosexual propaganda while a
“whistleblowing”  priest is suspended and
subject to a canonical trial  for, essentially,
seeking to throw light on the “gay” culture
in the Scottish Church.  Makes the whole
subject of “orientation” a tad disorientated,
if you get my drift.  For, although Bishop
Devine had announced that he would not
pursue the matter with the Diocesan
Tribunal he said he would pursue the case
with the National  Tribunal and it was this
action which Bishop Toal continued on his
appointment.
Fast forwarding to 2017, Bishop Toal
responded to requests for an update on Fr
Despard’s situation  from clergy and laity,
in a letter dated 11/8/17:
The canonical trial of Fr Despard for crimes
associated with the publication of his book
Priesthood in Crisis concluded with a
Decision given by the Apostolic Court of
the Roman Rota, to which Fr Despard had
appealed after the Decision reached by the
Inter-Diocesan Court of the
Catholic Church in Scotland.
The Decision of the Roman
Rota partly affirmed and partly
reversed or “reformed” the
Decision made by the Scottish
Tribunal. The decision on
appeal confirmed that
Fr Despard had committed the
crime of defamation and he was required
to remove the defamatory book from the
Internet and from all other selling or
distribution sites whether real or virtual, or
at least, in the judgement of his Bishop do
all that he reasonably could to this end. I
accept that Fr Despard has fulfilled this
requirement.  For the duration of the
canonical trial Fr Despard retained the
office of PP of St John Ogilvie’s, High
Blantyre, but was placed on administrative
leave in accordance with the law.

Once the trial concluded, and in the light of
all that had happened, I then determined it
necessary to initiate an investigation to
establish whether Fr Despard should be
removed as Parish Priest of the Parish of
St John Ogilvie, High Blantyre, in accord
with the Code of Canon Law. From the
serious evidence gathered I concluded that
Fr Despard be requested to resign as

Continued on p. 7
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Parish Priest of St John Ogilvie’s. He
agreed to do so and I accepted his
resignation.

Fr Despard has requested that he now be
allowed to return to public priestly ministry
by being given a new pastoral assignment
in the Diocese of Motherwell. Conscious of
my canonical obligation to ensure that a
person nominated to an ecclesiastical
office possesses the required suitability for
that office, and having consulted the
Motherwell Diocesan Consultors, I have
asked Fr Despard to fulfil certain
requirements. I await his response
indicating his willingness to accept and
carry out to my satisfaction these
requirements. +Joseph Toal.
Three key questions arise from the above
letter.
1) Bishop Toal writes of his determination
“to initiate an investigation to establish
whether Fr Despard should be removed as
Parish Priest…” Which begs the question,
whatever happened to the promised
investigation into the claims in Fr Despard’s
book?  The promise was made and then…
silence; where’s the accountability and
transparency? Where’s the justice?

2) The Bishop then writes of “the serious
evidence” which led him to conclude that
Fr Despard should resign. What “serious
evidence”?  Reading the blogs, it’s clear
that Fr Despard was loved by many
parishioners - indeed, newspapers
reported a large walkout in protest during
Mass when the Bishop announced his
suspension,  so if the “serious evidence” of
which the Bishop writes is nothing more
“serious” than a few complaints from a
handful of moaning parishioners, that’s not
good enough. Indeed, it smacks of
revenge, and revenge features large in this
case. In October 2016, I received a
telephone call from a gentleman in the
Diocese of Motherwell telling me that when
the family of a deceased lady, Teresa
Howie RIP, had asked if their former (now
suspended) Parish Priest, Fr Matthew
Despard, who is a personal friend of the
deceased and family,could officiate at her
funeral, the permission was refused. The
PP was going off on holiday, so
presumably another priest, with no
connection to the family, would be sent in
to conduct the funeral. The caller asked if
Catholic Truth could help, so I emailed the
diocese to ask for this harsh and
unnecessary decision to be overturned on
compassionate grounds, and received a
reply post-haste from the then Chancellor,
Fr Grant, writing on behalf of the Bishop:
in summary - “no”.  Merciful - not.
3) Again, the Bishop does not detail the
“certain requirements” conditional on
restoring Fr Despard to active ministry, but,
the fact is that, to the best of our
knowledge, no requirements were ever
placed on the other priests mentioned in
this piece so far, and that’s before we even
raise the spectre of the prominent LGBT+
activist priest in the same Diocese of
Motherwell, Fr Paul Morton, Parish Priest

On 9th October, 2014, The Daily Record ran the
following headline relating to Fr Paul Morton:
Police investigate historic claims against
Cambuslang priest. These sexual abuse
allegations did not involve children, but adults.
The police investigation did not lead to charges
due to lack of evidence according to a BBC
report on their website (6/5/15) where the
Bishop (Joseph Toal) is quoted as expressing
the hope that, following closure of the police
investigation without charge, the Church
process would also soon be finalised: "I pray
that this case will quickly proceed to a just
conclusion and we will be able to welcome
Father Morton back to active ministry."

Given that no allegations of sexual misconduct
have ever been made against Fr Despard, it is
very curious - to say the least - that no episcopal
words to welcome him back to active ministry
appear on the record. Quite the reverse. Fr
Despard’s request to return to active ministry,
was met with conditions - he must fulfil “certain
requirements” [See column 1].

Fr Morton, on the other hand, is welcomed back
into the diocese, into the same parish, and right
into his lobbying work to promote the LGBT
agenda in Scottish schools.  Later,  Fr Morton,
via an Open Letter on his Facebook page,
publicly rebuked Glasgow priest, Fr Mark
Morris, who was sacked from his chaplaincy
post by Glasgow Caledonian University for
organising a service of reparation for the
forthcoming Gay Pride march, advertised on
the parish website as a “Rosary of reparation
for the gross offence to God which is Pride
Glasgow.” 1

It is worth noting that the Archbishop of
Glasgow has not made any headlines by
insisting on the reinstatement of Fr Morris to

of St Bride’s Cambuslang, pictured
(column 3) wearing a rainbow tie following
“Gay Pride” celebrations marking the
commitment from the Scottish
Government to teach LGBTI “rights” in all
Scottish schools.
It really does make one wonder just how
far up the chain of command this
homosexual/LGBT+ culture is embedded.
It was particularly heartless to suspend Fr
Despard because, whether or not he was
wise to publish, he did so at the height of
the Cardinal O’Brien scandal;  given his
personal experiences - and we have to
take him at his word, even if, in fact, as
some priests argue, he is mistaken - then
surely he should meet with some
understanding. Where is all the  “mercy”
and “compassion” we keep hearing about?
After all, bi-month after bi-month, for years
now, we have reported on priests who – if
Canon Law means anything at all – would
long ago have been suspended; some of
them would have been dismissed from the
priesthood altogether and even publicly
excommunicated from the Church. On the
contrary, however, they are allowed to
carry on regardless, spreading their poison
and bad example. No bishop seems
interested in disciplining any of them.

If, for example, you think it’s bad enough
that some of those mentioned in Fr
Despard’s book MIGHT be identifiable,
imagine how Cardinals, such as Burke and
Ranjith must have felt on being publicly
humiliated and insulted by the nasty retired
priest in Aberdeen Diocese, Mgr Loftus,
whose bishop has long supported his
weekly savaging of the Faith and individual
churchmen who dare to adhere to Catholic
teaching and even - shock horror - praise
and promote the traditional Latin Mass, the
Mass of the saints and martyrs.  Mgr
Loftus, au contraire, questions the Real
Presence of Christ in the Eucharist
(Catholic Times 25/7/10) and mocks the
sacred vestments as “the kind of
diaphonous lace frippery usually seen only
on the tea-tables of elderly spinsters…”
(Catholic Times 12/2/12).   I haven’t seen
that rag for a very long time now, so I’ve
no idea if he’s still at it, or if he’s moved on
to pastures new - maybe joined an
ecumenical/interfaith/feminist-fun-group
and is standing for election as The Great
Guru at the next Generous Assembly.
Who knows.
Then there’s Fr Paul Friel,  the Glasgow
Parish Priest [then of Holy Cross, Croy],
who obstructed the Bishops’ campaign
against same-sex “marriage” back in 2013
by, among other things, apologising on his
Facebook page for the “deceitful” actions
of parishioners, who, in his absence,
invited a pro-traditional marriage speaker
to address the topic in the parish and
sought signatures for a petition. Was HE
suspended? You gotta be kidding.

Continued on p.9 Continued on p.9, column 3
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The UK & Irish Bishops plus the Pope and Prefects of every Vatican Congregation no longer receive this publication. The 100th edition was the last copy
sent to them.  No Pope, Bishop,  or Vatican Prefect has ever contacted us to correct anything, despite our standing invitation to do so over a period of
years now, in accordance  with their duty under Canon Law # 823.  Readers may, therefore, be confident that our publication contains nothing that is
contrary to Catholic Faith or Morals.

N O T I C E S
Sincere gratitude to everyone who donated to our
funds following the January 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, as always, a special word of gratitude

to our Standing Order donors
because these regular donations
very much help us with our
planning.   Thank you.

Miss McMoneypenny
For whosoever shall give you to
drink a cup of water in My name,
because you belong to Christ:
amen I say to you, he shall not
lose his reward.  (Mark 9:40)

Write to…
Catholic Truth,
PO Box 30017

Glasgow,
G67 9FS

Email
editor@catholictruthscotland.com

Please make cheques payable to
‘Catholic Truth’.

Firstly, I want to wish yourself and the team
at Catholic Truth a very blessed and happy
New Year. I pray that we will see a turning
back to God in our countries and the whole
world.
What can I say about poor, pagan, Ireland
except to ask God to be merciful to us all
and to change hearts and minds.  It is
painful to think how low we have
descended towards the abyss but we know
about the power of prayer especially the
Rosary and we remain hopeful and trusting
in the mercy of God.
Enclosing a small donation towards the
printing etc of Catholic Truth. God bless
you. Kathleen James, Co. Sligo, Ireland
Ed: Thank you for your new year wishes and
prayers, and for your not-so-small donation - as
we have said before, there is no such thing,
anyway, as a “small” donation. God bless you
for your charitable support of our humble
apostolate.

Thank you so much - as ever - for another
fantastic jaw dropping issue [January, 2019,
Issue # 109]

Enclosed, small donation and assurances
of prayers for you and your wonderful
apostolate. Patricia Shepherd, Co. Kerry,
Eire
Ed: again, I repeat, there is no such thing as a
“small” donation; your charitable support,
through prayers and financial assistance, is
greatly appreciated, as are your thoughtful words
of encouragement - very kind, indeed.

[Following letter published in January edi-
tion, Issue No. 109…]

I do not live in Preston.
I don't know who supplied you with the
false address, as I gave only an email
address.
Please be so kind as to correct this error.
Mary J. Murphy, by email
Ed: my sincere apologies. I don’t know why I
thought that you were from Preston, but be
assured nobody supplied any address for you,
false or otherwise! It was an honest mistake for
which I sincerely apologise. Thank you for
bringing it to my attention.

Once again, thank you for another Catholic
Truth. Superb. Full of Catholic Truths,
Faith.  Two important pieces of news arise
out of this issue [# 109].

Approximately 34 years ago, the same
issue of homosexuality was prevalent at
the English College at Rome.  I know,
because I had a fortnight’s holiday there
with my friend. Seminarians were bringing
in male and female friends at all times.
The atmosphere was such that Mass was
distorted by the passing round of the
chalice and Communion in the hand.
The chapel of the Martyrs was empty and
disused.  We were the only ones saying
the Rosary there.  I think the reigning pope
was Paul VI.  Why did we not discuss this?
Because we were unable to condemn a
man of the cloth. Who would have
listened? And we would have been sent
away. Our holiday was arranged by
Friends of Rome College, to raise money
for the students. We went to the Pope’s
residence and the same atmosphere was
there.
Like you, I can’t give names, but come to
the present day and I can verify that a very
good priest of our diocese was literally
thrown out because he refused to accept
homosexuality dogma. This resulted in
[him] leaving the priesthood.  This under
the [time in office] of Archbishop Longley
and Parish Priest, Father McGinley of
Worcester, plus the nuncio.  This resulted
in closing the parish and the end of the true
Mass. This was taking place from St Mary’s
Oscott, where the priest was a seminarian.
I am of the age group that you do not
mention these words: homosexuality, we
abhor it, but can’t believe it can come to
the  Church. When it happens [before] our
eyes, we have to speak out.
Thank you for the book review Brussels
Laid Bare. Margaret Parffrey, Worcester,
England

Have you noticed an analogy between Brexit and the Catholic Church?

ꞏ   The EU is the Vatican

ꞏ   The MP’s in the ERG in the Tory party are the SSPX

ꞏ   The other Brexiteer MP’s represent “Trads” such as FSSP and others

ꞏ   The Remainer MP’s (Labour/ SNP/ Liberals/ Greens) are the rest of the
Novus Ordo Catholics

The Vatican is refusing to discuss and compromise as are the SSPX  and everyone
else just wants to get along nicely. Simon Richards, Southern England
Ed: I hadn’t noticed, but it’s a very interesting analogy!

I read, with interest, the letter and your
editorial comment on postures at Mass as
it refers to the SSPX Glasgow church
[Issue No. 109, January, 2019)
I completely agree with you that kneeling
throughout takes away from the impact of
the entire congregation kneeling at the
Sanctus bell, with the expectation of the
Consecration to come.
However, whenever I attend the SSPX
Glasgow church, the numbers are about
the same [because] it’s in one of the worst
possible locations in town, very hilly.
So, with all due respect [the priests] would
be well advised to concentrate on the
purchase of a new church in Glasgow and
leave us to kneel and stand as we have
always done. Name & Location Withheld

I am a Protestant and my [interest in your
work] is this: if you stop what you are doing
then the Catholic Church in Scotland is
worse off. It is clear as night and day that
Catholic Truth is the only way forward for
your Church in Scotland. It upholds and
promotes all its original teaching clearly.
However here is the key and crux to my
point, everything that you are pointing out
in your work shows that slowly the Catholic
Church is turning against itself. It’s self
inflicted wounds.
Protestant, North Lanarkshire

It is so hard to describe my feelings,
thoughts etc about the November Issue,
# 108. Summed up in one word:
unbelievable! Cecilia McCaughey, ON.
Canada

mailto:editor@catholictruthscotland.com
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He was moved to be Parish Priest at St
Paul’s Shettleston and then went off to
head  St John XXIII (sic) Parish the only
English speaking Catholic church in Gene-
va.  Er… if you thought switching to the
vernacular meant switching to the local
lingo, think again.  Priests travelling to
far-off shores for the purpose of providing
Masses in English for the English-speak-
ing population is  all the rage these days,
the liturgical latest. So, forget about dis-
senters, heretics and apostates being dis-
ciplined in this newer, if fewer, Church; the
Code of Canon Law seems to be a very
flexible book in the hands of our bishops.6

This newsletter was launched in 1999 pre-
cisely to challenge the failure of the Scot-
tish Bishops to discipline dissenters. In
those early reports, we focused mainly on
the two major culprits, both Edinburgh
priests employed, respectively, in the print
and broadcasting media,7 who enjoyed the
support of their Ordinary - Cardinal Keith
Patrick O’Brien, whose final days in office
were extraordinary, by any objective
measure. Three priests and one former
priest, from the archdiocese of St Andrews
and Edinburgh brought about his public
shaming and resignation when they com-
plained about his inappropriate conduct,
dating back 30 years. The names of his
accusers have never been published by
any of the outlets which broke and report-
ed the story, although we examined possi-
ble identities in our May, 2013 edition, in
an article entitled: Scandal in Scotland -
Joining up the Dots; Anonymity, Coward-
ice & Credibility, which you can download
from the Newsletter page [Archive] section
of our website.
Fr Steve Gilhooley - a major public dissent-
er was a close friend of the Cardinal: as we
did not fail to point out if Gilhooley said
“jump”, the Cardinal’s routine response
was “how high?” In due course,Gilhooley
was given time off to write a book spilling
the beans on the abuse he had suffered in
junior seminary - a book which is full of foul
language (the ‘F’ word is a particular fa-
vourite); eventually he announced that he
was leaving the priesthood [see Footnote
7].  However, unable to find a job in Ire-
land, he assumed the role of Prodigal
Priest and is now serving the English
speaking community in Lausanne, having
joined Our Lady of Faith Community in
2010 as Director of the Mission.  He is, of
course, no fan of this newsletter and saw
himself as a victim of our evil intent.  Here’s
a flavour of his attitude, as reported in the
Scottish press:
“He has been a long-term irritant to the
conservative elements in the Catholic
Church in Scotland. He has raised ques-
tions over celibacy, women in the church
and what he sees as the church's obses-
sion with sexuality. He ruffled more feath-
ers when he joined the Scottish Socialist
Party. This, after all, is a party which advo-
cates abortion and same-sex marriages…
This is a man who has admitted that he
once urinated down the eighteenth hole at

Underground “Gay” Priests’ Movement in Scotland…Continued from p.7
ensure that students are served by a fully
believing Catholic priest. LGBT+ rights? What
about the rights of God? And Catholics?

As well as praying a public rosary outside St
Bride’s parish, in reparation for this scandal
[during which, to our amazement and
consolation, a rainbow appeared over the
church building, on what was a dry, crisp
November day], I challenged Fr Morton to a
public debate for which he said he would
require the bishop’s permission; take note -
obedience is only important to these dissenters
when it suits them, for it became clear from my
extensive email correspondence with Bishop
Toal that Fr Morton had not sought permission
to publish his Open Letter of rebuke to Fr
Morris.  I reported on our blog that I had met
with Fr Morton and found him to be affable
and pleasant. However, much as I was in
danger of being smiled to death during our
meeting, nothing - not our chat, nor  our public
rosary, nor my challenge to a public debate,
debate, nor even the news that a rainbow had
appeared directly over his slightly oddly
positioned [on a hill] church during our public
rosary - nothing convinced him that he should
not be encouraging people to engage in
homosexual activity, and inviting all and the
manifestly unrepentant sundry to receive Holy
Communion at his Masses. On the contrary, Fr
Morton held fast to his belief that it is the
Church which needs to repent of its treatment
of LGBT people, not homosexuals.2

Now, I’ve never met Fr Despard but I imagine
that I would find him to be just as friendly.
The question is, then, why is the Bishop so
supportive of a friendly priest who is actively
attacking Catholic morality in order to publicly
promote unnatural sexual activity using LGBT
propaganda,while he refuses to reinstate an
equally friendly priest when all he did was to
raise awareness that there are priests like Fr
Morton at work within the diocese? Am I
missing something?

I recall one Motherwell priest laughing at the
idea which he believes is given in Fr Despard’s
book, that just about every priest in the diocese
is actively homosexual.  Is there really  anyone
who is unaware of the fact that the crisis in the
priesthood today is - in no small part - caused
by homosexual priests? 3 My answer to that
laughing Motherwell priest now, were his luck
to break and we should bump into each other,
would be: urge Bishop Toal to conduct the
promised investigation into Fr Despard’s
claims, and we’ll call it even. Until then, I’m
not laughing…

Footnotes:
1 Glasgow Pride: Priest Under Fire For Prayer of
Reparation – Bravo, Father!
https://catholictruthblog.com/2018/07/17/glasgow-pride-priest-
under-fire-for-prayer-of-reparation-bravo-father/
To read the Open Letter (which has been deleted from
the parish Facebook page) scroll to comment from
Editor, July 19, 2018, 11.30.a.m.
2 Cambuslang priest's welcome to LGBTI goes viral
Father Paul Morton, of St Bride’s Parish Church, made a
statement on the church’s Facebook page offering a warm
welcome to gay people in the community, stating there was
no place for prejudice or exclusion. Daily Record,
26/7/17
3 Archbishop Vigano: "This is a crisis due to the scourge
of homosexuality..." Homily, 19/10/18, widely published
across the internet.

TIE & Fr Morton… Continued from p.7
St Andrews, and used The Sash as his
mobile's ringing tone…Gilhooley  has dis-
missed Catholic Truth as ''a nasty wee
magazine''. Sins of the fathers, The Herald, 22/9/01.

The other notorious Edinburgh dissenter,
Fr (Call me Andy) Monaghan, featured
regularly in our early newsletter reports
because of the shocking advice he dished
out on his radio phone-in show - encourag-
ing abortion, homosexuality, cohabitation,
and even, would you believe, suicide - See
Footnote 7 below, for more information. We
know that this priest and Cardinal O’Brien
were friends, not least because the Cardi-
nal defended Monaghan, as he defended
Gilhooley, and, in similar vein to the latter
dissident, the Cardinal once described this
newsletter as “a scurrilous rag” that came
through the letter box with “monotonous
regularity”. I was present in his cathedral to
hear this with my own ears, so I quickly
realised that I wasn’t about to be invited to
dialogue over coffee and cake.
Clearly, Fr Despard has been singled out
for punishment and humiliation, given the
many unpunished public scandals caused
by his brother-priests over the years and
continuing - certainly in the case of Fr Paul
Morton - to the present time. Bishop Toal
must surely  re-instate Fr Despard immedi-
ately as both mercy and justice demand

Footnotes:
1 There are eight bishops in Scotland!
2 Scottish Church gay claim by priest, Catholic Times,
23 February, 2003.

3 PIE newsletter, undated.
4 Harriet Harman, Jack Dromey, Patricia Hewitt and the
Paedophile Information Exchange - The links that left
Harriet Harman being forced to deny support for
paedophiles date back nearly four decades when the Labour
deputy leader was an official in the National Council for
Civil Liberties, The Telegraph, 24/2/14.
5 Fr Matthew Despard: Priesthood in Crisis: One Priest’s
Experience -  See Amazon pull priest's best-selling book
featuring explosive claims about gay bullies in Catholic
Church from their website - PRIESTHOOD in Crisis by
Father Matthew Despard, which accuses church leaders of
covering up powerful homosexual cliques in the Catholic
church, has been axed from Amazon's Kindle store, Daily
Record, 26/5/13.
6 See Catholic Truth, Issue # 80, December, 2013, p.11.
7 Fr Steve Gilhooley was employed as a columnist in the
Edinburgh Evening News, where he shared his anti-Catholic
opinions about the Church and leading churchmen. Pope
Benedict took a particularly vicious written beating on his
election to the Chair of Peter at which point Gilhooley poured
out his heart across the Irish Sea: “…on the announcement of
Cardinal Ratzinger's name [as newly elected pope] a man in
St Peter's Square fell to his knees and wept. He was not the
only one… I am in Ireland on a year's sabbatical to decide
whether I want to return to Scotland as a priest. My return
ticket is now in the bin, and an appointment has been made
at the local Fás office.”
On the wrong end of Cardinal Ratzinger's wrath, The Irish
Times, 9/5/05.
Fr Gilhooley is now working as a priest in Lausanne
http://catholicchurchlausanne.org/index.php/6-community

Father (now Canon) Andrew Monaghan has been the
subject of a police investigation when women filed
complaints against him, although no charges were made,
due to lack of evidence. Forth 2 radio presenter priest
under investigation after two women accuse him of lewd
behaviour
FORMER agony uncle Andy Monaghan, 72, has been
banned from his Midlothian parish while the historic claims
- which date back more than 36 years - are investigated.
Daily Record, 17/12/14.

https://catholictruthblog.com/2018/07/17/glasgow-pride-priest-under-fire-for-prayer-of-reparation-bravo-father/
https://catholictruthblog.com/2018/07/17/glasgow-pride-priest-under-fire-for-prayer-of-reparation-bravo-father/
http://catholicchurchlausanne.org/index.php/6-community


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

St John Ogilvie SJ
Feast: 10 March
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WHO HAS CHARITY?
Sermon of St. John Vianney

Ah, dear lord, how Christians are damned
through lack of charity! No, no, my dear
brethren, even if you could perform
miracles, you will never be saved if you
have not charity. Not to have charity is not
to know your religion; it is to have a religion
of whim, mood, and inclination. Carry on,
carry on, you are only hypocrites and
outcasts! Without charity you will never
see God, you will never go to Heaven! ....
Give away your wealth, give generous
alms to those who love you or who please
you, go to Mass every day, go to Holy
Communion every day if you wish: you are
only hypocrites and outcasts. Continue on
your way and you will shortly be in Hell! ....
You cannot endure the faults of your
neighbour because he is too tiresome; you
do not like his company. Go away,
unhappy people, you are but hypocrites,
you have only a false religion, which,
whatever good you are doing, will lead you
to Hell. Oh my God! How rare this virtue
is! Alas! It is so rare that they are rare, too,
who will be going to Heaven! I don't want
even to see them, you will say. At the
church they distract me with all their
mannerisms.
Ah, unhappy sinner, say rather that you
have no charity and that you are but a
miserable creature who loves only those
who agree with your sentiments and enter
into your interests, who never go against
you in anything, who flatter you on the
subject of your good works, who love to
thank you for your kindnesses, and who
give you plenty of attention and
recognition.
You will do everything for such as these;
you do not even mind depriving yourself
of some necessity to help them. But if they
treated you with contempt or returned your
kindness with ingratitude, you would no
longer love them. You would never wish
to lay eyes upon them. You would avoid
their company.
You would be very happy to cut short any
dealings you have with them. Ah, dear
God, what false devotions these are which
can only lead us to a place among the
outcasts.
If you have any doubt of this, my dear
brethren, listen to St. Paul, who will not
lead you astray. If, he tells us, I should give
my wealth to the poor, if I should work
miracles by raising the dead to life, and
have not charity, I am nothing other than
a hypocrite.

But to convince you even more firmly of it,
go over the whole of the Passion of our
Lord Jesus Christ. Consult all the lives of
the saints; you will find nothing in them
which does not conform with this virtue. No,
you will not find one of them who did not
choose to do good to someone who had
done them harm. Look at St. Francis de
Sales, who tells us that if he had only one
good work to do, he would choose to do it
for someone who had done him some
wrong rather than for someone who had
done him some good service. Alas, my
dear brethren, the person who has no
charity goes far afield for evil! If someone
does him some harm, you see him
examining all his actions then.
He judges them. He condemns them. He
turns them all to evil and is always quite
certain that he is right.
But, you will tell me, there are plenty of
times when you see people doing wrong
and you cannot think otherwise.
My good friend, because you have no
charity, you think that they are doing
wrong. If you had charity, you would think
quite otherwise because you would
always think that you could have been
mistaken, as so often happens. And to
convince you of this, here is an example
which I beg of you never to efface from
your minds, above all when you think that
your neighbour is doing wrong.
It is recounted in the history of the Fathers
of the Desert that a hermit named Simeon
had remained for many years in solitude
when he got the idea of returning to the
world. But he asked God that men should
never know his intentions during his
lifetime. God granted him this grace and he
went into the world. He used to pretend to
be a fool, and he delivered the possessed
from the Devil and he cured the sick. He
used to go into the houses of women of evil
life and make them swear that they would
love him alone, and then he would give
them all the money he had. Everyone
looked upon him just as a hermit who had
become eccentric. They saw him every
day, this old man of more than seventy
years of age, playing with the children in
the streets. At other times he plunged
himself into the midst of the public dances,
moving around with the crowd while he
spoke to them and telling them clearly what
wrong they were really doing. But they only
looked upon what he said as coming from
a fool and simply despised him. At other
times he climbed onto the stage and threw

stones at all those who were down below.
When he saw people who were possessed
of the devil he fell in with them and imitated
the possessed as if he also were one of
them. He was to be seen hurrying into the
inns and mixing with the drunkards. In the
markets he rolled around on the ground
and did a thousand other things which were
very extravagant and extraordinary.
Everyone condemned and scorned him.
Some looked upon him as a fool. Others
thought him a libertine and a bad character
who deserved only to be locked up. And
yet, my dear children, despite all this, he
was actually a saint who sought only scorn
to win souls to God, even though everyone
judged him to be bad. This shows us that
although the very actions of our neighbour
appear bad to us, we must not, ourselves,
judge them to be bad. Often we judge
things to be bad while in the sight of God
they are not so....
Yes, my dear children, anyone who has
charity does not see the faults of his
neighbour....
Whoever possesses charity is sure that
Heaven is for him! ....
That is the happiness which I desire for
you

Do not try to please
everybody.

Try to please God,
the angels and the saints -

they are your public.

St John Vianney
Patron Saint of Priests
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Fundamental Catholic Principles
Some guiding texts in today's crisis

Taken from website of the Society of St Pius X (SSPX)

1. The Catholic Church is divine
…In order that we may perform satisfactorily
the duty of embracing the true faith and of
continuously persevering in it, God, through
His only-begotten Son, has instituted the
Church and provided it with clear signs of His
institution, so that it can be recognized by all as
the guardian and teacher of the revealed word.
(Vatican I, Dz 1793).

2. The Catholic Church is the unique Ark of
Salvation
The Catholic Church firmly believes, professes,
and proclaims that those not living within Her
…cannot become participants in eternal life but
will depart 'into everlasting fire which was
prepared for the devil and his angels' (Mt.
25:41), unless before the end of life the same
have been added to the flock... (Council of
Florence, Dz 714).

3. The Catholic Church is visible and
indefectible
Moreover, what the Chief of pastors and the
Great Pastor of sheep, the Lord Jesus,
established in the blessed Apostle Peter for the
perpetual salvation and perennial good of the
Church, this by the same Author must endure
always in the Church which was founded upon
a rock and will endure firm until the end of the
ages. (Vatican I, Dz 1824 [cf. Dz 1793 above]).

The one Church of Christ is visible to all and
will remain, according to the Will of its Author,
exactly the same as He instituted it. (Pius XI,
Mortalium Animos, §15).

4.   The Church is founded upon Peter and
his successors forever
If anyone then says that it is not from the
institution of Christ the Lord Himself or by
divine right that the blessed Peter has perpetual
successors in the primacy over the universal
Church… let him be anathema…

If anyone thus speaks, that the Roman Pontiff
has only the office of inspection or direction but
not the full and supreme power of jurisdiction
over the universal Church, not only in things
which pertain to faith and morals, but also in
those which pertain to the discipline and
government of the Church spread over the
whole world… let him be anathema. (Vatican
I, Dz 1825, 1831).

But it is opposed to the truth and in evident
contradiction with the divine constitution of the
Church to hold that, while each bishop is
individually bound to obey the authority of the
Roman Pontiffs, taken collectively the bishops
are not so bound. (Leo XIII, Satis Cognitum).

5. The pope has power only "unto edification
and not unto destruction" (II Cor 13:10) of
Christ's Church
For, the Holy Spirit was not promised to the
successors of Peter that by His revelation they
might disclose new doctrine, but that by His
help they might guard sacredly the revelation
transmitted through the apostles and the deposit
of faith, and might faithfully set it forth.
(Vatican I, Dz 1836).

And for these sacraments instituted by Christ
the Lord, in the course of the ages the Church
has not and could not substitute other
sacraments, since, as the Council of Trent
teaches, the seven sacraments of the New Law
have all been instituted by Jesus Christ our
Lord and the Church has no power over the
“substance of the sacraments,” that is, over
those things which, with the sources of divine
revelation as witnesses, Christ the Lord
Himself decreed to be preserved in a
sacramental sign... (Pius XII, Sacramentum
Ordinis, Dz 2301).

7. Protestants and other non-Catholics do
not have the Faith
Now it is manifest that he who adheres to the
teaching of the Church, as to an infallible rule,
assents to whatever the Church teaches;
otherwise, if, of the things taught by the
Church, he holds what he chooses to hold, and
rejects what he chooses to reject, he no longer
adheres to the teaching of the Church as to an
infallible rule, but to his own will... Therefore
it is clear that such a heretic with regard to one
article has no faith in the other articles, but only
a kind of opinion in accordance with his own
will (St. Thomas Aquinas, Summa Theologica,
II II, Q.5, A.3).

8. Human law is ordained to divine law
Likewise the liberty of those who are in
authority does not consist in the power to lay
unreasonable and capricious commands upon
their subjects... but the binding force of human
laws is in this, that they are to be regarded as
applications of the eternal law, and incapable
of sanctioning anything which is not contained
in the eternal law, as in the principle of all law
(Leo XIII, Libertas §10).

9. Bad laws are not laws
If, then, by any one in authority, something be
sanctioned out of conformity with the
principles of right reason, and consequently
hurtful to the commonwealth, such an
enactment can have no binding force of law, as
being no rule of justice, but certain to lead men
away from that good which is the very end of
civil society.... But where the power to
command is wanting, or where a law is enacted
contrary to reason, or to the eternal law, or to
some ordinance of God, obedience is unlawful,
lest, while obeying man, we become
disobedient to God (Leo XIII, Libertas §10,
13).

10. In certain circumstances ecclesiastical
laws do not oblige

a) When doubtful: “When there is a doubt of
law, laws do not bind even if they be nullifying
and disqualifying ones...” (1917 Code of
Canon Law, canon 15; 1983 Code of Canon
Law, canon 14).
b) When retroactive: “A law comes into
existence when it is promulgated.” (1917 Code
of Canon Law, canon 8, §1 [cf., canon 17, §2];
1983 Code of Canon Law, canon 7, [cf. canon
16, §2]).
c) When they cannot be observed (physically
or morally): “No positive law obliges where
there is grave inconvenience” is a principle of
moral theology (cf. 1917 Code of Canon Law,
canon 2205, §2; 1983 Code of Canon Law,
canon 1323, 40). There certainly is such a grave
inconvenience when observance would be
detrimental to souls, for “the salvation of souls
must always be the supreme law of the Church”
(1983 Code of Canon Law, canon 1752).

It is well known unto all men… with what great
care and pastoral vigilance our predecessors the
Roman Pontiffs have discharged the office
entrusted by Christ Our Lord to them in the
person of the most blessed Peter, Prince of the
Apostles, have unremittingly discharged the
duty of feeding the lambs and the sheep, and
have diligently nourished the Lord’s entire
flock with the words of faith, imbued it with
salutary doctrine, and guarded it from poisoned
pastures. And those our predecessors, who
were the assertors and champions of the august
Catholic religion, of truth and justice, being as
they were chiefly solicitous for the salvation of
souls, held nothing to be of so great importance
as the duty of exposing and condemning, in
their most wise Letters and Constitutions, all
heresies and errors which are hostile to moral
honesty and to the eternal salvation of
mankind... (Pius IX, Quanta Cura §1).

6. Church teaching cannot change
Revelation, constituting the object of Catholic
faith, was not completed with the apostles
(Condemned by St. Pius X, Lamentabili, Dz
2021).

Further, by divine and Catholic faith, all those
things must be believed which are contained in
the written word of God and in Tradition, and
which are proposed by the Church, either in a
solemn pronouncement or in her ordinary and
universal teaching power, to be believed as
divinely revealed…

Hence, also, that understanding of its sacred
dogmas must be perpetually retained, which
Holy Mother Church has once declared; and
there must never be recession from that
meaning under the specious name of a deeper
understanding... definitions of the Roman
Pontiff from himself, but not from the
consensus of the Church, are unalterable
(Vatican I, Dz 1792; 1800; 1839).

1983 Code of
Canon Law

# 1752

The salvation of
souls must always
be the supreme
law of the Church.

Continued on page 14, column 2.

http://archives.sspx.org/SSPX_FAQs/catholic_principles.htm#p11


Book Review
Zombies More Popular Than God? The Evolution of Unbelief

by Thomas L McFadden

Graham Wright

When Irish
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NOT
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In the latest title from the Institute for Science
and Catholicism - “Zombies More Popular
than God?” - Thomas L McFadden considers
the 'evolution of unbelief'. The text opens by
reviewing the great popularity of 'Zombies' in
modern culture today, across films, TV series
and video games. For example, the contempo-
rary “Walking Dead” TV series is indeed a
global phenomenon.

McFadden notes that the main consumers of
such culture output as the young, who at the
same time are ever less religious. Might more
young people believe in Zombies than in God?
It is not an unreasonable question, a fact rein-
forced by the proffered Chesterton quote re-
calling that when men do not believe in God,
they believe in anything. And how true that is
– I cannot be the only one to have noticed that
people who would scoff at the idea of God, are
often quick to affirm that “a man can turn into
a woman” - the modern “transgender” mad-
ness.

The book makes the interesting suggestion that
the Zombies of popular culture have an undead
relation – the bogus, materialistic hypothesis of
the origins of man, which seemingly refuse to
die. These carry a Godless contagion, infecting
those who are seduced by the credentials of
scientism. Again, the same people who would
scoff at God would happily accept that the
moon was made of cheese if a scientist told
them so. It seems human credulity never really
goes away, it just changes the focus of it's
attention. McFadden argues that many Catho-
lic youths are detatched from the faith by bogus
science held up as fact by secular society. I find
his argument convincing; personally I have
discovered that the biggest advocates of evolu-
tion and the like are often extremely ignorant
about it – unaware even of Darwin's own cau-
tions regarding his work.

This is a big problem for the Church, the fact
that it has allowed non-Christian secular views
to take centre stage when it comes to the young
learning about our origins. What I was interest-
ed to learn from the book is that the Church
hierarchy has been keenly aware of this prob-
lem since at least the 1980s – with then-Cardi-
nal Ratzinger addressing it often – yet, nearly
40 years later has failed to make any headway
against it. The Church today has no well devel-
oped theology of creation, as a result of having
abandoned the sound theology of the Fathers
and Doctors of the Church. This abandonment
is, I believe, another example of Catholics
being seduced by the bogus science.

To compound the mess the Church has gotten
itself into here, we learn that atheist scientists
like Richard Dawkins have been making hay
while the sun shines, with his best-selling
books and celebrity. The youth of today find
the credentials of men like Dawkins, plus their
pithy put-downs, far more appealing that what

the Church offers them. And no wonder, if we
are to be honest. The leaders of today's Church
seem almost embarrassed to be so. They fall
over themselves to say they don't want to
convert anyone, seeming unaware that the
logical conclusion - to what they misguidedly
believe is great humility – is that the Church is
a useless structure with no purpose. McFadden
confronts the situation head-on: the atheists
are winning the debate.

I enjoyed the discussion of how materialistic
notions of our origins came to be dominant. So
dominant, in fact, that even to express doubt –
much less challenge them directly, generally
brings derision. There is no doubt what is
considered orthodoxy in the 21st century. The
link to the Vatican's early responses to evolu-
tionary theory is a great read but – like the
Papal Encyclicals also mentioned – will sadly
be completely unknown to a majority of Cath-
olics today. We learn of how Pope Pius X
connected belief in evolution with modernism
– the “synthesis of all heresies” - and the
reason behind so many of the Church's prob-
lems today. Not least, how it has transformed
from being strong opponent of evolution in the
early twentieth century, before meekly making
peace within barely half a century. I liked the
author's example of modernism in the current
pontificate, which should be helpful to those
only encountering the notion. Note how Fran-
cis makes subtle or stark “paradigm shifts” (as
he would call them himself) but without pre-
senting any intellectual foundation to underpin
them. This is just the “evolution of doctrine”
which the modernist accepts, just as he accepts
the evolution of man.

The Piltdown man hoax is discussed here and
– despite such a blow to credibility – the fact
that materialism still holds sway reminds us of
the authors “zombie science” analogy. The
effect of the hoax, for the period prior to it's
debunking, is pondered – not least on mem-
bers of the Jesuit Order, given the connection
of one of their own (Pierre Teilhard de Char-
din, SJ). The chapter ends with the uncomfort-
able statistic that 55% of US Adults believe
faith and science are often in conflict. I have
noticed that people of no faith commonly per-
ceive this falsehood. It is a remarkable stance
to adopt and displays a remarkable ignorance
of the Church's historic and contemporary role
in the advancement of science, discovery and
education. People hear slanted tales of Galileo
once, then conclude they are an expert on faith
vs science.

Chapter 5 reminds us of how evolution itself is
an article of faith – not a scientific certainty.
Many people believe evolution to be cut and
dried science, but this is far from being so.

Continued on p.15, column 2

Is there any mission to the Jewish people?
headlines an article in The Irish Catholic,
14/2/19, in which, the author, Colm
Fitzpatrick,  quoting the predictable expert1,
concludes that there is no requirement to
convert the Jews - a conclusion achieved by
totally ignoring Sacred Scripture, distorting
the traditional teaching of the Church by
substituting what he terms “the theological
culture”: “…a traditional position which says
Jews are out of the pale… Catholics have
always said Jews go to hell because they
rejected Christ…” and by quoting non-
authoritative statements from the recent
modernist popes: Vatican II says ‘No’ – the
Covenant that God makes with the Jewish
people is still valid… now Catholics are
saying Jews are in God’s book and that’s like
overturning centuries of teaching…”

While admitting that “in a way”, Christ can
never be “irrelevant” to the Jews, the
author/expert insists that “Christians are
nonetheless called to bear witness to their
faith in Jesus Christ to Jews, although they
should do so in a humble and sensitive
manner, acknowledging that Jews are bearers
of God’s Word, and particularly in view of the
great tragedy of the Holocaust.”  This is as
nonsensical as linking The Great Irish Potato
Famine to a group of Legionaries of Mary
participating in a Peregrinatio Pro Christo
mission to England. Apples and Oranges.

The problem is, of course, that - if one’s
common sense doesn’t dictate that we must
seek to bring the Jews to  Christ (because we
love them and wish their salvation) then
Christ’s own words  and the teaching of St
Paul make clear God’s will in the matter:  If
Christ’s final command on this earth to go out
and convert everyone (Matt 28:19) isn’t seen
as including the Jews, try this: “These twelve
Jesus sent out with the following instructions:
“…go rather to the lost sheep of the house of
Israel.”(Matt 10:5-6) And St Paul puts
conversion of the Jews at the very top of the
agenda: “For I am not ashamed of the gospel;
it is the power of God for salvation to
everyone who has faith, to the Jew first and
also to the Greek.”  (Romans 1:16)

Footnote:
1 Gavin D’Costa, Professor of Catholic Theology and
Head of Religion and Theology at the University of
Bristol, [due to speak at] the annual Irish Ratzinger
Symposium on February 16.
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From the Blog…

Wendy Walker on
The Winner of the Confused
Cardinal Competition is…
Cardinal Dolan!

Oh how very dreadful to see
a Cardinal making up
excuses for rabid abortion-
minded politicians who have
bought in abortion up to
birth!

You really could not make it up but just
like Pelosi, Melinda Gates, Cherie & Tony
Blair, [there are] Catholics who feel they
can re write Catholicism to their liking and
get away with it…To see this so called
high ranking [prelate] squirming and
placating in his chair [during TV interview
in USA] for mass baby slaughter is so sad
and so sickening as to be unbelievable -
great shame on him.
Ed: note: Wendy, our resident pro-life
activist, is not a Catholic. If only the
Cardinal had her insight…

Scottish Catholic Observer, 18/1/19, ar-
ticle entitled Teachers should be free to
share Catholic theology…
Glasgow RE teacher, Pauline Gallagher,
expresses concerns about the dominance
of the LGBT input in Catholic schools. We
discussed her article on our blog; below,
extracts from the introductory comment:
Congratulations to Pauline Gallagher for
her courageous article which reflects the
concerns expressed in the Catholic Truth
article LGBTI Issues in Catholic Schools
published in Issue # 109, January 2019
newsletter, page 4.
One key point for consideration in the
article  is "Catholic RE teachers propose
rather than impose the Gospel. This is
what Jesus did. God is love and love does
not force."

This way of thinking stands in stark contra-
diction to the traditional purpose of Catho-
lic schools which was to pass on the Faith,
to nurture the Catholic religion in pupils;
parents were required to take their chil-
dren to Mass, inculcate devotions, while
Catholic dogma and morals were system-
atically taught at school, just as every
academic subject is taught. The Faith was
to be taught across the curriculum so that
pupils would leave school with a Catholic
world-view.
The modern, rather apologetic attitude,
this reassurance of "not imposing" the
Faith suggests that it is optional, that the
Catholic Church is not God's means of
salvation. Certainly, we cannot "force" the
Faith on anyone, in the sense of coercion;
but we must avoid the sin of omission by
failing to teach the elementary dogma that
- as the Fathers of the Church have taught
from the beginning - outside the Catholic
Church there is no salvation (Catechism of
the Catholic Church #846).

Of course, given the weakness of the
Scottish Catholic Education Commission
for many years now, coupled with the
ecumenical mindset, it is extremely diffi-
cult for any Catholic school to offer an
authentic traditional Catholic education.
Goodness, as Pauline indicates, it is al-
most impossible for Catholic schools to
teach  purity and the abhorrence of sin, let
alone imbue young people with a Catholic
world-view.
For now, though, congratulations to
Pauline Gallagher - we are grateful for her
courageous article,  sincerely hoping that
she will be able to make a real difference
in the work of restoring genuine Catholic
education in our schools
To read original article and blog discussion visit
https://catholictruthblog.com/2019/01/19/scots-re-teacher-why-
lack-of-teaching-on-purity-sin-in-catholic-schools/#comments

Vatican Summit on
Clergy Sex Abuse -

Mere Window Dressing
Staff Reporter

Nicky on
Sermon: “Poor Quality
Catholicism” – A Traditional
Priest Hits Home…

SentireCumEcclesia on
Scots RE Teacher: why lack of
teaching on purity & sin in
Catholic Schools? (See column 3)

Catholic teachers, let us not
be afraid to lose our status, our
salaries and our influence - all
good things, but not worth the
loss of one soul in our charge.

Let’s seek first the Kingdom of God, and
trust in Him to pay the mortgage

That’s a very good sermon, I
agree. I thought Father’s
assessment of the Church
post-Vatican II very piercing.
It’s hard to hear what he says

about the new Mass but there’s no denying
that the Church has been in terminal
decline since its introduction.
The bit about the in-fighting in churches is
interesting but I see it from a different
angle. Sometimes, priests refuse to do
their duty by correcting certain parishioners
who often take it upon themselves to give
instructions, tick people off, and so on. That
is frustrating… What I can’t work out is, do
priests want to avoid dealing with these
pastoral issues because they want to be
popular or because they think it’ll be less
divisive? I think these conflicts only fester
when they are not dealt with.
All in all, a very useful sermon indeed, and
way above the quality of sermons in the
average parish.

ROME, February 18, 2019 (LifeSiteNews)
— Cardinal Blase Cupich of Chicago, one
of only two cardinals on the organizing
committee for the upcoming Vatican abuse
summit [22-24 February] was pressed by
journalists at today’s press conference in
Vatican City on the role of homosexuality
and of a homosexual subculture in the
clerical abuse crisis.  Faced with the
comments of Cardinal Müller that “more
than 80 percent  of the victims of these
sexual offenders are teenagers of the male
sex”, Cardinal Cupich was unable to deny
this fact. But he denied any causal
connection.
Edward Pentin of the National Catholic
Register said: “…When this meeting was
initially announced, it was to be about the
protection of minors and vulnerable adults,
but now it seems to be about the protection
of minors only… Will this meeting include
abuse of vulnerable adults and seminarians
in particular?” Pentin asked.
Archbishop Scicluna ingeniously  argued
that through concentrating on minors, the
participants would learn valuable lessons
despite never dealing with the question of
seminarians and other vulnerable adults.
Seminarians may have a voice but they are
often prevented from using it because their
victimizers employ guilt and fear of
exposure and threat of expulsion as a way
of silencing and controlling them. CNN’s
Delia Gallagher  observed that even
prelates who are not involved in the abuse
but who are engaged in clandestine
homosexual activity, are disposed to cover
for fellow clerics accused of abuse in order
to maintain the conspiracy of silence that
allows them to pursue their own lifestyle. In
response, Cardinal Cupich said: “I think you
were right in saying it’s a hypothesis, and
hypotheses have to be proven. And I think
that that’s something that has to remain at
that level of hypothesis.”
Sandro Magister of L’Espresso pointed out
that the screening now conducted in
seminaries is aimed precisely at “the
elimination of the presence of homosexual
tendencies in aspirants to the priesthood.”
Cupich: “The screening is important, not in
terms of the issue of homosexuality but in
terms ... [of] an attitude about human
sexuality that is not in keeping with the
Church,” he said, emphasizing that “it is not
a particular screening that has to do with
one’s sexual orientation as the major
factor.”  This conflicts with the Church’s law
which excludes those with deep-seated
homosexual tendencies from consideration
for the priesthood
Taken from Cardinal Cupich: Vast majority of
clergy abuse is homosexual, but homosexuality
‘not a cause’ LifeSiteNews, 18/2/19

Parents are not to send their
children to any school which
sets itself against their moral
and religious convictions.

Pope John Paul II
Charter of the Rights of the Family (1982)

https://catholictruthblog.com/2019/01/19/scots-re-teacher-why-lack-of-teaching-on-purity-sin-in-catholic-schools/#comments
https://catholictruthblog.com/2019/01/19/scots-re-teacher-why-lack-of-teaching-on-purity-sin-in-catholic-schools/#comments
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Faith &
Morality
Matters

Your Problems Answered
Aunt Evangeline

I read the following question and answer in
an American Catholic newspaper, online.
It’s something I’ve often wondered about,
as I hate the sign of peace at Mass.  Do
you agree with this priest’s answer to the
question?

Dear Father Rutler,

I don’t like giving the Sign of the Peace at
Mass. It seems to me like a needless
distraction. I can glad-hand Mrs Smith any
time I want. On Sundays, I’m there to see
Jesus. Is this uncharitable or disobedient?

Father Rutler’s Reply:

The Sign of Peace is a
distraction where it is presently
situated in the Liturgy,
especially if effervescent
personalities wave and
chat. A patrician friend of
mine, when I said Mass as
he was dying, asked me to omit the
Peace because it made his butler
uncomfortable. I have used that as a
sufficient excuse ever since, regardless of
domestic arrangements. If done at all, it
should be liturgical: greeting just the
person next to you with a formal gesture.
Influenza has a salutary effect because in
flu season the Peace is often suspended.
The real fault with it is that it is cloyingly
bourgeois. If someone intrudes upon you
with an unwelcome smile, just say
politely: “Noli me tangere”. Our Lord said
that to the Magdalene, and if it was good
enough for him it should be good enough
for us. End.

For those attending the Novus Ordo Missae
(NOM - generally referred to as the New
Mass), the above is good advice.

At Catholic Truth, however, we recommend
attendance at the Traditional Latin Mass
(TLM) - see column 3 where we are
reminded of a “Critical Study” of the New
Mass, submitted to Pope Paul VI by
concerned Cardinals, known as The
Ottaviani Intervention, which concluded
that the New Mass departs from Catholic
principles… that, in fact, it “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 22 of the
Council of Trent.” (Cardinals Ottaviani and
Bacci, Short Critical Study of the New Order of
Mass, p. 27)

Catholic Principles… Continued from p.11
11. The Mass is not essentially a meal If
anyone says that in the Mass a true and real
sacrifice is not offered to God, or that the act of
offering is nothing else than Christ being given
to us to eat, let him be anathema. (Council of
Trent, Dz 948.).

12. THE MASS IS THE RE-ENACTMENT
OF CALVARY (and not just a narrative of
the Last Supper, which was itself but a
pre-enactment of Calvary)
He, therefore, our God and Lord, though He was
about to offer Himself once to God the Father
upon the altar of the Cross… nevertheless, that
His sacerdotal office might not come to an end
with His death, at the Last Supper, on the night
He was betrayed, so that He might leave to His
beloved spouse the Church a visible sacrifice
(as the nature of man demands), whereby that
bloody sacrifice once to be completed on the
Cross might be represented, and the memory of
it remain even to the end of the world... offered
to God the Father His own body and blood
under the species of bread and wine.... (Council
of Trent, Dz 950).

13. The Mass is not a community gathering
If anyone says that Masses in which the priest
alone communicates sacramentally, are illicit
and are therefore to be abrogated, let him be
anathema. (Council of Trent, Dz 955, cf.,
principle 14)

14. The prayers of the Mass are not directed
to the people but to God
If anyone says that the rite of the Roman
Church, according to which a part of the canon
and the words of consecration are pronounced
in a low tone, is to be condemned..., let him be
anathema. (Council of Trent, Dz 956)

15. Holy Communion under both species is
not necessary for the laity
If anyone denies that the whole Christ is
contained in the venerable sacrament of the
Eucharist under each species and under every
part of each species, when the separation has
been made, let him be anathema. (Council of
Trent, Dz 885)

If anyone says that the holy Catholic Church
has not been influenced by just causes and
reasons to give communion under the form of
bread only to laymen and even to clerics when
not consecrating, or that she has erred in this,
let him be anathema. (Council of Trent, Dz 935)

16. The Blessed Sacrament is Our Lord and
must be worshipped
If anyone says that in the holy sacrament of the
Eucharist the only-begotten Son of God is not
to be adored even outwardly with the worship
of latria... let him be anathema. (Council of
Trent, Dz 888).

17. The Blessed Sacrament contains the
whole Christ under the species of bread and
wine
If anyone denies that in the sacrament of the
most holy Eucharist there are truly, really, and
substantially contained the body and blood
together with the soul and divinity of our Lord
Jesus Christ, and therefore the whole Christ, but
shall say that He is in it as by a sign or figure,
or force, let him be anathema. (Council of Trent,
Dz 883).

18. The Catholic priesthood is of divine
origin
If anyone says that by these words: “Do this
for a commemoration of me,” (Lk. 22:19; I Cor.
11:24), Christ did not make the Apostles
priests, or did not ordain that they and other
priests might offer His own body and blood:
let him be anathema. (Council of Trent, Dz
949).

19. The traditional Roman Mass is still in
force in virtue of Quo Primum
By these present (ordinances) and by virtue of
Our Apostolic Authority, We give and grant in
perpetuity that for the singing or reading of
Mass in any church whatsoever this Missal may
be followed absolutely, without any scruple of
conscience or fear of incurring any penalty,
judgment or censure, and may be freely and
lawfully used... We likewise order and declare
that no one whosoever shall be forced or
coerced into altering this Missal; and that this
present Constitution can never be revoked or
modified, but shall forever remain valid and
have the force of law... (St. Pius V, Quo
Primum).

ꞏ  As immemorial custom: “...unless it makes
express mention of centenary or immemorial
customs, a law does not revoke them...” (1917
Code of Canon Law, canon 30; 1983 Code of
Canon Law, canon 28).
ꞏ  And because the Novus Ordo Missae is not

to be regarded as an option open to faithful
Catholics:

1. The Critical Study [see below] is the work
of a select group of bishops, theologians, litur-
gists and pastors of souls. Despite its brevity,
the study shows quite clearly that the Novus
Ordo Missae - considering the new elements
susceptible to widely different interpretations
which are implied or taken for granted - repre-
sents, both as a whole and in its details, a
striking departure from the Catholic theol-
ogy of the Mass as it was formulated in
Session 22 of the Council of Trent. The
“canons” of the rite definitively fixed at that
time erected an insurmountable barrier against
any heresy which might attack the integrity of
the Mystery. (Cardinals Ottaviani and Bacci, Short
Critical Study of the New Order of Mass, p. 27)

To abandon a liturgical
tradition which for four
centuries stood as a sign
and pledge of unity in
worship, and to replace
it with another liturgy
which, due to the count-
less liberties it implicitly
authorizes, cannot but
be a sign of division - a
liturgy which teems with
insinuations or manifest

errors against the integrity of the Catholic
Faith - is, we feel bound in conscience to
proclaim, an incalculable error. (Cardinals Otta-
viani and Bacci, Short Critical Study of the New
Order of Mass, p. 55)

Note: available to order from Amazon…

To read online, click image above…

http://www.catholictradition.org/Eucharist/ottaviani.htm
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All the Gospel writers
specifically describe
Christ appearing first
to Saint Mary
Magdalene on the
morning of His
resurrection from the
dead: “He appeared
first to Mary
Magdalene” (Mark 16:9).

There is however a [late] Christian tradition
that Christ first appeared to His Mother
Mary and then afterwards appeared to
Saint Mary Magdalene as depicted in the
Gospel accounts. This would explain why
the Blessed Mother felt no need to go to
the tomb of Christ. She already knew and
believed that He had risen from the dead
early Sunday morning.
It also explains why  Christ is not at the
tomb Sunday morning when Mary
Magdalene arrives. He is somewhere else
and then arrives to speak with her. Where
was He at that moment? Well, some say
Christ was visiting His mother on the third
day – just as she also discovered Christ
again “in His Father’s house” when she
had lost Him at age twelve in the Temple
after three days. So did  Christ appear first
to His Mother Mary?
We find Saint Anselm as the first Catholic
Doctor of the Church to teach that Christ
secretly appeared to the Blessed Virgin
Mary, and then appeared to Saint Mary
Magdalene. This is the opinion of Saint
Ignatius Loyola and Saint Teresa of Avila.
The visionary Blessed Maria of Agreda
also received a vision showing that Christ
first appeared to the Blessed Mother before
visiting Saint Mary Magdalene. Even
[Pope] John Paul II affirmed the
possibility that Christ secretly appeared to
His Mother first of all: “It  is legitimate to
think that the Mother may really have been
the first person to whom the risen Jesus
appeared.” (…John Paul II, May 21, 1997)

We already explored the idea that Mary
was not at the tomb Sunday morning
because Christ had already appeared to
her and she was confirmed already in her
belief in the resurrection. However, one
might assert that the Mother of God’s faith
was already so strong that she had not
need to see the resurrected Christ. She
already believed without proof.

Did Christ
Appear First To

His Mother
after

Resurrection?
Dr Taylor Marshall

My own opinion (which carries no weight)
is that Mary’s soul was so united to that of
Christ at His death and even to His soul’s
descent to the dead that she was aware of
His ministry to the dead (including her
husband Saint Joseph and her kinfolk such
as Saint John the Baptist, Saint Zechariah,
and Saint Elizabeth, Saint Anna, et al.), that
she knew the precise moment of His
resurrection and saw it in her soul.
Whether Christ appeared outwardly to her
physical eyes or only in her heart – her
perception of Christ by Faith was more than
any saint will have when they “see” Jesus
Christ

Dr Taylor Marshall describes himself as
an Author. Philosopher. Thought
Leader. Speaker. Husband. Father of 7.
To read the above article at source,visit
https://taylormarshall.com/2017/04/christ-appear-first-
mother-resurrection.html

BOOK REVIEW:
Zombies More Popular Than
God? The Evolution of
Unbelief.  Cont’d from p.12

In particular, the scientist quoted on his “com-
mitment to materialism” is an eye opener re-
garding how discovery can be heavily
coloured by individual prejudices. Recently,
researchers from Rockefeller University and
the University of Basel discovered that 90% of
species appeared all at once in history, at the
same time as humanity. One of the research-
ers, Geneticist David Thaler, spoke of how he
“fought against” the conclusions, which is
hardly being open minded.

But, of course, this new work – which is dev-
astating for evolution - will not gain much
traction pr publicity. This highlights an impor-
tant battle to be won, for the author goes on to
discuss the alienation of Catholic youth - and
how the teaching of modern natural science
can be an antidote to this. The book is certainly
eye-opening: I found it quite shocking to learn
of the persistent problems with modern school
books, which often allow errors to persist. The
Catholic teacher and Catholic parent must be
alive to this situation, in order to “expose the
zombies”.

Chapter 8 is a rallying call for us to break free
from humanist, materialistic world view
which is now dominant and overwhelming
Christian civilisation. The Church cannot per-
severe with style of Catechesis which has been
failing since the 1960s. The Church must
again assert and defend the truth as to the
origins of man. Apologetics must once more
take up action regarding catechesis on crea-
tion. The Chapter is called the “War for Souls
and Cultural Survival” and I do not think that
is overly dramatic. It is chilling to see the
parallels drawn between modern culture and
what St Paul describes in his first letter to the
Romans.

The book concludes by again highlighting
what is at stake – the faith of Catholics, espe-
cially the young – and calls upon Catholic
intellectuals to abandon the policy of accom-
modation and consensus. How refreshing this
would be. The problems caused by “ecumeni-
cal dialogue” are also referred to, especially
with regard to how the vagueness which neces-
sary to facilitate ecumenism fails Catholic chil-
dren, many of whom inevitably lapse (and
those who remain must be the most poorly
instructed in all history). The failings in the
formation of young Catholics are mirrored in
the formation of priests. Some of the accounts
given of the nonsense taught in seminaries
truly beggar belief.

The author makes a great point that the debate
between creation and evolution is not really
about science – because it is zombie science.
Rather, the conflict is really philosophical and
concerns biblical exegesis.

I enjoyed reading “Zombies More Popular than
God?” and recommend it to anyone seeking to
understand reasons behind the growth of non
religion and the alienation of contemporary
Catholic youth. The excellent Appendix, di-
recting readers to more worthwhile reading, is
a great resource. Catholics must make it their
business to be aware of 'zombie science' and to
fight it to their best of their individual abilities.
We must seek to teach the truth because, as
Thomas McFadden notes, [if we don’t]  “who
else will?”

Available to purchase from Amazon,
paperback, $5.95

Zombie hands reaching from the grave!

When people stop believing
in God, they don't believe in
nothing, they’ll believe
anything.

G.K. Chesterton

“

https://taylormarshall.com/2017/04/christ-appear-first-mother-resurrection.html
https://taylormarshall.com/2017/04/christ-appear-first-mother-resurrection.html
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implicated in cover-up - and worse - by
Archbishop Viganò, is contemptuous of the
traditional Mass: "I always try to understand
what's behind  people who are too young
to have experienced the pre-conciliar
liturgy and yet still they want it," the pontiff
said. "Sometimes I found myself confronted
with a very strict person, with an attitude of
rigidity. And I ask myself: Why so much
rigidity? Dig, dig, this rigidity always hides
something, insecurity or even something
else. Rigidity is defensive. True love is not
rigid." (LifeSiteNews: Pope Francis on the
young who like Latin Mass: ‘Why so much
rigidity?’  11/11/16)
Goodness knows how he explains the
furious “rigidity”, the dispassionate anger
of Christ when he took a whip - “a scourge
of little cords” - and drove out those who
were desecrating His Father’s House, as
reported in the Gospels (eg. John 2:14-17).
Our Lord explains that it was “zeal” which
dictated His anger - his “rigidity” -  quoting
Psalm 68:10: “The zeal of thy house hath
eaten me up.” Pope Francis doesn’t get the
connection.  Indeed, very few do.
Archbishop Viganò’s devastating testimony
concludes with a call for the Pope to resign:
I want to recall this indefectible truth of the
Church’s holiness to the many people who
have been so deeply scandalized by the
abominable and sacrilegious behavior of
the former Archbishop of Washington,
Theodore McCarrick; by the grave,
disconcerting and sinful conduct of Pope
Francis and by the conspiracy of silence of
so many pastors, and who are tempted to
abandon the Church, disfigured by so many
ignominies. At the Angelus on Sunday,
August 12, 2018 Pope Francis said these
words: “Everyone is guilty for the good he
could have done and did not do … If we do
not oppose evil, we tacitly feed it. We need
to intervene where evil is spreading; for evil
spreads where daring Christians who
oppose evil with good are lacking.”
If this is rightly to be considered a serious
moral responsibility for every believer, how
much graver is it for the Church’s supreme
pastor, who in the case of McCarrick not
only did not oppose evil but associated
himself in doing evil with someone he knew
to be deeply corrupt. He followed the
advice of someone he knew well to be a
pervert, thus multiplying exponentially with
his supreme authority the evil done by
McCarrick. And how many other evil
pastors is Francis still continuing to prop
up in their active destruction of the Church!

Francis is abdicating the mandate which
Christ gave to Peter to confirm the
brethren… In this extremely dramatic
moment for the universal Church, he must
acknowledge his mistakes and, in keeping
with the proclaimed principle of zero
tolerance, Pope Francis must be the first
to set a good example for cardinals and
bishops who covered up McCarrick’s
abuses and resign along with all of them.”

What more is there to say, except…

Jesus, mercy!  Mary, help!

Some readers feel guilty, they tell me,
about expressing anger at the scandalous
behaviour of churchmen like those reported
in this edition, and, indeed, at the overall
state of the Church today. They bemoan
the fact that they are not more “charitable”,
perpetuating the notion that “charity” is
restricted to saying nice things about not-
so-nice people all the time.  In fact, if you
are not really angry at blatant wrong-doing,
including that reported in this newsletter,
then, according to St John Chrysostom,
Bishop and Doctor of the Church, you really
need to head for the nearest confessional:
“…the person who does not become irate
when he has cause to be, sins. For an
unreasonable patience is the hotbed of
many vices: it fosters negligence, and
stimulates not only the wicked, but above
all, the good, to do wrong. (Homily X1 super
Matheum, 1c, nt 7).

What is reported within these pages about
sexually active clergy, sadly, is merely the
tip of a very large iceberg. What the heck,
you ask, is the cause?
Homosexuality is obviously the immediate
cause of male on male assaults;  ultimately,
though, responsibility for such abuse rests
with the Church hierarchy who ordained
homosexuals in defiance of the Church’s
prohibition.  However, given that, globally,
a reported 50,000 children have been
fathered by priests, clearly infidelity is not
limited to homosexual clergy. We must look
deeper for the underlying cause, something
which explains the apparent withdrawal of
grace within the Church. Here’s a thought:
but for the steps taken to supposedly
“reform” Catholic life in the middle of the
twentieth century, and but for the resultant
manifest loss of divine and Catholic Faith
in priests and hierarchy, we may never
have heard of Archbishop Viganò; and
50,000 children fathered by faithless priests
may not have found themselves being
raised in fatherless families. Irony of ironies.
While, no doubt about it, many are living
faithful priestly lives, we have a duty - for
our own spiritual safety - to uncover what,
precisely, gave us so many decadent
clerics. Was there any one major change
in recent history which might explain it, at
least in part?  Michael Davies’ writings
about the new Mass introduced in 1969,
offer a clue: In the traditional Mass the
rubrics insured the celebrant subordinated
his personality to the celebration. His every
word, every gesture, was meticulously
regulated…Before the Council,  the Mass
was the Mass and that was that…It was the
Mass that mattered, not the “style and
presence”of the celebrant.” (Michael Davies,
Pope Paul’s New Mass, p.106.)

Very true. No-one was ever heard stating
a preference for Fr Smith’s Mass over, say,
Fr Jones’ Mass. It is, therefore, noteworthy,
that Pope Francis, himself scandalously (page 1)

For showing mercy to
Cardinal Mr McCarrick I get
criticised across the internet,
it’s so unjust. How was I to
know the whole thing would hit
the media? If I’d known that,
I’d have sorted out Cardinal
Mr McCarrick long ago. One
has one’s image to maintain.

Anyway,  I must check to see if
they’ve tracked down
yet… I’d like a few “merciful”
words with him in the nearest
possible future…

Me, too…
I mean,
you’d
think
nobody
had ever
told a lie
before,
for
goodness
sake!


