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Dear Friends,

SUSANNA & JOSEPH FAI-SELY ACCUSED
Dwing the time of the Babylonian Exile, there lived a certair
woman named Susanna. She was a good and holy woman. She
was married to a man named Joakim who was held in high
esteem by the Jews. The Jews would often meet at tbe house
of Susanna and Joakim to study the Law of God.

One day when Joa-kim was away two men came to his
house with an evil intention. They were elders and judges of
the law They threatened Susa:rna saying that if she refused to
sir5 they would accuse her of sin. And since they were elders
and judges, their accusations would be believed and she would
be put to death. But Susanna loved God more than her life or
her reputation. She would prefer to be put to death in disgrace
rath¤r then offend God. And so she stood hrm in the way of
purity. And the elders, as they theatened, falsely accused her.
The book of Daniel has the account of what bappened. It says:
'The multitude believed them os being the elde6 and the judges
of the people, and they condemned her to deaah," (Daniel 13:
41)

As poor Susanna was being led to death, a young boy
named Daniel was inspired by God to intervene. The execution
was halted and Daniel questioned thejudges. He trapped them
in their lies by questioning thern separately. He exposed them
for what lhcy were, Susantra was freed and they were
convicted. As the law of Moses required, the two elders were
condenned and "they were put to death, and innocent blood
was saved in that day.' (Daniel lj. 62)

A sirnilar thing happened to Joseph the son of Jacob.
Joseph was sold as a slave to the capta.in of Pharaoh's guard.
The captain's wife made sinful advances towards Joscph.
Joseph rejected this wickedness. And she in her rage accused
Joseph of the very thing that she did. The captain believed his
wife and Joseph was imprisoned. (Genesk 39)

Both Susanna and Joseph were falsely accused
because they refused to sin. They were accused of the sin they
refused to commit. They werc accused of the sin their accusers
wanted them to commit. The guilty often accuse the innocent
of the very sins they want to commit and in which the innocent
refuse to cooperate.

THE MODERNTSTS FATSELY ACCUSE
Take the Modernists for example. The Modernists

wanted to unite the Church and the world. Tbey wanted tq in
effect, alicnate the Church from Cfuist. The Catholic Church
is not only the Mystical Body of Christ, she is also spoken of
as the Mystical Spouse of Christ. To scek to join the Mystical
Spousc of Christ to the world is therefore a sin of inlidelity.
SucI inlidelity to God is charactcrized by tbe prophets of the
Old Testament as spiritual adultery.

In the Old Testament, there existed a mystical union
between God and lsrael, This was likened to a marriage. This
union was a type or figure for the union that would exist

between Christ and His Church. Thus the attempt to join thc
Church to the world is infidelig to Christ, It is worse than
carnal adultery. St. Jamcs says: 'Whosoever thcrcfore will bc
a friend of this world becometh al cnemy of God.' (lomes 4:
4) Wbat would the Apostlc say of thosc who would likc to
divorce the Mystical Bride of Christ from Cbrist and marry
her to the world? Those who havc refised to go along with
this infidelity have themselves becn called unfaithful. They are
accused of the very sin the Modernists are guilty of. They are
accused of the very sin they refused to commit.

Thc Modernists, like thc two eldcrs and thc captain's
wife, accuse others of their crime. And as Henry VIII had
little toleranc¤ for St. Thomas More, who refused to go along
with his adultery thc Modernists have little tolcrance for
faithful Catholics who refuse to go along \4'ith their attempt at
spiritual adultery.

THE CASE AT HAND
Now we come to the casc at hand. As the Modernists

tried to wed the Church to the world, certain pri¤sts want to
join the remnant of faithftl Catholics to a certain Old Catholic
sect called the Trldentlne l,rtln Rltc Church (Old Cathollc
is a general term for certain schismatic sects which trace thcir
origins to sects started in tie 17th and 19th centuries.) Fathcr
Arthony Cekada wrot¤ an excellent article for the October,
1980 issue of The Roman Cathollcon the Old Catholics called
A WARNING ON THE OLD CATHOLICS: FALSE
BISHOPS, FAISE CHURCHES For his artide Father
Cekada compiled a list of 138 schismatic sects. The sect that
is 12th from the bottom of his list is the llldentlnc Latin Rltc
Churth' ln the August-October 1990 Bulletlnof the Society of
St. Pius V, I published the teri of a resolution passed by the
Society concerning the Trldentlne Latln Rite Cburch The te,c
of the resolution is as follows: 'Xcsofird' lfu rt. Smilry oI SL
Pitts V cotsitbt tlv ftirralitlz Ldn RiL Chutch - olso lown
as the Llottttt SL Miclwl's gqrp &d he C-orrgttgdiot of Msf
Imnuttlou Qtucn - fiicL wzt Idrn&d by Ftr47¤lt Sctuct@dt
ord Bislop ban - or OU @|ofu nnicd bishop -to bc h
oigin ot OId @nnc sd ord ha il sditw lo b stt h'

The reason I published this resolution in tic Bullctln
is because this particular sect now poses a threat to traditional
Catholic peoplc, lt is attcmptitrg to posc 8s just anothcr
traditional Catholic group. Sone have already bccn taken in
bv the deceotion. Membeis of thc sect are welcome to reccivc
tioly Comniunion in certain traditional churches in Columbus,
and Cincinnati, Ohio as well as in Milwauftee, Wisconsin. One
church in Cincinnati had the schismatic clerg;r in the sanctuary
on the Feast of St. Gcrtrude thc Great.

This is a very serious thing. fo be ir commudon with
schismatics constitutes a grave danger to souls and pollutes the
purity of thc Catholic religion. It is the worst kind of
ccumenism and constitutes inlidclity to Christ ard thc Church.
It is what Modcrnists have becn trying to do for years. Ard
lile thc two elders. thc captain's wifc and the Modernists,
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thosc cngaged in this commuoion with schismatics attack those
who refr$e to go along with it and accuse them of the very
tling they are doirg. Thus they accuse them of being in
communion with schism and questionable bishops. It is Egypt
and Babylon all over again.

To iefusc the new religion of the Modernists only to
end up in communion with schismatic Old Catholics is not just
a tragedy, it is a tragic comedy. For the Old Catholic sects,
especially in this country, constitute a ridiculous spectacle that
would bc funny if it rpere not so evil. We refuse to go along
with this adulteration of Catholicism. We refuse to sanction
it. And wc rcfuse to grant that otherc have a right to
contamhate thc traditional Faith. Because of our refusal, those
cngagcd h this ncfarious scbemc havc sought to discredit us
so as to neutralizc thc opposition and to justiry what they are
doing. I takc notc of two articles in particular from the pcn of
the same writer. Thcy are entitled respectively A Questlon of
Authorlty and Measure for Measurc. They have bcen
distributed all over ihe United States.

A QI'ESTION OF AUTHORITY &
MEASURE fOR MEASURE

In A Qucstlor of Authorlty the author maintains that
we do not have a right to oppose communion with the
Trldenllnc lalln Rllc Church The author would have us
believe that such opposition is a usurpation of the magisterial
authority of the Church. He ca.lls it the creation of 'an od hoc
mini-magisterium'. The mentality behind it is a reflection of
what he calls the Follow-me-or-die syndrome.

In Mcssurc for Measurc this same writer asks his
readers to 'sympathize with the poor Spokane Catholics'. This
is what hc calls members of the Trldentlne Latln Rlte Church
becausc ihe headquarters of the Church is in Spokane,
Washington. He strongly objects to the use of'stringent
standards for deciding who's a real Catholic and who's a real
bishop.' In elfect, he-characterizcd opp6sition td co munion
with the sect as an "apostolate of condemnation'. He world
have the opponents of the schismatic sect "leave us all in
peace.' He thus identifies the cause of the Trldentlne latln
Rltc Church as his oun.

To the charge of using stringent standards to
determine 'who's a real Catholic and who's a real bishop', I
certainly plead guilty, I plead guilty because the Church
requires lhat we usc st ingetrt standards. Father Eugene
Sullivan in his PR(X)F OF THE RECEPTTON OF TltE
SACRAMENIII says: 'The Church, as a perfcct society, is
entitled to exact from her members, when this is deemed
necessary, proof of tbe fact that they have received a certain
sacrament. .., Canon law fulfills the latter duty by its
regulations governing the maintenance of official records of
tbe administration of the sacraments." (page ix) Furthermorc,
the Church isquires the presence of at l¤ast two or three
priest witnesses at episcopal comecrations and the priests
cannot be just ordinary priests but must be of some special
competencc.

Sinilarly, in the return of fallen away Catholics, tbe
Church requires certain things. Certain stringent standards
must be met. For example, lf someone leaves the Cathofic
Church, joim a schismatic sect, gcts himself sacrilegiously and
doubtfully ordained a priest or consecated a bishop, theri says
he wants to retun to the Church on the condition that he be
dlowed to function as a pricst and that he not be required to
acknowledge that he joined a schismatic sect, the Church
would refuse such a thing. 'You cannot come back on your
terms,' she would say, 'you must come back on God's tcrms

and thc Church's terms,'
Holy Mother Church is strict about such things

bccause she is a good mother. She cates that thc person who
is returning to the Church is truly repentant. She is concemed
that the common good be protected, A priest in coolession
who absolves an improperly disposed penitent is not a friend
of that person but his enemy. To allow a pcnitent to remain in
a free, proximate occasion of serious sin because it would be
painful to give it up is itself a serious sin. Sometimes, God
requires dfficult things. So does His Church.

WHAT THE CHURCH REQUTRES OF SCH|SIVIATICS
What ¤xactly does the Church require? For full

restoration, the Catholic Church requires five lhings;
1) The first is proof that the Catholic who became a

schismatic is really repentant and not contumacious in his
crror. If such a person refused to acknowledge that he was a
schismatic or insisted that he be accepted back as a priest -
this would be clear proof of insincerity. It would be like the
thief in confession who says he is sorry but who insists on
keeping the stolen goods.

2) The second condition is that there must be what is called
a Jurldlc abJuratlon of specific errors and a profession of
faith. A juiidic abjuration is made in the presence of one
empowered to receive the abjuration and two Catholic
witnesses.

3) The third condition is absolution from the censure of
excommunication and from the penalty of infamy which is
reserved to the Holy See and which is incurred when a
Catholic joins a schismatic sect.
4) Tbe fourth condition is sacramental confession and

absolution.
5) The lifth is the imposition of a salutary penance, the

reparation of bcdndal and dahage iind the denirnciation of
others who cooperated in the crime of schism. (THE
RECEPfION OF COI.MRTS, The Catholic University of
Arnerica Press, Wash. D,C., I9aa, p. ljl)

These standards are stringent but they are Catholic
standards. One cannot reject them simply because they are
tough. That is what the Modernists said. The Church was too
unfeeling in the past", they said, *The Church was too
demanding, too stringent, too static.' They said these things
and then began to dismantle the things put in placc by the
Church to protect the truth, morality, worship and souls.

MUDDIED WATERS CLEARED UP BY ST. PIUS X
Thougb the waters have been muddied by the two

articles mentioned, the issue is really quite simple. The
Trldeotlne laaln Rlte Churchwas a sect whcn it was founded.
The Trldentlne Lotln Rlte Cburch is still a schismatic sect.

It Was A Schlsmatlc S¤ct
The foundation of this sect gocs back to a layman

named Francis Schuckardt and atr Old Catholic married bishop
named Daniel Q, Brown. These tfuo men trace their episcopal
orders back to the 'pseudobishop' Arnold Haris Mathew.
Mathew was a fallen away Catholic priest who got himself
consecrated by an Old Catholic bishop. Hs in turn consecraled
others. For such consecrations he was excommunicated by
Pope St. Pius X. Pius X said that the consecrations done by
Mathew were a 'sacrilegious crime". He called Mathew a
'pseudo-bishop' and with hin excommunicated "all others who
lent aid, counsel or consent to this nefarious crime'. (St. Pius
X, Fcb. 11, 19u)

Even thc Trldentlne Lotln Rlae Church's own



"STATEMENT ON THE VALIDITY OF HOLY ORDERS',
acknowledges that Schuckardt's otders go back to Mathew' It
says tlat Arnold Harris Mathew consecrated Prince De
Landes-Berghes et de Rache in 1912. He in turn consecrated
Carmel Henry Carfora in 1916. Carfora consecrated Hubert A.
Rogers in 1941, Rogers consecrated Daniel Q. Brown in 1969.
And Brown ordained Francis Schuckardt in October 1971 and
consecrated him the following month.

The facts are clear: from Mathew to de Rache to
Carfora to Rogers to Brown to Schuckardt, there is an
unbroken line oi schismatic pseudo-bishops. This is the origin
of the Trldentlne Latln Rtte Church Now we are asked to
believe tbat this poison schismatic weed, grown in this field of
coruption, sacrilege and schism, has been turned into a
beautiful Catholic flower. But as Father Cekada said
commenting on St. Pius X's Bull of excommunication in which
Arnold Harris Mathew was naned: "The dccne shald bc a
nfftat indicaion of hmv the Chudt txg1ds tltde wlo ga
intloh,ed with OU Qrhotic s6as: (Tlu Rotnu, @trolic, Ocr,
19m)

The words of St. Pius X are as clear as his action was
decisive. To regard the descendants of this Arnold Harris
Mathew differently than St. Pius X regarded Mathew himself,
is to disregard St. Pius X.

It lr stlll A schlsmatlc Secl
But that was then, some say' Now everything is

different because on April 23, 1985 three clergpnen of the sect
abjured their errors, becarne Catholic and were conditionally
ordahed by Bishop George Musey.

That a ceremony took place on April 23, 1985 we
certainly acknowledge. But that ceremooy was neit-her a
serious abjuration of error nor a serious conditiooal.ordination. It was contrived and insincere. The stringent
standards of the Catholic Church were completely unfulfilled.
Furthermore, the Rev. George Musey was himself a schismatic
ald received the members of the Trldentlne Lstln Rlte
Churchnot into the Catholic Church but into his own Church.

We have seen what the Catholic Church requires for
the return of a fallen away Catholic who became a schismatic.
I.et us see what actually happened on April 23, 1985 at Mount
St. Michael's in Spokane, Washington at the headquarters of
the THdentlne Lstln Rttc Church To understand the events
of April 23rd you have to understand what happened on April
22nd; and you have to understand something about the Rev.
George Musey.

In his article TVo Blshops ln Every Garage (The
Roman Cetbollg January 1983) Father Cekada informs us
that Musey was a Catholic priest who later became a Thuc
bishop. He then, with another Thuc bishop, became the
founder 'of what can only be called a new religion with its own
'magisterium." (p. la) This is certainly true because Musey
created his own'diocese" and claimed to have jurisdiction over
half the United States.

Now when the members of the Tridentlnc latln Rlte
Cburch made their abjuration of error, so-called, and
profession of fa.ith beforc this founder of his own religion "with
its own 'magisterium", - as Father Cekada said - what religion
do you suppose he received these schismatics into? He
received them into his religion "with its own 'magisterium'". He
received them with and under the jurisdiction he claimed to
exercise in his religion.

In fact on the very day of the so-called abjuration he
issued an episcopal document declaring that on that day he
received them, he said, "uoder my jurisdiction".

It is clear. He received them into his church not the
Catholic Church. If a Greek Orthodox bishop rcceived the
abjuration of a member of the Trldenllne l.atin Rite Cburc\
oni would not be justified in coocluding that he really meant
to receive him into the Romar Catholic Church. Such a
suggestion would be contrary to reason and common sense.

Furthermore the whole thing was contrived and
insincere including the so-called conditional ordinations'

FAI,SE ABJUMTION TAISE ORDINATIONS
At the meeting on April 21 1985 (which was video

taped) Musey made it clear that he believed the sect peoPle
had the same faith as him. He also stated that he accepted the
validity of the orders conferred by Francis Schuckardt. He,
who was supposed to receive them into the chuch, told them
that it was he who felt like he had come home. He said: 'and
I can say in that same sentiment: this really exemplifies what
they meatr when they say, Home Sweet Home! I'd say it's
cood to be home.' This was followed by much applause.

On lbe question of the validity of tbeir orders he
really went out of his way to makc it clear that he considered
theni valid. He said: '... to lay aga.in to rest any possible doubts
or repercussions, let me reafhrm that I bave no problem wlth
the vslldtty of th¤s¤ good Frthers and thelr Sscraments. As
Father polnted out to you, I have asked for thelr blesslng as
often as I have glvcn th¤m mlne. ... Therc ls no questlon or
problem ln the acceptance of the valldity o[your Sacraments.
-. lnd so thert's really no questlon ln my mlnd; and I hope
th¤re's not rny qu¤stlon ln any of your mlnds, sbout the
valldlty of your Sacraments"

The conclusions are inescapable: the abjurations and
ordinations were contrived; if Musey received the sect
members into anythitrg it was into his own religion; eren if
Musey were a valid bisLop, the conditional ordination of April
23rd ivould still be dubious due to a defect of intention on his
part and on tbe part of those ordained. For they considered
ihemselves to be validly ordained. In fact one ofthem, "Father'
Mary Benedict, said at the sarne meeting: 'l personally have
absilutely no doubts wbgtso¤ver about the llrst ordinatlon:
nonei

The sect rcmains a sect. The ordinations remain
doubtful. And even to this day they still try to justify the
ordination and consecration ofschuckardt by Brown. They still
refuse to admit the schismatic nature of the church founded by
Schuckardt and Brown. The whole thing is a mockery' The
sect is a whitened sepulchre frlled with the rot of schism,
deceit a-nd sacrilege. ;Sacrilegious crimes' - as St. Pius X
would say - this is what this iridentine l,stln Rite Church is
reallv all about.

As vou don't have to have a degree in agriculture to
k-now a rottin apple, you don't have to be a tbeologlan to see
this sect for whif it is. All you need is a little common sense
and a sense of the Catholic faith. Yes! The Trldentlne latin
RIte Church is a rotten apple. It is a rotten apple that you will
be hearing more and mbie about as it sends its schismatic
clersv thr6ush the land posing as Catholic priests. It is a rotten
uppi" thut h-as been put in ihe barrel oi naitfful Catholics.
And if it is not removed totally and completely, it will corrupt
the other apples.

WE REFUSE TO GO ALONG AND WE REFUSE TO BE
INTIMIDATED

As we rejected the ecumenism of the Modernists - we
now reject this'deadly ecumenism with schismatic Old
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insulate themselyes from accountabilig by issurng pa.mphlets
and llyers to the effect that no one has a dght tojudge them
because there is no one with real authority, then bewarc.
Crv¤at ¤mptoi as the saying goes. Let the buyer beware. For
he is not being sold Catholic truth but a dangerous and deadly
bill of goods. Tradition is what we judge with. It is what we
will be judged by. lf we do this, we will be safe. If we depart
from this standard, we are lost. We must msist oo everythiDg
Catbolig not $% Catholic or 97o Catholic but lffiVo
Catholic.

You faithful Catholics must demand certain things in
the practical order. There must be no communion with the
schismatic Tbldentlne La n Rlte Church There must be no
schismatic clergy sewicing traditional Mass centers, chapels
and churches. They must not be allowed to say Mass or
administer the sacraments. The holy oils used by priests -
especially in the sacrament of Enreme Unction - must have
been consecrated by a certainly valid Catholic bishop. The
schismatic clergy must not be allowed in Catholic sanctuaries
for any reason oq in any capacity. Their clergr and so-called
'religious" must not have access to our chi.ldren. And lay
people associated with the schismatics must be refused Holy
Communion. lf tbey receive Holy Communion kneeling next
to you, from the hand of the same priest who gives the Host
to you, tben you are in communion with him and them.

The stringent standards of the Catholic religion must
be adhered to. Anything lcss is unacceptable. Anything less is
un-Catholic. If we are to save our souls we must profess the
Catholic Faith. If we profess the faith we must utterly r¤ject
any communion with schismatics. We must promise and we
must swear (as the Catholic Profession of Faith says) to
maintain the Catholic Faith 'with the help of God, entire,
inviolate and with firm constangr until the last breath of life'.
'Lct no one lead you astray," says the sacred sc.ipture. And St.
John says, '... let that whicb you have heard from the
beginning, abide in you. lf that abide in you, which you havc
heard from the beginning, you also shall abide in the Son" ard
in the Father." ( I tohn 2:24)

I.et us then, Measure for Measurq weigh every new
thing proposed to us on the scale of Catholic tradition. Keep
in mind that our faith is not in this priest or that priest
however good he was or may be. It not in this bishop or that
bishop. It is in Sesus Chdst' and 'the Holy Catholic Church",
And finally, remember the words of St. Paul who wrote of the
dangers that would exist in the last days. He said: 'Jtardfasg'
@td lnu t E tadilions uhich yott haw lcqrud.' (Z
Thessalonians 2:l{)

In the Sacred Heart of Jesus,

Father Clarence KellY

POST SCRIPT
When the Jews, at Bethulia, were threatened by the invincible
Assyrian army, led by the general Holofernes, and before
which the whole world cringed, tbey exhibited a remarkable
courage. But wben their water supply was cut off, their
courage left tbem. They became fearful and discouraged. lt
was then that they put i tive day limit on God's mercy. The
saiatly Judith came forth to rebuke ahem and to exhort them
to trust in God to deliver them in His onn good time. Then
she went out and slew the mighty Holofernes. Judith is a type
or figure for the Blessed Virgin Mary. And as Judith was sent
by God to deliver His people so too shall Our Lady come to
our assistancc. For it was never known that anyone who fled
to her protection, implored her help or sought her intercession
was left unaided.

Catholics. We rejected the Modernist inlidclity; we reject the
Old Catholic schismatic inlidelity. This is not a game. We are
not playing Church. We are dealing with eternal truths and
immortal souls. We have no right to make up our own rules.
We must abide by the stringent standards of the Catholic
religion. And we must do the right thing even if it is a di{licult
thing.

It is not an easy thing to tell p¤ople that they camot
attend the Masses of once good priests lvho are now in
communion with schismatics - such as Father Robert
McKenna in Connecticut and Father Vida near Albany, New
York. But just because a thing is dilficult or a standard is
stringent - we do not have the right to refuse our duty or to
reject the standard.

We serve a crucified Savior who demands that we
tale up our cross daily. We serve a Master who says - if you
deny me before men, I will deny you before my Father in
heaven. We resisted the Modernist deception and intimidation
and their attempt to Iead us out of the Church. We certainly
must resist thc attempt to lead us out oflhc Cburch by means
of association with schismatics. We will not go with them and
we will not condone comnunion with schismatics. Nor do we
acccpt thc contention that we have oo right to express our
uews.

On the contrary, we not only have a right, we havc a
duty. Wc have a duty to warn faithful Catholics of this new
threat coming from another direction. A thousand pamphlets
and fiyers, letters and articles containing calumnies and false
accusations will not deter us. Our duty is clear. We oppose
and will continue to oppose any communion with the
Trldcntlnc lrtln Rlte Churrh
SPOTS NOT CHANGED BUT COVERED

We also reject the schemes and ruses designed to
convince us that the THdentlne Lotlr Rlte Church is just
another traditional Catholic group. The ipots of the leopard
have not changed. They have only been covered by the skin df
a dead sheep. The Catholic people wcre led lemming-like into
thc sea of destruction by the Modernists. May the remnant of
faithfrrl Catholics resist this latest deception of the devil to lead
them to destruction by association with schismatics. Instead, let
us like the holy Joseph and the pure Susanna prefer death and
disgrace rather than a betrayal of Christ and His Cburch. We
wilt with God's help, remain faithfrrl.

To oppose being in communion with the Tridentine
l,atin Rite Church is not a usurpation of authority. To
condemn being in communioo with the sect is not to issue a
'magistcrial condemnation'. On the contrary, it is to be faithful
to the magisterial condemnation of St. Pius X. We have no
choice in tbis matter. We are cither Catholic or we are not. If
we are Catholic then we must "condemn and reprove all that
the Church has condemned and reproved" as the Profession of
Faith says. What a tragic thing it would be to find ourselves
approving what St. Pius X has condemned. That would be our
condemnation.

OUR STANDARD TS TRADITION
St. Vincent of l,erias (400450) said: 'It never was, or

is, or will be lawful for Catholic Christians to teach 8ny
doctrine except that which they once received: and it ever was
and i$ and will be their duty to condemn those who do so.'
We have received from St. Pius X the condemnatioo of the
pseudo - bishop Aruold Harris Mathew for the sacrilegious
crime of Old Catholic episcopal coosecraiions. Ctearly, the
authority of the church has spoken,

If anyone would lead you to abandon the stringent
standard of Catholic practice and tradition and if they try to



Caveat fmptor - Lct The Buyer Beware
of

"MATTR DEI SEMINARY

l^sst Suday somearc garre me an envelope. It was s¤nt to lh¤rn msolicited. lt was given to nre for my informetion.
It was fiom "MATER DEI SEhitrNARY ... Orrahq Netraska.' In it lr,¤re two lett¤rs. One was from N "Father" Benedict
flughcs, CMRL TI¤ othr ivas fiun Fr. Antlmy Cekada "Falher' Benedict Hughca sdys hc is the Dircctor of Vocgtions for
Mah Dei Saninuy md is writing to promote a 'S.mlmry Support Club'. Hc got the idea fiort Fr. Cekads. It seems he
also got a mailing list ftom Fr. Ceked& That is why mury Catlrolic people will rcceivc this sarne mailing. In his letter, Fr.
Cckado says lhat Ma ter Del &mlnary is "a lrrdlllonrl Crlholh rcnlnrry". lle says that $e man who nms it, Mark
Pivanrnrs, is 'a tndltlonrt Crlholh bbhop'.

Thc Scmlnrry Of A 'tScctr'
Whrt Tatha' Hughes and Father Cekada do not say is lhat lvlater Dei Seminary is afrliated with o "sect". That's

actually lhc word that Falher Cekads used, in his 1980 article on the Old Calholics, to characterize lhe group behind the
serninary. He put that goup on his list of 138 'Schismolic Chruches.' He said: 'Schuckardt fompd his own sed .,.." (nov.
Adu'rc&d., "AWARNII.ICONTHBO[DCATIfOUCS: FALSE ABHOPS, FALSE CHuRC}lBs. t !. no'or Clt ort , 00r.6.r, rgm, F.19.) The
'Schu*ard' hc wos talking obout is Francis Komad Sohuokardt, a one time frst year saninariur who got himself ordained
urd inrsecratcd by Daniel Q. Browtr. Brown was a mrrried man who left the Catholic Church and joined o sect knovm as
fu Nort Anerican Old Roman Catholic Church (N-A.O.R.C.C.). There Bioqrn was consecrated an Old Catholic bishop.

The Nortb Amcrlcrn Old Ronrn Crlhollc Clurch
Tlrs J\{r4.O.R.C.C. was founded by ur o<communicated Catholic priert named Crnrel Heruy Carfora. Carforo lefl

lbc Ca0nlic Church and became ur Old Cafrolic bishop. As an Old Calholic bisliqb he perfmmed numerous mnsecrations.
rAmcrg thc he cqn¤crated was a man nanrcd Hubert A. Rogos. On September 2 I , 'l 969 Rogers consecrated Brown. The
oo-consecratom were "bishop" James Hubert Rogers, the son of Hubert A. Rog¤rC, and Occge Kocrner, an apostst¤
Frarpi*n pried, rrrho left the Csthoiic cturoh and became o bishop of lhe Nonh Ai,iitlacan Old Roman Cathollc Church.
[S.. .nfri..: 'Kof,RNER, cEoRoE JoHN,' "R@ERS, ]lt EERT AUolrsTUs" rd "RoaBRs, iA]"Gs fn BERr h lr&p.r&nr DhW: An
L,bnstto'bt Dl,rctory, .diton, cey L. w.rd, B¤rril Pcnror od Aln Brh (Ddroit Apo8.! Boott, l'r'tol pe. m3$, 3lg"l When Schuckardt
joincd rp with Brwvn a deal was appren0y stuck. They formed a church in which two dioceses wete to bc created. Brown
uould grt one. Schrrckardt would get the other. Brown latcr wrote:

'Th¤ srangernent wos that we werc to fotm two dioceses with each of us to head up one. ... However, I was never
able to b,ring him [i.e., Schuc*ardt] to a decision about dioccsan boundories .... It becanre painfully obvious to me
lhrt he hrd m inl¤ntim whatever ofsharing cpiscopal authrity but, on the cotrtrary, hi3 aim was to 'take olet' and
crowd ftr out.i lQorcd in Bob cubb.g!, t/r&r.tn IatnNt cltutt,h(spofrF: ldrd R.3i.Lr, 1980I pp.36-3t.1

Schuckardt split with Brown and later claimed to be the pope.

Thc Old CrthoUc Conncctlon Acknorvlcrlgcd
Tbe Mount St Mchael grorp, as the Schuckardt scct is known, urd which is behind Mater Dei Seminary, issued

a docunrent called S/?f TElvfENf ON TH E |/ALIDITY OF HOLY ORDERS. The document readily acknowledges lhc Old
Catholic cormcction. On the second and third pages of this document we read:

"The Old Rqnur Catholio sdrign ryread to the United Stabs in fte late I 800's and early I 900's. Allhough it is still
possible to bs Old Ronr,mr Calholio Orders through several lines back to the Churoh ofUtrecht, we will discuss
here only lhat lirrc through which Bishop Daniel Q. Brom derived his Orders.'

Beginning wift tlrc pserdo-bislnp fu1q16 Haris Mathew, who was excommunicated and anathanatized by Pope
St. Pius X, the document traces lh¤ line of orders from Mrthcw to Brcwn to Schuckardt, the founder of lhe lvlormt St.

Mchael-CMRI secL It soys:

"in lgl2,lvfattherxs (sic) also consecrated an Austrian noblernan, the prince De Landes-Berghes et de Rache, and
then sent De Landes-Berghes to the United States to head the Old Rornan Catholio movement in lhis counlry. ...



In 1916, De lardes-Berghes ccnsctated Carmel Henry Carfora (1878- 1958). Carfora, a former Roman Calholic
priest, had been bom. educated and ordained in ltaly. ... After his consecration by De Landes-Berghes, Carfora
prooeeded to fotrd the Ncth Anrerico Old Rqna Calholio Church, which became one ofthe largest Old Roman
Crllplic churclrcs in 0rc uorld; by 1958, Carfora's aganization numbered some 85,000 members. ... In July 1942,
Carfon conscsrdtcd Hubert A. Rogcrs. ... Rogers bccanrc tho head oflhe tlorth Amerioan Old Roman Catholio
Chutch. In 1969, Rogers corsocratcd Drniel Q. Brown to the episcopacy. .., Bishop Brorryn... ordained ond
ocnsecntcd Bishop Schuckardt io October and Novecrber l97l ,"$ rf,,tn'rf .oyrae rrtr,rDm oF rroLf oRDERs,p.tr3&loftt .9ZrEMe{r.)., : ..i

:

Frmr Mailrery b de Rrche: toln de P.ehe to Cufaa; frqn Cdora to Rogers; from Rogers to Bmwn; fiom Brown
to Schuckudl you hove an rmbroken line of old Catholio 'pseudo-bishops.' lvlark Pivonrnas is a sucoessor of Francis
Sohuckardt and he is a doubffirl Thuc bishop. The priests he ordains erc doub$d priests. The bishops he mnsecrates are
doubtfirl bisbops. Fr. Dolan is a doubftl Thuc bishop for it was Pivanmas who consecrated him.

. Speaking of rhe r,l"*t st. vi"r,"Tti-?'il 3:H"?:;ii.?ytst*r,i, ri"torr"ni,rutic churches, Fr. cekada
ssid:

': ,

"Tlve ue no iul ditregaq arxirg a[ [x*e groups, no matter what name they go by. T]rey oll originatc, in sonr
tenr.ous way c another, in thb Jansenist lreresy and schism Comrnon sense tells us that if something was hatshed
iom a duck's egg if it loolcj tike a duck, if it walks like a duck, ond if it quacks like a duck, it is pro6ably a duck."
(C!&.d* op. crl, Ooto6.r, 19t0, t. lt.),

ln o recent letbr, which pnhn d*i ltre wuft ofcre oflhirse groups, he says: "l'm asking you to do two things to help
MaUDei Senrinary: l. SpErd tbi koid rbout Mrtar Dcl Sahtnrry. I\ifore haditional Catholics, cspecially young rnen
ratn are potcntld vocatlotrt, need td'loow of its existenc¤. Do your best to promote ii. 2. Support Mrtci Dit'S..Ur'.y
flnrnclrlly cmb rnonih. Join the Scirinary Support Club ord send in a contribution evdy ntonth.' It is shocking urd
fsandalotrs lhot r baditional priest would rccommend lvlater. Del S'emin|ry to Csttolic peopte. To promotc such r group
mg Catholics b rrcfiing less thon a behayal of the Catholic Religion. At lhc cnd of his t 980 article on tbe Old Cstholics
Fr. Cekada said:

"l,et w pray tlral foithful Crtholics are not deceived by these sects, and let us pray those in errc may by the grace
of Ood be led back to the mity and truth wbich lhe one true Church alone can give. "

Indoedt Lpt us pray th* the pi:oble and priesrs whq ue being <lrawn into the orbit ofthe sect may "be led back to
the unity ura iun $i4 the crrc bue Chtrch alone can give.* Ard'untii such tinic as they come to their senses it is necessary
lo sayi Caveat emptor. - kt the buyer beware.

'.;::' . ln the Sacred $eryt, , .

Fither Cliirence Kelly



THE MOIINT ST. MICIIAEL'S ISSUE: In Three Parts
cqfldr. l9E r. cl.Elc k.llv

PART l...ARcrlirric Pcripectivc
PART ll...An Hi!!or;crl Pcr.pcclive

PART lIl.....APcripcclivc Of Conli3lency

PART I .... A REALISTIC PERSPECTIVE
I. INTRODUCTION:

The Emperor's Nerv Clothes

There is a lale told by Hans Christian Andersen
calletJ The Emperor's New Clothes. It is the story of an
Emperor who had a prmccupation with clothes. The only
lhing he thought about was clothes. He had a coat for eve.y
hour of the day. ln fact he was so taken up with clothes that
it seemed he had no time for anything else. You could always
find him in his dressing room trying on something new.

Unusual Cloth
One day two men came to see the Emperor. They

were weavers, they said. They claimed that they could make
the mosi unusual cloth. And out of ihe unusual cloth they
were able to make the most extraordinary clothes. The
Emperor agreed to see them.

The weavers told the limperor that the unusual cloth
they made was entirely invisible to people who were silly or
unfil for their jobs. This interesled the Emperor. The prospect
of having such clothes presented fascinating possibilities. By
them he could determine who was silly and unfit. And so he
accepted the proposal of the weavers. They would weave the
unusual cloth and make the extraordinary clothes. The
Emperor gave them money for fine silk and gold thread to get
them s[arted. They set up their looms and began their work.
From the unusual cloth they would make pants, a coat antl a
cape for the Emperor.

Seeing Vhat Is Nol There
Some lime later the Enrperor decided to inspect the

work of the weavers. lle went to the room where they had set
up their looms. They showed him the cloth hut he didn't see
it. He only saw the empty looms. lle said lo himself: "Could
it be that I am a silly Emperor and unfit frr myjoh?" Ile was
scared. And so rather than expose hinlself to the charge that

he was silly and unfit he decided to pretend that he saw lhe
cloth.

'Isn't the cloth beautiful?' - the wesvers said to him.
They held it up for him to see. 'See the lovely pattem and the
beautiful colors!'

"Yes,yes,'said the Emperor. "Itis as beautiful as you
say. For this I will bestow gre3t honors upon you."

Knights Of Thc Loom
To honor the weavers for their outsianding work, the

Emperor gave ihem medals and bestowed on each of them a
royal title. Henceforth they would be known as: Knightsofthe
Loom. The courtiers were next to see the unusual cloth. Since
the Emperor saw it, they pretended to see it too. They did not
want to be regarded as silly or unfit for their jobs. One of
them even suggested that a parade be held. The Empetor
could march in it end show offhis extraordinary clothes made
from the unusual cloth. The Emperor agreed that it was s
splendid idea.

Word soon spread among the people. They heard
about the unusual cloth which only the sillyand unfit could not
see. The Emperor ssw it. The courtiers saw it. Surely the
people would see it too.

A Pamde To Show Olf The New Clothes
The night before the parade the weavers worked hard

b put the final touches to the new garments. In the moming
the Emperor got dressed in his extraordinary clothes. He
woultl march at the head of the parade. First he put on his
new trousers, then his coat and finally his cape. All was rcady.
The parade could begin. At the appointed time it started out
with the Emperor in the lead.

The pmple of course did not see the clothes. But they
did not want to appear sillyor unfit for their jobs. So they, like
the Emperor end the courtiers, pretended lo see them.
"Beautifull Beautiful!" - they sairJ. "Magnificent!" - they
exclaimed.



A Great Succcss Up To A Point
What 8 gre3t succe,ss it was for the Knights of the

Loom. Ot so it seemed. The parade wa^s a tremendous
triumph, It went exceedingly well.lt went well until a little girl
seeing the Emperor at the head of the parade said: 'Buthe
has nothing on!"

Now the little girl was not I silly little girl. Nor was
she unfit for her job of being a little girl. And yet she did not
see the clothes. Others then began to s8y whst she said: rrBut
he has nolhing on! Ile hrs nolhing on!" Word spread like
wildfire until the whispers became a great shout to the
embarrassment and dismay of the Emperor and his court: r'lle
has nothing on!"

Never did the Emperor feel so silly and unfit as on
that day when he, his court and all the people realized that
there really was no unusual cloth and no extraordinary clothes,

2. TIIE CONTROVERSY OVER MOUNT ST.
MICHAEL'S:

New Clolhes On An Old Sect

T\e Tridentine Latin Rite Church,which is also known
as Mount St. Michael's, has been around for about twenty
years. Bui only recenlly has it become a source ofcontroversy
in traditional Catholic circles. lt has become a source of
controversy because certain traditional priests are insisting thai
it is a legitimate Catholic group and must be accepted as such.

In I980Father Anthony Cekada wrote an article on
the schismatic Old Catholic sects and their hishops. ln this
article he characterizrd the Tridentite Latirr Rite Church ss s
"se,ct'.He numbered it among the many "Schismatic Churches'
that Catholics were oblige<l to avoid. The views expressed by
Father Cekada refle{ted the views of the priests wilh whom
Father Cekada worked.

ln l990this viewwas reaffirmed by the Fathers ofthe
Sociely of St. Pius V in . resolution that was passed at their
quarterly nreeting. lt was prin(ed in the August-October 1990
BULLETIN and said:

"Resolved:that the Society ofSl. Pius V considers the
Tridentine ktin Rite Church - also known a-s the
N,lount St. Michael's group and the Congregation of
Mary lmmaculale Queen - which was founded by
Francis Schuckardt and Bishop Brown - an Old
Catholic married bishop - to he in origin an Old
Catholic sect and lhat it continues to be such.'

Two suhsequent issues of TllE BULI,ETIN dealt
with this same sub-iect. They wer¤ the January and September,
l99l issues. ll is now l9s2.The problem has not gone awsy.
If anything the threat kr souls has increased. There is a krt of
confusion. And the waters have been muddied. Many g(x)d
people are sinrply perplexe<I. They just can'l unde.s(and why
we have laken such r strong position on this issue.

It is essential to understand thal this is not jusl I

theorelicgl discussion. It is r serious quastion with practical
consequencqs. It has to do with accepting the members o[ the
Tlidentinc Ltttin Rite Churdr into our churches and Mass
centers end at our Communion r8ils. It h8s to do with cerlain
priests trying to forcs us to accept this group and thereby to
change the views we have held from the beginning. It h8s to
do with traditional priests ssying Msss at Mount St. Michael's.
And it has to do with sccepting the clergy and "bishops'of this
s¤ct. It roay even have to do with accepting treditiooal prie.sts
consecrated by the Mount St. Michael's "bishops'or similar
questionable 'bishops'.It has to do with being intimidated ioto
ssying we see lhe new clothes on this old sect when in fact we
don't.

The stakes then are very high. The .-onsequencqs are
very grave. It is therefore necesssry to return to the Mount St.
Michael's issue once again. lt is necessary to do tbis in order
to shed light on cerlain things which are not commonly known
and to provide the necessary tools to make I sound judgmenl
in accord with the mind of the Church and Catholic traditioo.
My plan is to approach the Mount St. Michael's issue from a
threefold perspective: l) a realistic perspective, 2) an historical
perspective and 3) the perspective of consistency.

This issue of TIIE BULLETIN will deal with the
realistic perspe.ctive. The nert issue willdeal with the hislorical
perspective and the perspective of consistency.

3. TIIE TRIDENTINE LATIN RITE CIIURCII:
Founders - Origiri - Development

The Tridentite La,in Rire Church was established by
Francis Schuckardt with the aid of Daniel Q. Brown. To
understand the nalure of this church it is necessary to
understand something sbout these two men.

Daniel Quiller Brown
Francis Schuckardt had starled a group before he

met Daniel Quilter Brown. But it was Brown who enabled
Schuckardt to tum that group into a new church. Schuckardt
was a layman. Brown was an Old Calholic bishop. He was also
a married man with two children. It is said that he was a sign
painter by profession.

Brown left the Catholic Church and joined a sect
known as lhe North Anerican Old Ronat Catholic Church-
This Old Catholic church was founded by Carmel Henry
Carfora. Carfora was rn excommunicated Catholic priest who
left the Catholic Church and received episcopal cons¤.rations
from Old Catholic bishops, He assumed the iitle of "Most
Illustrious Lord, the Supreme Primate, anrl considered his
teachings infallible when spoken ef, co,hedra.'ltnd.Nn !.^. Bishops:
An tnkmadonal Dir.ctort, cdilort Ctry L. w.rd, Bcnil Pert.on! lnd Ahn
arin (Dctmit; At'o8¤c Book!, 1990).p.731

Carfora consecrated Hubert A. Rogers who succeeded
hirn as head of the church. Rogers was I married man and
consecrated his own son (James Hubert Rogers) on January
25, 1948. On September 21, 1969 the elder Rogers consecrated
Daniel Q. Brown. He was assisled by his son (James Hubert



Rogers, who worked for Cokesbury, I United Methodist
Church publishing house) and an apostate Franciscan prie.sl
named George Koemer who left the Catholic Church and
became a bishop in the Nonh American OA Roman Cotholic
Church. lScc cnrri4: "KOERNER, GEORCE ,OHN", "ROCERS,
HUBERT AUCUSTUS' rnd 'ROCERS, JAMES HUBERT" in lbid.,pp.
223 ,34E ,id 349 .l

Brown later left the Nortrr Americat Old Roman
Catholic Church and f<runded his own church. Seeking to
attracl disillusioned Catholics he called it Zle Tridcntine Rite
Catholic Church (TTRCC).

Fmncis Konmd Schuckanlt
Francis Konrad Schuckardt was bom on July 10, 193?

in Seattle, Washington. He graduaterl from O'Dea Catholic
tligh School in 1954and from Seattle University in 1959.ln
college he majored in education and linguistics. [Ie entered a
seminary but dropperl out before completing his first year. He
taugha in I High School in S¤attle. He became active in the
Blue Army. When he was 26 he was elected to the
lnternational Council of the Blue Army. In 1967 he was
dismissed from the Blue Army, it is said, because of his
opposiiion lo the changes thaa were sweeping the Church in
the wake of Vatican II. After his dismissal he continued to
give speeches and started his own group called the Fatima
Crusade. In 1968 the group had its headquarters in Coeur
d'Alene, ldaho. Sometime thereafter Schuckardt, as a layman,
began to distribute Holy Comnrunion to group members. He
also Iook the monstrance into his hands and gave Benediction
of the Blessed Sacrament also as a layman. ln October and
November of l97l he was ordained and consecrated by Daniel
Q. Brown.

A New Church - A New Name
The Calholic Church was founded byJesus Christ, the

Etemal Son of God made Man. The Nonh Anerican Old
Ronat Catholic Church was founded by Carmel Henry
Carfora. The Tridentine Rit?, Catholic Church wus founded by
Daniel Q. Brown. The Tridentine Larin Rite Church was
founded by Francis Schuckardt with the help of Daniel Q.
Brown.

Father Anthony Cekada tells us that the name of the
Schuckardt seci, or the Schuckardt-Brown sect, is a variant of
lhe rrame of the church founded by Brown before he
associated with Schuckardt. Father Cekada writes: 'The name
li.e., Tridentine Latin Rite Churchl is a variant of a one [sic]
cooked up by Brown'. ltn rhe lriiclc, ?l? Firr, .t on., circulsred by mril,
p.6l lf yau compare the two names they are sufficiently similar
so as to be hardly distinguishable on first hearing. Brown's
church was cafled The Tridentine Rire Catholic Church
(TTRCC). The Schuckardt or the Schuckardt-Brown church
is the Tridentine Lath Rite Church.

The Tridenrine Larin Rite Clrurci (TLRC), also
krown as Mount St. Michael's, is identified by other titles as
well. These include the CMRI, the 'Congregation of Mary
Immaculate Queen", "Our l:dy of Fatima Crusade", 'The
Reign of Mary'and the 'Catholic Catecheticrl Center'. ln the
State of ldaho the group was incorporaled under the name

'Christ the King Priory. " In Weshington State it was
incorporated under the name 'Tridentine Latin Rite Catholic
Church of St. Joseph.' tBob cubbrsc, Trid.ntinc Iarin Rirc Church
(Spotrnc: Inlend Rcgislcr, t980),p.?.1

With the help of Brown and under the direction of
Schuckardt the Fatima Crusade, which Schucksrdt founded in
the late '60's,became the Tridentine Larin Rite Church in lhe
early '70's.Schuckardt and Brown were to be the first bishops
of this new church. Each of lhem was to have his own diocese.
This was the sgre¤ment they made. But it didn't work out
quite that way, A year or so after Browr. consecrated
Schuckardt a rift developed between them. Tlrey parted ways.
And Brown accused Schuckardt of duplicity.

In a June, 1975 letter Brown said:

"The arrangement (a, ,he time ol the co,tsecrotio,t) was
lhat we v'ere to form two dioceses with each of us to
head up one. ,..However,l was never oble to britghim
,o a decision abou, diocesat boundories ....It became
painfully obyious to ne that he had ,o inte,tion
whalever of sharitg episcopal authori,! bur, o,t the
contrary,his ain wos to 'take orer'and crowd ne out."
lkttcr ofRobcrt Klotz of Posl Fllls, ldaho, quoted in rrrl.,pp.16-
371

With the departure ofBrown, Schuckardt emerged as
the sole head and bishop of the church. He eventually would
claim to be the pope. On December 30, 1977 the former Jesuit
seminary known as Mount St. Michael's was acquirerl, along
with 735 acres, for a million and a half dollars. This is the
origin of the Mount St. N,lichael's name.

The Departure Of Schuckardt
In April, 1984, four ex-members of lhe Tridentine

Latin Rite Church accused Schuckardt ofhomosexual conduct.
The charges were made to a reporter frorn the ABC-TV
8ffiliate KXLY. These were followed by accusations made by
Denis Chicoine, Schuckardt's Vicar General, Chicoine had
been with Schuckardt since 1968 and was ordained by him. In
a letter dated June 21, 1984, Chicoine said that he had known
for 'several years" of charges of homosexuality against
Schuckardt but did nothing about it.

Comelius and Mary Strain, who were members of the
Tridentine Larin Rite Church, wrote in a September 12, 1986
Ielter to 'Bishop Robert McKenna, O.P.'that "Father Clement
Kubish who served our cornmunity for about 7 years .,.tried
lo expose Bishop Francis as a homosexual. He was disgraced
from the pulpit by our priests especially Fr, Denis [Chicoine]
[emphasis addedl in a community wide sermon. "

In the wake of the public scandal Schuckardt fled in
early lune, 1984. On June 15, 1984 Chicoine obtained a ruling
in the Spokane County Superior Court barring Schuckardt's
return. Judge Harold Clarke ordered Schuckardt to retum an
eslimated $250,000that Chicoine said he took and which, he
maintained, belonged to lhe Tridentine Latin Rite Church md
not to Schuckardt personally.

Schuckardt excommunicaled Chicoine. Chicoine
conlqsted the validity of ihe excommunic8tion not by denying



Schuckardt's suthority to do it, es head of the Church, but on
grounds of incompetence, which, he said, rendered "hisacts
..,nuff and void'.le'uor.d in Cubb.ac, op.cir.,p.35l

It should perhaps be noted that: 'Ever since it was
founded, the TLRC had been guided by Schuckardr and
Chicoine, who some ex-members recall rs 'inseparable. " 1r,;d.
p.3J)

When Schuckardt was a-sked about Chicoine's charges
he said '...Chicoine was spreading 'lies and slan<ler' against
him and that Chicoine, not he, wa-s guilty of grave moral
offenses which the ousted leader preferred to keep 'off the
record. ' ' 1q'uotcd in lud.,p.35)

Thc Anival And Departure O! Ittusey
In April of 1985 the Reverend George J. Musey wrs

invited to replace Schuckardt. Musey was one of the so-called
Thuc bishops. And, accorrling b Father Cekada, he was the
founder 'ofwhai can only be called a new religion with its own
'magisterium.''1ncv. An$ony Ccl(,di, 'Two Bishops ln Evcry Clrlgc,'
Th. Ronan cathotic, trnur ry, 1983,p.141 But Musey did not last. He
was ousted. And subsequent to his departure he was
interviewed by Jim Sparks r staff writer [or lhe Spokane
Chroniclc.

In that arlicle we read: "'Theywere sick, religkrusly,
spiritually sick,'Musey said during a recent inlerview in
Spokane. 'My mistake was thinking I was a good enough
surgeon to handle it. I didn't realize the patient was going to
bleed to death when I started operating." (see Appendix A for
morc complctc crccrpr! from rhi! !diclc.)

The Assistancc Ot "Bishop' Roberl McKenna
Father Roberl McKenna, a Dominican and a so-called

Thuc bishop, replaced Musey. I was lold by one of the Mount
St, Michael's clergy, in a telephone conversalion some years
8go, that they liked 'Bishop' McKenna because he didn't
interfere with what went on at the Mount. He did the
ordinations and left them alone. In late l99l another Thuc
bishop from Mexico consecrated 'Father' Tarcisius Pivarunas.
This gives the group its own 'bishop'. On Feb. 19, 1990 and
again on March 28, 1990I wrote to Mount St. Michael's with
some questions. I received two replies from 'Father" Tarcisius
Pivarunas. In both he declined to answer my questions about
lhe status of Mount St. Michael's.

The Thuc Bishops: Wo They Are
For lhose who are noi familiar with the expression it

should perhaps he pointed out that the so-called Thuc bishops
sre those 'bishops" (and there are hundreds of ihem
thraughout the world) who trace tbeir orders to Archbishop
Ngo Dinh Thuc of South Vieinam. Father Cekada gave an
account of his life in his article, 'Two Bishops ln Every
Garage', which was published in the January, 1983 issue of
The Roman Catholic. Archbishop Thuc is known for his
cons¤cralions of unworthy candidates and of non-Catholics.
One of the Thuc bishops in Spain, Clemenle Dominguez
Gomez, declared himself to be Pope Gregory Xvlt and 'by
January, 19E7, according to his own prqss releases, .'.had
created 98 cardinals and canonized 2,164 saints. ' llndcpcndcnr

Eishops: An Int narional Directory, op, clt., p.16LI
Speaking of Thuc, Father Cekada tells us that in

Toulon, France

'in 1979, he raised to the episcopate (for the
'umpteenth time') Jean Laborie, leader of a
schismatic 'Old Catholic's¤ct, the 'ktin Church of
Toulouse'. He glso ordained another 'Old Catholic'
from Msrseilles named Garcia, and a certain er-
convict named Arbinet who went on later to become
a Palmar 'bishop'. "lcck!d!, 'Two 8ilhopt ln Evc.y crragc',
op, ctt. p.1 .l

Doubtlul Oders
It should be noted that when we talk about the

ordinatiotrs and co,tsecratiots dooe by Old Catholic bishops,
we do not thereby imply that they sre valid. In point of fact
they are regarded as doubtful. Even the Old Catholics are not
convinced of the validily of their orders. This is proved by the
fsct that it is not uncommon that they receive episcopal
consecration more than once. For example the man Jean
hborie,.just mentioned above, was consecrated 8t le&sa thre¤
times. He was first conse.rated on October 2, 1966 by a
bishop of the 'Holy Celtic Church". Then he was consecraled
on August 20, 1968 by a bishop of the 'Old Holy Catholic
Church'. And finally he was consecrated for ihe third time in
1979 by ihe infamous Archbishop Thuc. Carmel Henry
Csrfora was consecrsted in l9l2and then again in l9l6.There
was one Old Catholic bishop who bragged that he had been
consecrated twelve times. lfhalf were invalid, that still left six.

When Musey took over after Schuckardt he
conditionally re-ordained the "priesis'thst were ordained by
Schuckardt. In his article on the Old Catholics and their
'FAI.SE BISHOPS', Father Cekada addressed lhe issue ofthe
doubtful orders of the Old Catholics. He said:

"ln most cases, it is impossible to prove thd, sl
ordinotion or consecrotiot perfonned by an OA
Catholic bishop irr this aunrry is utquestionably t'alid-
[Empha-sis in original.J ... In this counlry ... lhere
exisls 8 multitude of different Old Catholic sects.
Consequently, no one has 8 cenlralized 8nd
comprehensive body of certified documentation which
keeps track of the lines of the ordinations and
consecrations performed in all these splinter groups.
This casts some doubt upon the validityof the onlers
they clairn to possess. Since the Catholic Church
tesches thst one cannot 8ct ifthere is a positive doubt
reSarding the validity of a sacrament, one is obliSed
to treat their clergymen as though they were invalidly
ordained." lRcv, Anrhony ccl'd., 'A wARNlNc oN TllE
OLD CATHoLICS: FALSE BISHOPS, FAISE CHUR.CIIES',
lh. Ronon Cotholic,o.tobcr, l9t0,pp. lt-19.1

What Evet Happcned To Schuckardl?
As for Francis Scbuckardt: in May of 1987 a SWAT

team and a Califomia Highway Patrol helicopter de-scended



upon his priory in California. He was arrested on drug charges
and for possession of stolen property. (See Appendix B for
excerpts from the newspaper account of this incident.)

4. TTIE TRIDENTINE LATIN RITE CIIIJRCII:
A Sect ln Origin, Name And Practice

Father Charles Augustine, the famous canonist,
defines a sect as '... a religious society established in
opposilion to the Church, whether it consist ofinfidels, pagans,
Jews, Moslems, non-Catholics or sc/rismatics. (Emphasis
added.) 1n. chas. nugusrinc, o.s.B.,D.D.,,{ can n'ntary on Thc N.v' code
O! Canon La\(St.|,.'uir: B. tlerder Boot co., l93l),!o1.t,p.279.1.

The Tridentine Latin Rite C/rzrch qualifies as a sect
because it was established in opposition to the Cstholic
Church. The orders of the founders came from the Old
Catholics. lt assumed a name which identified it as a church
other than the Catholic Church and therefore in opPosition to
lhe Catholic Church. The leadership acted with the authority
of an indepentlent sect, Ultimately the primary founder and
leader claimed b be pope having been constituted such, he
said, hy heaven itself.

ln his June 21, l984letter to church members, Denis
Chicoine, Schuckardt's Vicar General, says that Schuckardt
regarded himself as Pope Hadrian Vlt, having received the
papal tiara from Our lady of Guadalupe.

ln the practical order Schuckardt assumed the
authority to legislate and excommunicate. lle rendered
authoritalive decisions. He made laws. He created Holy Days
ofobfigation. lle required that those whojoined his Tridentine
Latin Rire Church make an abjuration of error and a
profession of faith.

Bob Cubbage, in his l980pamphlet on the Tridenine
Latin Rite Church says:'All members take an 'abjuration of
error' before acceplance into the TLRC.'lcuhb'g¤, op..i,.,p.l3.l
lle also says that according to a newsletter given to members
of the Tridentine Latin Rite Church, the leadership claimed to
exercise the magisterium of the church and declare.d that all
who would reject this magisterial authority of the "church in
lhe catacoobs" would be excomnrunicated:

'...Those who have attacked or rejected (he

providentially provided magisteriunt ofihe 'church in
lhe calacombs' fall under ... automatic
excommunication. Cqmmend such pitiable souls to
the Merciful Heart of Mary, for the church infallibly
teaches that unless they repent and are absolved by
the hishop before death, they are assuredly and
etemally damned.' lQuored in rtTid..prge l3.l

ln his article on lhe Old Catholics Father Cekada
sairl: "Schuckardt formed his own sect",lc¤k'di, "A wARNlNc
ON THE OLD CATIIOLICS: FALSE BlslIOPS, FATSE CHURCHF-S', op

ci,., p.l9l He compiled a list of 138 'Schismalic Churches'.
Speaking of this list Falher Cekada says:

"What follows is e partial listing of tho names of
various schismstic sects which Catholics ought to
avoil. [Emphasis added.] Since there are so many
different sects, it is virtually impossible to keep a list
which is both compleie and current. Note 8s well that
there are a number of schismatic bodies noi listed
below which clairn to be Franciscsn, Dominican,
Benedictine, etc. The heads of such organizations
getierally claim to b¤ 'Abbots'or 'Bishop-Abbots.' As
a rule, avoid 8ny organi?alion which calls itself a
'Church' or a 'Rite' ....110d.,p.,51

T'he Tridentine Lotin Rite Church occupies lhe twelfth
spot from the bottom.

5. UNANIMITY AMONG THE PRIESTS

Until recently lhere was unanimity among traditional
priests on the subject of N'lount St. Michael's. It was regarded
as a sect as Father Cekada called it in his adicle. It was so
evident to everyone that it was a sect that there never was
even a suggesiion that it was anything else. It is analogous to
lhe law of biogenesis which tells us that livingorganisms come
from other living organisms. Sponlaneous generalion does not
happen. You cannot produce a livingbeing from a pile ofdirty
rags lying in some damp and dingy cellar.

It was inconceivable that the likes of Brown and
Schuckardt would produce a traditional Catholic community.
Brown was a fallen away Catholic who joined a schismatic
sect. He was ordained and consecraled for that sect. He was
one ofthe many 'pseudo-bishops' who trace their orders back
to the infamous Amold Harris Mathew who was
excomnrunicated and anathematized by Pope St. Pius X. He
was also a married man with two children even as he
pretended to be a Catholic bishop.

Schuckardt on the other hand, es a layman, presumed
to distritrute Holy Communion and to give Benediction of the
Blessed Sacrament. He was irregalcraccording to canon law.
He was barred from religious life and the clerical slale. Canon
985 no. 7, of the Code of Canon Law, ssys that they are
irregular 'n'hcr, n'it,ltout having reccivd at onler,perfonn ot to
v'hich is reservdto clericsirr hi gherortlers".leugu*ine, op..t . vol.
4. 1925,n.493.1

And so it would have been consi<lered a manifest
absurdity to propose that the church founded by Schuckardt
and Brown was really a legitimate traditional Catholic
community. The down to esrth words employed by Father
Cekada, when he spoke about lhe Tridentirc Latitr Rite Church
and other schismatic sects on his list of 'Schismatic Churches',
reflected the "iews of the other priests. He said:

"There are no real differences among all these
groups, no matter wha! name they go by. They all
originate, in some tenuous way or another, in the
Jansenist heresy and schism. Common sense tells us
that ifsomething was hatched from a duck's egg, if it
looks like a duck, if il walks like r duck, 8nd if it



quacks like a duck, it is probably a duck.'lceuar, .e
WARNINC ON TllE OLD CATHOLICS: FAIJE BtSttOPS,
FAI.SE CHURCHES,- op. cit., p.lt.l

There was no dissent among the traditional priasts
that I knew with regard to Fa(her Cekada's statements and
conclusions. There was no obje.tion to what he wrote. There
was no outcry. And there certainly was no call for "a study' to
determine if Father Ceka& had acted too hastily snd had
thereby inadvertently slandered a traditional Catholic
community by calling it s 's¤rt'and putting it on his list of
"Schismatic Churches'.

There was no dissent, no ohjeclion, no outcry and no
call for "a study" because there was no tluubt that the church
started by Brown and Schuckardt was what Father Cekada
said it was: a "sect'and a 'schismatic church'pure and simple.
It was evident to everyone that you don't get a traditional
Catholic community from pseudo-hishops whose orders come
from the Old Catholics, and certainly not from the likes of
Brown and Schuckardt. (Prrt ll oflhi! rnicl. explain! jusr lho fic old
Crrholics !rc.)

Any claim, in the past, that the Trkle i e Lari Rite
Charci was.just an<)ther traditional Cath<llic comnunity woukl
have been taken about as seriously as the Enrperor's new
clothes afler the little girl spoke up.

6. SOI\IETIIING IIAS IIAPPENED:
A Flip-Flop And Intolerance

But something has happenedl ln the last two years or
so things have changed. Some priests have changed. The
author of the article on the Old Catholics has changed. He has
changed to the point that he is today the most important
apologist for the group he <lescribed as a "seci'and one of
many 'Schismatic Churches". The Webster's Ninth New
Collegiaie Dictionary defines "flip-flop"as 'a sudden reversal
of direction or point of view".This is certainly what has
happened. He who wamed us that this group was one ofthe
'various schismatic sects \.r'hich Catholics ought lo avoid'now
counsels Catholic people and priests to open their arms, their
altar rails and their sanctuaries to its members and clergy.

He goes even further. lle attacks those who disagree
with his 'sudden reversal of direction' and 'point of view'.He
assails those who today express the views he held and wrote
ahout in the past. In effect he says, if you cannot see Mount
St. tvtichael's new clo(hes, you are silly and unfit. lf you say
that the sect is naked of Catholic credentials you are an
intolerant usurper of aulhority. lle has wrilien no less than
four articles defending the secl and attacking its opPonents.
And like the Knights oj the Lootn in Andersen's tale he uses
psychological inlimidation kr silence the opposition

Flip-Flops And Bad Theology
Thal this "flip-flop"is arbitrary and unregsonable is

indicated by the tone and character of the etticles written
against the opponents of conrmunion with Mount St.
Michael's. These articles do noi deal with the real concems

of Catholics. They do not even atlempt to rcconcile past
statements with present views.lndeed they distort the teaching
of the Church end mislead the people.

For example: one of these article,s is entilled
'ENOUGH SAID ..."This article leads people to believe that
in the Catholic Church one cmnot incur a penalty for schism
unless a higher aulhority intervenes with wamings that 8re
"repe{tedly disregarded. " The message of the author is clesr:
no higher ruthority has intervened in the Mount St. Michael's
case, therefore we cannol regard its clergy or members a-s

schismatics. Here is what the article actually says:

'lf you wanl to accuse an individual Catholic of
having left the Church bybecoming e 'schismatic,'you
musl prove lhat: ,.. He is what church law calls
'pertinacious,' i.e., a duly-authorized ecclesiaslical
official has issued a personal and formal waming to
that individual, which waming the individual has
repeatedly disregarded."

This, the author maintains, is a sign of the merciful
way the Catholic Church deals with such people. The
implication is, of course, that if the Church did not do this; if
the Calholic Church attached ponalties to certain crimas, and
these penalties were aulomatically incurred without the
intervention of higher authority, the Church would ihereby be
unmerciful.

The truth is that there aro maoy, rrany penalties
incured sulomatically. These require no review, no
intervention, no investigation and no warning. Schism is one of
lhose penalties. The Church does this not becguse she is
unmerciful but because she is solicitous to protect ihe
common good. This is precisely why we are able to reject the
New Church and its hierarchy. If we had to wait for the
intervention of higher authority we would be going to our kxal
parish churches and attending the New Mass.

What Canon Law Says
It is Canon 2211,paragtaph 2, that provides for rvhat

are called latae sententiae penalties. These sre penalties that
are incurred ipso faao. They arc automatic. They require no
warning and no iniervenlion of'aduly authorized ecclesiasticsl
official'. Father Augustine, the canonist, says in his
commentary on Canon 2217: 'A fired penalty is ldr,re
serre, iae if ii is attached either by law or precept to the
commission ofthe crime. The law uses, for inslance, the terms
ipso faao, ipso jure ircurrit erconnunicotiorerx ..,.lAugusrinc,
op. cir., vol.8,p.73.l

These penalties are attached to the act itself, to the
commissic.n of the crime itself. As suln as a lrrson denie-s or
doubts an article of Divine and Catholic Faith, ir the extemal
forum, (that is outwardly), he incurs the excommunicalion
attached 10 heresy. As soon rs one commils the schismatic act
or adheres b a schismatic sect, he incurs the excommunication
for schism automatically.

For Csnon 2314 says: "All sfroslates from the
Chrisli8n fsith and all herelics and schismaaics: l. Incur



excommunication ipso faclo ,...3. If apostates, heretics or
schismatics have joined a non-Catholic sect, or publicly
professed themselves members theranf, they are by this very
fact (ipso faao) infamous ...." ltbid..,p.276.l

As for the excuse of ignorance, the Church says that
one must presume that people act with knowledge and free
will when an extemal violation of the law occurs. Therefore
malice is presumed until it is proved that the person did not
acl with malice.

This is provided for by Canon 2200 which says that
'when an eriemal violation of the law occurs, in the extemal
forum the existence of malice is presumed until the contrary
is proved, because in the ordinary case lran acts knowingly
and freely. "lroln A. Abbo and Je.orne D. Hnnnan, n? Sarr"/ cdnrff (St.
t uic: B. Hcrdcr Eook co.,!95r,vo1.2,p.?88.1 An d Fa the r
Augustine, commenling on ihis same canon, says: 'Hence the
proof of ignorance rests on the perpetrabr." lAugusrine, op. crr.,
p.23.1

The penalties sttached to schism and heresy are
incurred automatically ipso faao. No intervention by "aduly-
authorized ecclesiastical official"is nece.ssary. No 'personal and
formal waming'is required. lt is automatic, It is incurred as
soon as the act is done-

These automatic penalties are incurred f<lr numerous
offenses ranging from profaning the Holy Eucharist to
violating the seal of confession. Included in these automatic
penalties is excommunicalion for schisn as noted above,

To cite these facts and to abide by the clear and
certain teaching of the Church and the directives of Canon
l:w on such matters is not to usurp the authority of the
Church. lt is to submit b it. Those who refuse to go along
with the canonical and theokrgical errors of the Mount Sl.
Michael's rlefenders are not self-made mini-magisteriums and
persons afflicted with the follow-me-or-die syndrome. Such
descriptions more aptly apply to those who depart from
tradition and distort the teaching ofthe Church.

Explaining The About-Face
One day Our Lord got into a boat. The Apostles

followed Him. He went to sleep. As He slept a great storm
arose. The waves broke over the boat. The Apostles panicked.
They woke Him: "Lord, save us, we perish.'St, Matthew tells
us: 'And Jesus sailh to them: Why are you fearful, O ye of
little faith?' (Chapter 8)

The Church is in the midst ofa raging tempest. In the
ranks ofthe faithful remnant there is division, confusion and
a certain desperation. The people are affected. The priesls are
not immune. The wind bkrws. The storm rages. Our Lord
seems to sleep.

The Apostles in there si(uation panicked. But at least
they turned to Our Lord. Today many are having recourse to
their olr'n devices and remedies. The questkrn is asked by
others and by them: "Who will save us from this lenrpest?,
'l'he answer lhat should be given is: 'Our llrd will save us.
His Blessed Mother will not abandon us.'But that answer is
uoforlunalely not the one we hear. lnstead certain priests are
having recourse to their own devices. They reason that

survival depends on priests. Priests are made by bishops.
Mount St. Michael's has accqss to bishops. The equation then
is simple: ifyou can justify Mount St. Michael's, you can justify
its bishops. If you can justify its bishops, you can justify
resorting io them. lf you can justify resorling to them for the
sacraments you can justify resorting to them for episcopal
consecration. Survival is thereby ensured.

If you cannot quite justify Mount St. Michael's but
don't want to throw out the baby (the bishops) with the dirty
water (the sect), you can soften your criticism. You cen reduce
the whole thing to a matter ofopinion or gress work. You can
praise the members and clergy of the sect ior their piety and
attack its critics as Uncharitable and ss usurpers of
ecclesiastical authority. You can do all this and while doing it
imply that it really isn't such I bad thing lo approach a non-
Catholic bishop for episcopal consecration.

The problem facing us isa supematural problem. The
solution is supematural. The Catholic Church is the Church of
Christ. lt is His Mystical Body. It is indefectible and
indestructible. The Church is imperisbable. She is "an
unconquered stability' 'built on a rock, [and] will continue to
stand until the end of time'. (Vatican Council l) "fhe Church
of Christ is one and everlasting." (l-eo XIII, SariJ cognitunt)

When Our Lord said 'the gates of Hell shall not
pranail" (Manhew 16: l8), He me3nt it. When cod told
Abraham to take his only begotten son Isaac and to offer him
as I holocaust upon the mountain, Abraham proceeded to do
it. And wheo Isaac asked his father 'where is the victim for the
holocaust?' Abraham said: 'God will provide himself a victim
for a holocaust, my son.' (6eresrs 72:7 ,8) And God did. And
Isaac lived.

'God will provide'. We must do the right thing and
God will provide. It is for us to preserve the fsith end not to
pollute it. Heaven forbid that we should .eek to defend
Caiholic tradition by having recourse to schismatic bishops and
Old Catholic clergy.

Even if it were certain that the Uld Catholics had
valid orders (and it is not) we would still be obliged to shun
them. As Father Sanbom wisely pointei out just recently:

'The lay people have a tendency to worry only about
valid and traditional sacraments, and they do not
realize that it is necessary lo receive lhe sacraments
ftom the Church. The Greek Orthodox, for example,
[are considered lo] have valid and traditional
sacraments, but they are not the Catholic Church, and
it is wrong to receive sacraments from them, for in so
doing you are giving a sign of adherence to them as
if they were the true Church. " lR.v. Domtd s'nbom, "The
Dislcr Of Flith," S,.l CERD OnUM, Pt t Hicmrti!, MCMXCII. p.
31.1

'God will provide. 'This is our answer. And this is our
consolation. We will not make alliances with Old Cathotics or
with s¤cts of any kind. We will have nothing to do with
doubtful bishops and schismatic bishops. We willnot "flip-flop,
and advocate today what we condemned in the past. We will



oot engsge in the "art'of rationalizing.

The 'Ar1' Of Rationalizing

I once knew a very brilliant priest who was rector of
a major seminary. One day he declared before the whole
student body that he had finally found peace in accepting the
changes. He said that he had such trouble with the changqs in
lhe Church that he had to take sleeping pills for a year. But
finally, he said, he could both accept the changes and sleep
wilhoua the aid of the pills.

This priest, who had been a good priest, drove himself
to sccept what he knew in his heart ofhearts was wrong. And
he leamed to live with it.

In ihe early 1980's Archbishop kfebvre demanded
thai the priests of the Sociely of St. Pius X use the name of
John Paul II in the canon of the Mass. Not all who had
refrained from using his name were able to resisi the pressure.
Not all remained faithfut to their convictions. This is yielding
lo pressure from without. Sometimes people and priests yield
to pressure from within when they want something very much.

When you want something very badly - even good
things, even spiritually good things - you begin to sexrch for
reasons to justify today what you condemned yesterday.
Principle often yields to the necd of the ntonteni. Nor does it
have anything kr do with intelligence. ln fact the smarter a
person is the more convincing will be his reasons to justify
what he wants to do.

The Protestant reformers who tauSht that man was
saved by faith alone did not get ihis belief from the Bible.
They formulated the belief first. Then they went to the Bible
to find proof. They talked themselves into believing that the
Bible taught that man wasjustifie.<l by faith only when in fact
it teaches "that by works a man isjustified; and not by faith
only".(Janes 2:24)

Rationalizing is a serious problem. [t has potentially
grave consequences. And it is done by all kinds of purple. The
ignorant do it and the brilliant do it' The bad do it and
sometimes the good do it. When the good and brilliant do it,
it is especially disastrous because many follow them precisely
because they are both good and brilliant.

Let us not rationalize. I-et us not panic or loose heart.
Lrt us instead 'hold the traditions' as St. Paul says. (2
Thessolonians 2:14\ Let us trust in Our L-ord. And let us

continup to do what lhe Church did in the past. Let us believe
what she believed. l,et us reject what she rejelted. And let us

condemn whaa she condemned

7. ASSESSMENT, CONSIDERATIONS AND
CONCLUSIONS

Ihe Fairy TaIe Aml Real Lile
With all this s8id, we must nevertheless acknowledge

that many willbe led aslray. In the fairy tale the light of truth
immediately dispels the darkness and deception. T\e Knights
ol the Loom are exposed and their scheme is debunked. ln
real life it is not so. tn real life the weavers of lhe unusual

cloth, the theological Knights oJ the Loont, counter-8ttack.
Their shouts are heard above the crowd. The Emperor listens.
The courtiers close their eyes. The people yield. And the little
girl becomes the villain.

The rea.son for this is thst whereas the Knights oJ the
Loom in the tale are charlatans and liars, the real life
theofogical Knigh* ofthe Loom are traditional priests who are
known for the good they have done in the past. The people
trusted their judgment in the past and continue to trust in the
present ¤ven though what these priests counsel today
contradicts what they taught yesterday. The people cannot
believe that thase priosts would knowingly and deliberately
lead them into communion with a schismatic sect. lt is
understandable that the people feel this way. I feel that way
too. I cannot imagine traditional priests knowingly and
deliberately leading people into communion with I sect. But
that is not the question. The que-stion is not: would such
priests do sucb a thing knowingly and deliberately? The
question is: are they doing it?

kt us never forget that most of the priests and
bishops who led the faithful into the new religion in the wake
of Vatican tI did not knowingly and deliberately lead them
into s new religion. They did not say to themselves: 'This is an
essentially new religion and I am going io impose it on my
people for the destruction of their Catholic Faith.' They
convinced themselves that what thcy did they had to do. They
justified it to themselves and the people. But ,hst did irlThals
the point. They did it. And millions had their faith and morals
destroyed.

The bishops and priests had good intentions. But the
victims of these good intentions were lerl to slaughter anyway.
The sheep had good intentions too but were in fact
slaughtered. I am willing to grant that the presence of the
Mount St. Michael's clergy in the sanctuary of St' Gertrude
the Great Church in Cincinnati w8s the result of good
intentions. I am willingto grant that the atlacks leveled against
those who oppose communion with the Mount St. Michael's
group are motivated by good intentions. But I also know that
the road to hell is paved with good intentions.

The issue then is not one of good intentions. It is of
fidelity to principle. It is the truth lhat we want. It is
consistency that we foster. And it is fidelity to tradition that we
love. We must do today what the Church did in the past. We
must condemn today what she condemned in the past. Pope
St. Pius X, speaking as Vicar of Christ and Visible Head of
the Church, did in fact and in tnrth condemn, excommunicate
and anathematiz:e the Browns and Schuckardts ofhis day. He
rlid this when he excommunicaled and anathematizei Amold
Harris Mathew, the *pseudo-bishop' and his cohorts. This
should be good enough for anyone who wants to hold fast to
the traditions.

The Crux Of The Mottet
In normal times the principle that directs the lives of

Catholics is submission to the hierarchy. Today the men who
are regarded as the hierarchy by the world are the enemies of
the Catholic Faith. They would lead us into a new religion if



they had their way. Therefore we need what F8lher Ssnbom
called an "interim norm" until normalcy is restored- Father
Sanborn put it this way back in t984:

'Because the Valican is presently filled with
modemisls, it is necessary for Catholics to find an
'interim norm' for their Catholicism, until such time
as Providence sees fit to expurgate the Church ofthe
alien element, or at le3st to make very clear who is
Catholic and who is not. The most obvious norm, to
which the faithful naturally gravitate, is the tradition
of the Church, i.e. what the Church has always done
in her liturgy and discipline, and what she has always
believed in her doctrine and morals.' {Rcv. Donatd
Sanbom, "Thc Crux of lhe Matte.,'m. Roman Cotholic, trnntry,
l9E4)

The interirn norm is fidelity to "the tradition of the
Church'. What the Church did as regards liturgy, doctrine,
m<trals an<l discipline we must do. What she rejected we
reject. This is a fixed and stable basis to guide us through
(hese troubled times.

lf we are faithful io this principle, this interim norm,
we will be consistent in what we say and do. We will not
change with the weather and we will not be found on both
sides of the same issue at different times depending on the
needs of the moment. If we set this principle asirle, even for
a good cause, we are lost. We set ourselves adrift on an ocean
of confusion, inconsistency and contradiction. For infidelity to
this principle produces inconsistencies and disaster. It cuts us
off from the anchor of Catholic tradition. And once that rope
is cut the boat drifts helplessly out of control.

This is the crux of the matler and the explanation for
the flip-flops,the contradictions and the inconsislencies found
in the actions and writings of certain traditional priests.

We reject these inconsistencies and contradictions. We
reject the idea that we cannol know the mind of the Church
when it comes to the Mount St. Michael's group and its
founders. We reject whai Father Sanbom called 'theological
hopscotch" and vacillation flowing from infirlelity to principle.

The crux of the matter is this: are we or are we not
going kr be faithful to Catholic tradition? Are we or are we

ANNOUNCEMENTS

FUND RAISER: A more detailed reporl on our fund raising
pnlject willbe given in the near future. The response thus far
has been very encouraging. We may not be any where near
our goal of 300 people giving $l,000 each but many, nrany
good people have responded in a most generous way. For this
we are very graleful indeed.

TllE ROMAN CATIIOLIC: F<rr a number of reasons we
have fallen behind with The Roman Calholic. The offices for
the magazine have recently been relocated to Cincinnati. This
involved a transfer of records and the setting up of the
mechanism to handle the subscriptions from there. Please be
patient with us. We hope to be caught up soon. Quile frankly,
with all that Father Jenkins has to do, it is a minor miracle
that we have the magazine at all.

not going to sct according to principle? Are we or are we not
going to be faithful to what St. Pius X did as regards the
Modemists end the schismatics?

The choice is really very simple. Either we trust in
God and 'act with consistency [andl with principles or [we actl
inconsistently with[oul] them" and end up with contr&dictions,
inconsistencias, confusion tnd dissster, Ilbid.l

A Final ltfonl
For our part, we choose to trust in Cod and to adhere

to what Father Sanbom called 'the most obvious norm, to
which the faithful naturally gravitate, [which] is the trsdition of
the Church'. We choose to do what the Church has always
done as regards faith, morals, worship and discipline. That is
why our position today, on the Mount St. Michael's issue, is
the same as it was in 1980 when Father Cekada wrote about
the Old Catholics and put the Tridentine Latin Rite Church
where it belong: on his list of 'schismatic churches' to be
avoided.

And finally we pray the prayer with which Father
Cekada ended his 1980 article on the Old Cstholics. For the
danger is far greater today than it was when he wrote. He
said:

'Lrt us pray that feithful Catholics are not de{eived
by these sects, snd let us pray those in error may by
the grace of God be led back to the unity and truth
which the one true Church alone can give.'

The two articles which follow are from the Spokane
Chronicle. One is entitled More trouble on tlrc Mount.
(l/ll/8?) and the other Former Tridenline Bkhop In Drug
Busl. (5114187) The title of the second srticle is unfortunate.
It shows the scandal that can be caused by those who say they
are the Church but are not.

In the Heart of Jesus and Mary,

4/#* Mt*
Father Clarence Kelly

TIIE ROI\IAN CATIIOLIC FORUIII: Catholic lr'len for
Christ the King, Vexilla Regis Association, will again sponsor
TllE ROMAN CATHOLIC FORUM. This year it rvill be
held on July 10, ll, 12 at the Cleveland Hilton South. We
expeci that it will be the most well atlended forunr to date.
Plan now to sttend. Mark your calendars. The speakers willbe
announced in the not too distant fulure but you can be sure
that the priests who appear regularly on What Cotholics
Beliete will be among them. Don't miss this opportunity to
hear the Fathers address some of the vital issues facing the
Church in the 1990's. Also, don't miss the opportunity to
attend a Solemn High Mass at St. Therese of the Child Jesus
Church in Cleveland. Transportstion from Church and sll
evenls 8t the hotel will be provided. Details regarding prices
and accommodations will follow.



APPENDIX A

- MORE TROUBLE ON TTIE MOUNT -
Bishop l,eaves Tridenlines Afier Power Struggle

By Jim Splrkr
ShtT Wrir.r - SruKANE cllRoNlclE - ,.n!rry I I, 1987

...Oul i. Ccor8c Mulcy of llouston,
Tct.3, ... illcr . lro]my nccting with lly
pcoplc and church leld¤r! in Seplcmbcr.
Murcy uid hc rcgardcd ll|G church li.c.,lh¤
Tridcdinc btin Rilc Churchl .. r c!lt, hut
lhought hc could rum it inlo 't normll
Crtholic prrish.'

'Thcy *cn rick, r.li8iowly, lpi.itu.lly
ricl,'Mu&y $rid durinS r r.ccnt intcrvi.w
in Spo&anc. 'Mymihtc wlrlhinting I w!!
r good cnough !u.g.on to hrndlc it. I
didn't rerlizc thc psrient wlrSoing to blecd
ro d¤lth whcn I ll'ncd opc6ling.'

At rclrlionr wilh Muscy bccrmc
slrrin.d, church lc.dcrt lou8ht out Bishop
Robcrt McKcnnr of Connecticut, who hac
iSncd lo rssisl th¤ church. Though hc docs
not hrvc tull rulhorily ovcr lhc church,
McKcnnr is fulfillinS Buch duli¤! r!
o.drining p.icsl!...-

Muscy irid rhc conrinuing problem! in
thc ch!rch arc thc cnduring lcgecy of
Frrnci! Schuct!.dt, l'lc church found¤r who
lc0 lo\rn in l9t4,doggcd by rllegrlion! of
honrsexurlity lnd drug rbusc.

Thc church, llso knowo .i thc Fatim.
Cru3rd¤ fi lh. Tridcntinc chu.ch, is
hcrdquad.r¤d rl Spokrn.'! Mount St.
Mich.el, r fo.mcr Jcauit scminrry....

Muscy contcndcd in his int¤.view lh|t

Thc dcposcd herd ofSpokrne's Mounl
St. Michrcl hr! bccn rn st¤d in
c.lifomi! on ehargcs ofposscssing drugs
rnd ltolcn piotcdy.

F rncir Schuckrrdt ... wrr onc of l2
.ffc.tcd in thrc. r!id. Srlurdly.

ln Schucl.rdl'! priory - i rc cd hous¤
in r country club - .uliorilict !¤izcd
D.mcrol, mo.phine, Dilrudid, P.rcodln
lnd r quld.r-pound brg of mlrijurn!
llhclcd '1c.,' llid Dclccliv. Sgl. Rod
Dccrom of thc Plu'nl! County shcrim!
Dcp!.tm¤nt.

Thc rridr wcrc ¤xcculcd by ! 12-

mcmt'c. SWAT lcrm tnd r C.lifomir
HiShw.y Prl.ol helicoplc. bcc.usc
officill! thought lllc 8.oup miSht hrvc
aotomllic oa !.mi-.ulomrlic u/ctpon!.
Thc p;ory, ecminrry tnd convcnl !rc nc.r
Gr.cnvillc. .boul l0O mile! notrhrvc.t of
Rcno. Ncv.

Schuckrrdt !.ttlcd thcrc rner losing r
church povcr strugalc in l9E4lo hi.

much of $. church's philorophy wer
h!rmful.... H. !!id much of the church'r
!dvic¤ for frmili.r w!!'d.slrucliv.,'....

Mu.cy chlrg.d rhrl rhc church pncriccd
Cllholicirm 'likc Frincis Schucklrdl would
hrvc lil.d it to b. ifhc lrcrc Cod.'

Thc churEh humiliited pcoplc, Mulcy
reid, adding thlt pricrt! wc.c not
d.qutlely l.!incd, rnd thit informrlion
lold to pried! in confemion w.r lomclimc.

-Confcasional !.cr.cy i! .o srcrosrnct in
tllc church thlt you ncvcr cvcn wolld think
of somebody bcing clrclca! of it,'Muset
said.

'l hrv. mheged to get lh.m lo chingc
somc things up lherc,'he lddcd. 'l mcrn
thcy quit stumnS jrhlteno pcppcr! down
kidi'd'rorls for punishmenls and rome of
$. oth.. barbrrous type things.'

But Musey srid thc chrnScs !r.
sutcrfici!1.

'Thc cull rcally hr! nol chlnged,'hc
srid. 'lt'rjust r ncw 8un hrr bkcn ovc..'

Chicoine dcni¤d Srturdiy lhll
inform|tion from confescion! wt3 cvcr
rev.rlcd.

'l know ir diJnt h!ppco.' hc alid.
.dding thlt if ! p.icsl hrd donc auch r
fting whilc Musey were bishop, he hld r
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licul¤nanl, Dcnis Chicoinc.
Chicoirrc hrd chrrgcd th.t Schuckr.dt't

drug usc critplcd his tbility lo funclion !r
r hishop. Thcrc rlso vc.e chrrgc! thrr hc
hrd scxurt rchlions wilh mrny ofthc boyt
in rhc church.

ln . 1984 int.rvicw, Schucklrdt !!id
lhc chrrgcs 'rickcnmc bccrusc thcrc'. nol
. word of trufi to it.-

Schuctlrdt foundcd thc church in
C(rcur d'Alcnc in 196?.11. bought Mounl
Sr. Mi¤hrcl, r formcr ,csuit rcminary ncrr
Spokrnc, in 1977....

Schuctlrdl lctl Spotrnc in June of
1984!n.r ! r n-in rt hir plnsb mrnsion
with Oricoin.'r followcrr. Thc tunsion
w's slrippcd when hc lcll, and church
lcrde.! !!y lhtt involvcd thc thcn of
church propedy, prid for by donelionr.
Altcr Schuckr.dl's dcnrdur¤, t Spokinc
County Supcrior Coun judgc ordctcd him
to rctum !n cltimrlcd 1250,0o0in c.sh
rnd propcrry.

rclpoNibility lo r.kc crrr of it.
'Hi:crcdibility ir zilch,'Chicoinc a.id...
Chicoinc noled thrt thc chuich hrd

nr.dc grcll ltridc! ince 1984.
'Wc'vcbccome mor! nair[trarrn, ao to

rpcrt,'hc reid. 'Why thc cult hbcl now
rnd not rrbcn wc firlt m.t him?" ...

-Ar fer u thc thing! rh.t wcr! bro0Sht
up reSrrdin8 hot pcppc.! rnd ristcn put in
.ttic! lnd !o fodh, thrt w!! dorE whcn
Bilhop Fr.ncit Schuct..dt w!! hcrc ...,'l
gct lick lnd tircd of pcoplc bringinS up
whrt Birhop F lrrcir did.'...

Bul Musey rnd o$cr church criticr sly
Chicoinc murt rharc rcsponsibility for thc
ihulc! lhrl rook phcc undcr Schucktrdl .,..
'F!thc. Dcni! Ichicoincl tccp! s!yin8,
'Ycs, bul w. don'l do lhi. inymorE. wc
don'l !h!ve thcir bcrdr !nyrnor.," Mur¤y
..id. 'But F.thc. Denir w!! |llc miin
birb¤r.'

chicoinc h.r rdmittcd thlt ha cngrgcd
in 3uch rctivitica, bul srid they no lon8c.
Irlc pl.cc....

"lf wc'rc !o goofcd up, I would lilc
Frth.r McKcn to unSoof ur up b.c.utc
I fccl morc comfortrblc in working wilh
him,"Chicoinc $id....McKcnn! declined to
commcnl for lhi! !tory.....'

DeCrona c.id the rrids produccd
p.op.rty thrt fillcd hllf I moving vrn,
including church !trtucs, rcco.d!,
firmirurc, chrnd.licr!, !tc.co!, .cligiou!
boot!, Tv! tnd vidco cquipmcnl.

Aulhoritic. !l!o scizcd nr¤ciout mclll!
.nd cilh v.lucd rt rlmost $200,0@
Dccron! rrid there wrr $75,000in U.S.
currcncy.Thc lcrrch turncd up Sold coin!,
lilvcr bsas. G¤amln m!tk!, Swisscuricncy,
Crrudiin moncy rnd rccords of 15 to l?
blnk lccounlr rround thc world, hc $id.

Th. !s$t. in lftc brnl! hivc nol bccn
dctcrmined.

Aulhoritic! found .bout ciSht
hrndguns rnd riflcr in thc .tid' but no
aulomrtic oa lcmi-llrtomttic wcrpon!....

By Wcdnc.dry cvcning,lll 12htd bccn
briled out or rclcts.d on lhci. own
rccognizrncc from thc Plu r counly
,ri1....

Dccro !!id h. v!! liptcd oftlo lfie
dn g! trst wcck by tn infomlnl.

- FORI\{ER TRIDENTINE BISIIOP IN DRUG BUST -
By Jim Sparkr

slrff w.ircr - SPoKANE CIIRONICLE - Mry 14, 1987
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THE MOUNT SAINT MICHAEL'S ISSUB: In Three Parts
PART tr .... AN HISTORICAL PERSPECTTVE
The Jansenists, The Old Catholics & Mount St.

Michael's
Copyrlgltr, 1992 Frli.. Ch..@ Xelly

INTRODUCTION

"There are no real differences among all these
groups, o mqtter what name they go by. They all
oriqindte, in some tenuous way or another, in the
Jansenist heresy and schism.'

Thus spoke Father Cekada in his article on the Old
Catholics. (TIte Roman Catholic, October, 1980) The "groups'
that Father Cekada was talking about were the sects that
appeared on a list of'Schismatic Churches" that he compiled
for his article. His observation that 'there are no real
differences among all these groups",he tells us, is based onhis
research and his 'own contacts with the representatives of
various Old Catholic sects over the past few years.' 1'e
WARNING ON THE OLD CATHOLICST FAIJE BISHOPS, FAISE
CHURCHES," me Ronan Catholic, October, l9E0,p.lE.l

There are l38 "groups'on Father Cekada's list.In the
twelfth spot from the bottom of that list we find the Tridentine
Lati Rite Church. T\is, as you know, is the Mount St.
Michael's group about which this three part article is written.

In last month's issue of TIIE BULLETIN we
considered the Mount St. Michael's issue from a realistic
perspective. Having done that, it is not difficult to understand
why Father Cakada put it on his list of schismatic churches.

In this BULLETINwe will consider this issue from an
historical perspective. This will make it even more clear that
Father Cekada was exactly corect when he characterized this
group as a sect and as one of the 'various schismatic sects
which Catholics ought to avoid.'[IDid. ,p. l4.]Because of space
limitations, it will not be possible to include Part III in this
BIJLLETINas originally intended. Part III will sppear in the
April issue.

As the nature of the Catholic Church can be known

by its origin and Founder, so too can the nature of the
Tridentine Latin Rite Church be known by its origin and
founders. In Part I of this article we considered the founders
of lhe Tridentine Latin Rite Church.Ia Part II we willconsider
the historical background out of which this Church emerged.
To do this it is necessary to go back to the Jansenist heresy of
the 17th century and the Old Catholic movement of the 19th
century. After we have done this we will then show how and
where the Mount St. Michael's group fits in.

1. THE JANSEMST MOVEMENT

The Jansenist heresy gets its name from Bishop
Cornelis Jansen (Jansenius). Comelis Jansen was born in 1585
and died in 1638. He studied at the University of Louvain and
later at the College of Pope Adrien VI. At this college, he fell
under the influence of a man named Jacques Janson. This
Janson, spelled with an "o",was imbued with the false teaching
of Michael Baius.

The teachings ofBaius had been condemned by Pope
St. Pius V. In fact St. Pius V condemned 79 Baianist tenets.
The Catholic Encyclopedia tells us: "Baius is a Pelagian in his
concept of the primitive state of man. He is a Calvinist in his
presentation of the downfall. He is more than a Lutheran and
little short of the Socinian in his theory of Redemption. " 1r. r.
Sollier, 'Baius," The Catholic Enc'-clopedia, editors C.Herbermann and E.
Pace (N.Y.:The Encyclop.dia PrBss, Inc., 19l3),vol.II, p.2ll.l

Pelagius was a fifth century heretic who denied both
original sin and grace. The Socinian heresy held that the death
of Christ did not atone for our sins but "that the Passion of
Christ was merely an example to us and a pledge of our
forgiveness.' IHuSh Pope, 'socinianism,' /rtd., vol. Xw, p. I l.l.l This
notion of the Passion is often heard on the lips of Modemists
today.

The Augustinus
Jansen became a priest, a professor of theology at

Louvain and eventually a bishop. On his death bed he gave a
ma.iuscript to his chaplin. He instructed him to have it
published after his death. That manuscript is known to history



es the Augtl.Jtinus, Bishop lansen had worked on it for twenty
ye8rs. Its influence would last for centuries. TllLe Augustinus,
which contained the heresies of Jans¤.n, was published as he
had requested. Three years after his death it was condemned
bya decree ofthe Holy Office.In 1642 that condemnation was
renewed by Polr Urban VItr.

Ihe Jansenist Hercsy
The lansedst heresy taught, among other things, that

it is impossible to obey all the commrndments of God or to
resist interior grace. It taught that to merit or demerit one
must be fre¤ from all extemal constrai.nt but not from interior
necessity; and that Chdst did not shed His blood for all men
but only for the predestined.

On May 31, 1653 Rome condemned these
propositions as heresy. Th¤ Jansenists re,sponded by endless
debate and argumentation in order to obscure the issue, Some
said they were willing to accept that the cotrdemned
propositions were heretical. But they were not willingto admit
that they were contained i the Augustinus. T\e pope had the
power to declare that a given proposition was heretical, they
said. But could he, they argued, infallibly declare that the
proposition was contained in this or that book? They dodged.
They eluded. They hedged. And they deceived. But it was not
without purpose. For as the debate raged, they re-grouped and
worked hard to spresd their evil heresy. And tley were not
without success.

Spreading The Hensy
In time their game was uncovered and they were

exposed with it. Many left France and Belgium. They went to
the Netherlands. There they found refuge because from 1663
to 1686 the Church was govemed by Archbishop de
Neercassel, a Jansenist sympathizer. He welcomed the
heretics. And he he$ed them.

This Archbishop was succeeded by a certain Peter
Codde in 1686. Codde went even further in his support of the
heretics. And in 1704 he was deposed by Rome. On July 16,
1705 Pope Clement XII renewed the condemrations of
Jansenism by his predecessors.

The Chapter Of Utrecht & The First Janscnist Bishop
In 1723 seven or eight Jansenist priests got together

and decided that they needed their own bishop. They called
themselves the Chapter of Utre¤ht. And they elected one of
their members to the post of Archbishop of Utrecht. His name
was Comelius Steenhoven. They then approached a former
missionary bishop named Varlet. Bishop Varlet had been
"suspended, interdicted, and excommunicated.' [r. Forget,
'Iansenius,'/Di.d,,vol.vm,p.293.lHe was favorable to the Jansenists
and consecrated Sleenhoven.

Ex communication & C ontinuity
Steenhoven was excommunicated and interdicted by

Rome. He died n L725 without a sucressor. Varlet then
consecrated two mor¤ bishops for the lansenists. After the
death of Vadet and one of the two, the rernaining bishop

decided something had to b¤ done to ensur¤ the continuity of
the movement. His name was Meindarts. And so two new
dioceses were created. Esch would have its own bishop. They
would be suffragans of Utrecht. They would be auxiliaries to
the Jansenist Archbishop of Utrecht.

The Catholic Encyclapedia of 1913 tells us that the
Church 'alwaysrefuse[d] to ratiS these outrageously irregular
acts, invariably replying to the notification of each election
with a declaration of nullification and a sentence of
excommunication against those elected and their adherents.'
Irb t.l

By l9l3 there were 6,000 followers left in three
dioceses. But this heresy, which was born of a denial of the
free willof rnan and the goodness and mercy ofGod, was not
finished doing ¤vil. It would be the devil's instrument for the
continuation of another heretical movement,

2. TIIE OLD CATIIOLIC MOVEMENT

The dogma of Papal Infallibility was defined by the
Vatican Council in the l9th century. This Council was
convened by Pope Pius IX and lasted from December 8, 1869
to July 18, 1870. The dogma of Papal Infallibility was not
accepted by everyone. And it was the rejection of this dogma
that led to the creation of the heretical Old Catholic
movement. The Catholic Encyclopedia of 1913 says the Old
Catholics are 'the sect organized in German-speaking
coutrtries to combat the dogma of Papal Infallibility. " truut
Maria Baumgrrlen, 'Old Csrholics,' /rtd., vol. Xl, p.235.1

It goes on to say:

'Filled with ideas of ecclesiastical Liberalism and
rejecting the Christian spirit of subnission to the
teachings of the Church, neady 1400 Germans issued,
in September, 1870, a declaration in which they
repudiated the dogma of Infallibility 'as an innovation
contrary to the traditional faith of the Church.'They
were encouraged by large numbers of scholars,
politicians, and siatesmen, and were acclaimed by the
Liberal press of the whole world.'t1rtd.l

The Old Catholics Organia
As the Iansenists did before them, the Old Catholics

wasted no time. They held their first Old Catholic Congress at
Munich, Gerrnany in 1871. It lasted from September 22 to
September 24. It was attended by delegates from Austria,
Switzerland, Holland, France, Spain, Brazil, Ireland and, of
course, Germany. There were also representatives from the
Anglican Church present as well as German and American
Protastants.

The second Old Catholic Congress was held at
Cologne from September 20to September 22, 18'12- Tl:.re*,
hundred and fifty Old C8tholic delegates attended along with
one lansenist bishop and three Anglican bishops. Russian
clergy and other Protestant ministers were also present.



The Firrr OId Carholic Bishop
On lune 4, 1873 the Old Catholics elected Professor

Joseph Hubert Reinkens as their first bishop. But like the
Jansenists in the 16th century they needed sommne to
cons¤crate him. The Jansenists had approached the
excommunicated Bishop Varlet. The Old Catholics approached
the Jansenists. Their request was favorably received. And so
Reinkens was consecrated &t Rotterdam on August 11, 1873
by the Jansenist Bishop Heydekamp of Deventer. He was the
first Old Catholic bishop of this heretical movement that was
based on a rejection of Papal Infullibility.

In this act the Jansenist church of Utrerht and the
Old Catholic church of the 19th century converge for the
spread of sacrilege and heresy. On November 9, 1873 Pope
Pius IX excommunicated Reinkens by name just as Pope St.
Pius X would later excommunicate another famous Old
Catholic in 1911.

Thel Sq They Are Catholic
It should be noted that it is not uncomrnon for Old

Catholic clergy to maintain that they are really Catholic. In the
19th century they did it. Some do it today. It is true that for I
time the Old Catholics in Germany called themselves 'Old
Catholic". But when this proved unproductive they were
instructed to call themselves Catholic. The Cetholic
Encyclopedia says: "They were now directed by their leaders
to cease this [i.e.,calling themselves Old Catholics] and to call
themselves simply Catholics. ' lBrumganen, "Old Catholics, " /rtd., vol.
XI, p. 236.1

The Old Catholics were supported in this deceit by
powerful politicaf forces srd influential penple. The Catholic
Encyclopedia says, 'the frction ...that the Old Catholics are the
true Catholics was accepted by several govemments in
Germany and Switzerland, and many Catholic churches were
transferred to the sect.' ['Old Carhotics,' op. cn.,l The first Old
Catholic bishop, Professor Reinkens, was'officiallyrecognized
as 'Catholic Bishop' by Prussia ....1ria.1

The Old Catholic bishop Karl Pruter, in his book ,,{
History of the OA Catholic Chzrch, published in 1973, says:
"The Old Catholic Churches have not depaned from historic
catholicism in any of the essentials of the faith. " (p.70)

In another work by Pruter and J. Gordon Melton,
called The OId Cqtholic Sourcebook, we find a list elled "A
Directory Of Independent Old Catholic, Orthodox and
Anglican Jurisdictions'. On that list we fiad the following
nantes: Traditional Christian Cuholic Church of Montreal,
Canada; the Traditional Roman Catholic Church in the
Americas of Chicago, Illinois; the Tridentine Cqtholic Church
of Brooklyn, New York; the Tridentine Latin Rite Church
(Schuckardt's church); and the Tridentine Rite Roman Catholic
Church in the America.s of Chicago, lllinois. 6ea prule. & J.
Gordon Melton, Thc OU Catholic Soutccbook (New Yorl: c.rl.nd
hblishing, Inc., l9t3) , p. 242.'l[l is apparent that these names are
designed to attract disenchanted Catholics.

The Chicago Tribune rsn &n srticle on the 'Old
Roman Catholic Church'on November 18, 1990. The article
tells us about two Old Catholic clergynrcn, Archbishop
Theodore Remrtt and the Rev. Ronald Brown. The article

naintains thrt both Rematt and Brown, 'saythey are Catholic
clergymen'. (Section 2, page 1) In fact the name given to their
Old Catholic parish in Chicago is 'Sacred Heart of lesus'
Church.

It is no wonder that Fsther Cekada, in his erticle on
the Old Catholics, said: "A typical fiction which an Old
Catholic will try to promote is a denial that his group is
schismatic or hereticol.'Ffuther says: "Such talk is nonsense.'
[Rev. Anthony Cckad!, 'A WARNING ON THE OLD CATHOLICS:
FAIJE BISHOPS, FALSE CHURCHES,' mc RomaL Caiholic, Octobe\
l9t0,p.ltl.

3. MOI]NT ST. MICHAEL'S

The consecration of Professor Reinkens by Bishop
Heydekamp linked the Old Catholics of the l9th century with
the Jansenist movement of the 17th century. But, you may ask,
what does all this have to do with the Mount St. Michael's
group of the 20th century? For the answer we go back to lhe
Catholic Enqclopedia of 1913. We go back to the article on
the 'Old Catholics' and the article on "Schism'.The article on
the "Old Catholics" gives the history of the revolt against Papal
Infallibility and of the spread of the Old Catholic movement
tbroughout certain parts of Europe. It then speaks about a
certain apostate Catholic priest. It says: 'That lately an
apostate English priest named Amold Mathew .. . was
consecrated by the Jansenist Archbishop of Utrecht, is not a
matter of any importance.' ['old catholics', op. cit., p.236.1

The article on 'Schism'says: "In England a recent
attempt at schism under the leadership of Herbert Beale and
Arthur Howarth, two Nottingham priests, and Amold Mathew,
has failed to assume proportions worthy of serious notice,'tJ.
ForSe!, "Schism',irid., vol. XItr, p.535.1

Note that the frrst article says that the consecration of
Arnold Mathew 'isnot a matter of any importance". And the
second says: that the work of Amold Mathew and his cohorts
(Mathew consecrated both of them) 'has failed to assume
propodions worthy of serious notice.'

At the beginning of this century what Amold Harris
Mathew did was 'not a matter of any importance' nor did it
'aszume proportions worthy of serious notice." But from the
perspective of the end of the century it is a different story.
From our perspective what Amold Harris Mathew did is of
great importance, Aud it has assumed proportions worthy of
serious notice.

There is a 524 page book (the size of an Encyclopedia
volume) entitled Independent Bishops: An Lternatio ql
Directory,lt was published in l990and contains information on
almost 200O so-called 'independent' bishops. On page vii of
the Preface we read: '...Bishop Amold Harris Mathew, [was]
the first Old Catholic bishop in England snd [is] the ultimate
source of the orders of most independent bishops ....'
tlndcp.nd.nt Bishops: An Intcmational Dircc,ory, editors Gary L. Wlrd, Be(ill
Pe$ron rnd Alm Brin (Detroir: Apog.c Books, 1990),p.vii.l

It is to this same Amold Harris Mathew that the
founders of the Tridentine Latin Rite Church tnce aheir
episcopal orders. They trace their orders to this man who was
excomnrunicated et the beginning of this century by none



other thsn St. Pius X himself, just as the lansenist bishops
were excomnunicated in the 17th century, and as the Old
Catholic bishop Reinkens was excomnunicated by Pope Pius
IX in the 19th century,

thc Excommunication OJ AnoA Ha''is Mathew
On June 13, 1910 Amold Harris Mathew consecrated

Herbert Ignatius Beale and Arthur William Howarth "whohad
been excomrnrmicated by the Bishop of Nottingham for
embezzling,' [cet rdr, 'A WARNING ON THE OLD CATHoLICS:
FAIJE BIsHoPs, FAIJE CHURCHES," op. cir.,p. t3.l On February
ll, f911 Pope St. Pius X iszued his decree of
excommunication, Gravi Iamdiu Scandalo. Father Cekada tells
us that st. Pius x,

'..rot only excommrmicsted Mathew, but called him
a 'pseudo-bishop' and declared hlm vitandus, a !a,rm,
in church lew which meant that Catholics were
subject to censure if they had anything to do with
Mathew ....Pius X also extended his sentence of
excommunication to include those who had been
consecrated by Mathew. " tceklda,'A WARNING oN THE
OLD CATSOLICS: FAIJE BISHOPS, FAISE CHIJRCHES,"
op, cit., p,l3.l

St. Pius X also excommunicated and anathematized
'sll others who lent aid, counsel or consent to this nefarious
crime'. fcravi Lmdiu scandrlo,' .Eprinted in ltnd.,p,2'.l

No Se$et
That the founders of the Tridentine Latin Rite Church

trace their orders to Amold Harris Mgthew is not a s¤cret. It
is a fact known to the clergy and members of Mount St.
Michael's. The group published a document called
STATEMENT ONTHE UALIDITY OF HOLY ORDERS. The
first paragraph says this:

"In lhe past several months nany of you have had
various questions in regard to the validity of the
Orders of the Priests and Clerics here at Mount Saint
Michael's. This statement is an attempt to answer the
questions that have been raised. We hope that the
information provided will answer any questions that
you may have. "

On the second and third pages of the document we read:

"The Old Roman Catholic schism sprsd to the
United States in the late l80o'sand the e3rly 1900's.
Although it is still possible to trace Old Roman
Catholic Orders tbrough several lines back to the
Church ofutrecht, we will discuss here only that line
through which Bishop Daniel Q. Brown derived his
Orders. "

Beginning with Amold Harris Mathew, the srticle tells
us that he left the Cstholic Church; abandoned the Catholic
priesthood; and was consecrated by the hereticd bishop Gul

of Utrecht. It tells us of Mgthew's excommudcatiotr by St.
Pius X in 191I. Then it gives the history that leads from
Mathew to Brown to Schuckardt:

"in l9l2,Matthews (sic) also consecrated an Austrian
nobleman, the prince De I-andes-Berghes et de
Rache, and then sent De l-andes-Berghes to the
United States to he{d the Old Roman Catholic
movement in this country. ... In 1916, De I-andes-
Berghes consecrated Carmel Henry Carfora (1878-
1958). Carfora, a former Roman Catholic priest, had
been bom, educated and ordained in ltaly. ...After
his consecration by De Landas-Berghes, Carfora
proceeded to found the North American Old Roman
Catholic Church, which became one of the largest
Old Roman Catholic Churches in the world; by 1958,
Carfora's organization numbered some 85,000
members. ...In luly l942,Carfora consecrated Hubert
A. Rogers. ...Rogers beeame the head of the North
American Old Roman Catholic Church. In 1969,
Rogers consecrated Daniel Q. Brown to the
episcopacy. ... Bishop Brown ... ordained and
consecrated Bishop Schuckardt in October and
November 1971. " ISTATEMENT oN THE vAl-rDrry oF
HOLY ORDERS, pages 3 & 4 ofthe STATEMENT.I

Mathew To Brown
Consider the succession: Mathew to de Rache; de

Rache to Carfora; Carfora to Rogers; Rogers to Brown;
Brown to Schuckardt. From Mathew to Brown - they were all
Old Catholic 'pseudo-bishops' as St. Pius X called Mathew.
From the Jansenists to the Old Catholics to Mount St.
Michael's we are dealing with s¤cts. This is not surprising.
From birds you get birds. From animals you get animals.
From a sow you get a pig. From an Old Catholic pseudo-
bishop like Mathew you get pseudo-bishops like Brown and
Schuckardt.

It was Pope St. Pius X who labeled Amold Harris
Mathew a 'pseudo-bishop ". It was he who condemned and
anathematized hirn along with those he consecrated and those
who helped him. Brown and Schuckardt are the lineal
descendants of Mathew and are worthy of condemnation. It is
reslly nothing less than absurd to suggest that we cannot know
the mind ofSt. Pius X as regards such men. One might as well
propose that he would not condemn the Modemists ofour day
as he condeumed the Modemists of his day.

It is time to wake up. It is time to realize that the
Emperor's New Clothes are rrore lmegined than real. The
pseudo-bishops ofour day must be seen for what they are and
what they are not. They must be rejected along with the sect
they have founded and Catholics must not attend their
"){asses". And this would be equally true ifthere was no doubt
about the validity of their orders, which there is. Father
Sanbom said it well:

'...people have a lendency to worry only about valid
and traditional sacraments, and they do not realiz¤
that it is necesssry !o receive tlrc scnments Jrom the



Church. T\e Greek Orthodox, for example, [are
considered tol have valid and traditional sacraments,
but they are not the Catholic Church, and it is wrong
to receive sacraments from them, for in so doing you
are giving a sign of adherence to them as if they were
the true Church.' [Rev. Donald Sanbom, 'The Dissent Of
F itr,' SACERDOnUM, Psrs Hiernalis, MCIvD(Ctr, page 37.1

He made this same point on another occasion. He
said:

'The laity [and some clergy] very often fall into the
nistake of caring only about the validity of the Mass
or sacraments, or only about their quality as
traditional. They often lose sight of the fact - and
this failure must be put at the feet of the clergy, who
have failed to instruct the lay people -- that the Mass
is an act of the Catholic Church, an official act, a
single act, and must therefore be offered in union
with the authority of the Catholic Church in order for
it to be Catholic. The Greek Orthodox, for example,
have validMasses. Their priests and bishops are valid.
They even use a liturgy which is Catholic ir its
liturgical substance, that is, which does not contain
any comrption of heresy, as the Lutheran and
Anglican liturgies do. Yet the Greek Orthodox are
not saying Catholic Masses; in fact their Masses are
sacrilegious and blasphemous to God, for the very
fact that they are offered outside of the Catholic
Church. Hence it is a mortal sin to actively participate
in the Masses of Greek Orthodox." Icoihotic Restororion,
March-April, 1992,p.4.1

Until priests and people alike realize that they cannot
adulterate Catholic tradition by unorthodox entanglements the
Mount St. Michael's issue is likely to be with us for a long
time.

CONCLUSION TO PART tr
The facts are plain. The history is clear. The mind of

the Chwch is manife,st. Father Cekada was right to
characterize the Tridentine Latin Rite Church as a 's¤ct'.He
was correlt to put this sect on his list of "Schismatic
Churches'. The differences between the Tridentine Latin Nte
Church and. the other 137 se.ts on Father Cekada's list are
accidental and not essential. Brown and Schuckardt were
pseudo-bishops, or as Father Cekada said, 'false bishops".
Such pseudo-bishops do not start traditional Catholic
communities, They start schisnatic s¤cts - sects which have
much in common with the scores of Old Catholic serts that
exist. As Father Cekada said:

'There are no real differences among all these
groups, no matter what name they go by. They all
originate, in some tenuous way or another, in the
Jansenist heresy and schism, Common sense tells us
that if something was hatched from a duck's egg, if it
looks like a duck, if it walks like a duck, and if it
quacks like a duck, it is probably a duck.'tcekada, 'A
WARNING ON THE OLD CATHOLICS: FAIJE BISHOPS,
FAIJE CHIJRCHES,' op. cit,, p,l&,l

ANNOUNCEMENTS

TIIE ROMAN CATIIOLIC: For a number of reasons we
have fallen behind with The Roman Catholic. The ofhces for
the magazine have recently been relocated to Cincinnati. This
involved a transfer of records and the setting up of the
mechanism to handle the subscriptions from there. Please be
patient with us. We hope to be caught up soon. Quite frar"Jy,
with all that Father Jenkins has to do, it is a minor miracle
that we have the magazine at all.

TIIE ROMAN CATHOLIC FORUM: Catholic Men for
Christ the King, Vexilla Regis Association, will again sponsor
THE ROMAN CATHOLIC FORUM. This year it will be

held on July 10, ll, 12 at the Cleveland Hilton South. We
expect that it will be the most well attended forum to date.
Plan now to attend. Mark your calendars. The speakers willbe
amounced in the not too distant future but you can be sure
that the priests who appear regularly on What Catholics
Believe will be among them. Don't miss this opportunity to
hear the Fathers address some of th¤ vital issues facing the
Church in the 1990's. Also, don't miss the opportunity to
attend a Solemn High Mass at St. Therese of the Child Jesus
Church in Cleveland. Transportation from Church and all
events at the hotel will be provided. Details regarding prices
and accomrnodations will follow.



THE MOUNT SAINT MICHAEL'S ISSUE: In Three Parts
PART III ... IIIE PERSPECTIVE OF

CONSISTENCY
Cottrlanl, lt:l Frlhd CLr.N X.llt

INTRODUCTION

An addendum is defined as d thing ro be added. ll is
an addition, a supplement, qn appendb. Part lll of "The Mount
St. Michael's Issue'is something of sn addendum to Parts I
rnd II. lt considers the Mount St. Micbael's issue from the
perspective of consistency. It is meant to demonstrate, by the
use of documents, the fact that our position on Mount St.
Michael's today is perfectly consistent with what we have said
and done in the past - it is perfeclly consisteni with our
position on Mount St. Michael's in the past; and it is perfectly
consisient with our position on other schismatic clergy in the
past.

Part III consists of three documents. The first is a
letter to Archbishop l-efebvre dated July 16, 1978.The second
is sn article that appeared in tbe April-May, 1979 issue of For
You atd For Many. And the third is Pope St. Pius X's

.-*." etcommuriicatlor of Amold Herris Mathew and his associates.
The decree of St. iiius X, which is the third document,

is a clear end certain expression of the mind of the Catholic
Church on the subject of seeking episcopal consecration from
schismalics. It stands alone. It is for us today a beacon oflight
on a dark and stormy sea. It needs little explanation or
commentary. One has only to read it carefully and thoughtfully
lo know the mind of the Catholic Church on the question of
"pseudo-bishops' like Amold Harris Mathew, Daniel Q. Brown
and Francis Schuckardt.

The first and second documents, on the other hand,
have to be seen in their proper context. Once the
circurnstlnces that gave rise to them are understood, I believe
their relevancy will be obvious.

Hcrc's \fhat llappened
In 1978 two Old Catholic clergymen appearul at St.

Mary's in Kansas. They were installed there by the priest who
was then in charge at the time. I strongly protested this. We

were told that the Old Catholic clergy had abjured and thereby
became Calholic priests. This is the argument we hegr about
the Mount St. Michael's clergy.

The argument is false. When a Catholic leaves the
Church and gets ordained or consecrated by an Old Calholic
bishop he does not have the right to function as a priest or a
bishop. And this is true even ifthere were no doubt sbout the
validity of the orders received which there is in this csse.

If such a person wants to retum to the Catholic
Church, he must do so as a layman. Take the case of Joseph
Rene Vilatte. He becarne an Old Calholic bishop and later
'sought reconciliation with the Holy See", Falher Cekada tells
us in his article on the Old Catholics. .This failed since the
terms were for him to retum as a layman, He then
consecrated e number of other bishops for some schismatic
Polish congregations in the United States.'tRcv. Anthony cckada,
'A WARNING oN THE oLD CATHOLICS: FALSE BISHOPS' FAISE
CHURCHES,' Th. Rornan Cotholic, Octobcr, 1980, p. 15.l

Some years ago I was approached by a rnan who left
the Catholic Church and got himself or&ined by an Old
Catholic bishop. He told mb he wanted to retum to the
Church. I encouraged him. I explained to him what the
Church required. I informed hiirt he would have to be received
back as a layman. This he was not willingto accept. And like
Vilatte he went away. This is not uncommon when il comes to
such Old Catholic clergy. They seem to value 'playing'
clergyman more than they value the salvation of their souls.

True Chaity
Since we follow tradition, we follow the practice ofthe

Church as regards the reconcilietion of fallen away Catholics.
This has led some to ssy that this practice is uncharilable
because the re4uirements of the Church are demending. One
of the Thuc bishops told me one day that I did nol believe in
the forgiveness of sin because I refused to accept lhe Mount
St. Michael's group es just another traditionsl group. The
insinuation, whelher unintentional or not, is that the Church
is cruel because she willnot let men keep stolen property or
orders. But true charity must sometimes be strict gnd
uncompromising when it comes to the truth end the common
good of the Church.



St. Thomas tells us that true charity does not yield to
evil but to good. Ile says charity must be rigftr"off snd not
sinful.lt must not yield to evil. Here are his words on the rule
of love:

'The mode of love is indicated in the words ar r/ryself,
This does not mean that I man must love his
neighbor equally as himself, but in like manner as
himself, and this in three ways. First, as regards the
end, namely, that he should love his neighbor for
Cod's sake, even as he loves himself for God's sake,
so that his love for his neighbor is a holy love.
Secondly, as regards the rule of love, namely, that a
man should not give n'ay to his neighbor in evil,
[emphasis addedl but only in good things, even as he
ought to gratify his will in good things alone, so that
his love for his neighbor may be a ighteous lo'te.
Thirdly, as regards the reason for loving, namely, that
a man should love his neighbor, not for his own
profit, or pleasure, but in the sense of wishing his
neighbor well, even as he wishes himself well, so that
his krve for his neighbor may be a lr.ae love: since
when a man loves his neighbor for his own profit or
pleasure, he does not love his neighbor truly, but
loves himself.' (Sliiha '[heo.logica, Part II-ll, e.44,

'. Art.7) 
-- .;- -,1

True charity loves for God's sake, lt loves according
lto the rule of love antl does not yield to evil. And it loves out
of good will. If you really love someone you will not yield to
him in his desire to do evil. You will not sanction it or
approve it. For this reason as well as for the common good,
the Church does not allow fallen away Ca(holics who get
ordained or consecrated in schismatic sects to return as priests
or bishops. The Church is not being uncharitable when
she refuses to sanction the nefarious and sacrilegious crime -
b use St. Pius X's erpression - of obtaining ordinaiion or
consecration at the hands of a schismatic. To allow such
people to retum as priests or bishops would be to harm them,
to sanction evil and to stain the reputation of the Church.

Falher Sanborn nnde this last point just recently
when he wrote:

"With regard to the CMRI, li.e.,Mount St. Michael's
groupl you ask if there is not such a thing as
forgiveness. I respond that cer(ainly lhere is, but from
that one cannot conclude that the CMRI should
continue as a religious congregation. Let me explain
this by an example. If a man has led a life of public
sin, he may repent, go to confession, and receive
forgiveness. If he should, however, then present
himself for the priesthood, the Church would bar him,
for the problem of his repulation. Although someone
receives absolution for sin, it does not mean that his
reputation is thercby reskrred, and the Church, in
order to prolect her own reputation and that of the
priesthood, does not pernril those who do not have a

good reputation to become priests. By analogy, the
CMRI does not shed its bad reputation by the good
will or even the contrition of its adherents. It should,
therefore, be dissolved for the sake of protecting the
reputation of the Roman Catholic church and ofthe
traditional movement." tcdirctic R.storotion, March-April
1992p.37.1

Therefore out of true charity for the sinner, as well as
out ofconcem for the common good, the Church requires that
such men who seek to retum to the Church do so as laymen.
Likewise are such as these barred from the ecclesiastical state
or religious life for they are deemed unfit and a potential
danger by the Church.

Eraclly Wat Does The Church Require?
To receive absolution in confession there must be

contrition, confession and satisfaction. Ifa person did not have
a firm purpose of amendnrent, ifhe deliberately withheld a
serious sin, if he was determined not to do the penance the
priest gave him, his sins would not be forgiven. These
conditions must be present. To reconcile a person who left the
Church and adhered to a schismatic sect lhe Church requires
five things. They are: l) proof of repe ta cei 2) juriclic
abjuratiorr of specific errors and a profession of faith done in
the presence of one empowered to receive the abjuration and
two Catholic witnesses; 3'1 absolution from the censure of
excommunication and from the penalty of infamy which is
reserved to the Holy Seei 4) sacmnental confession and
absolution; 5) lhe imposirion of a salutary penance, (he
reparotion of scandal and damage, and the denunciation of
others who cooperated in the crime of schism. Eev. ,oseph
Cood$ine, TIIE RECEPION OF COIuERTS, CIhe Cadrotic Universiry of
Americr Prcss, wash., D.C., 1944), p. 131.1

The Archbishop Intenened
These condiiions were not satisfied with regard to the

Old Catholic clergy that were installed at St. Mary's just as
lhey were not satisfied with regard to the Mount St. Michael's
clergy. Yet the priest in charge at St. Mary's insisted that a!
least one of the doubtfully ordained OId Carholics be
permitted to function as a Catholic priest. I appesled to
Archbishop Lefebvre to inten'ene. This appeal is the subject
of the July 16, 1978 letter. The Archbishop did in fact
intervene. He told the priest at St. Mary's that the Old
Catholic clergy could not function as priests.

'fhe response of the Old Catholics was to leave St.
Mary's. They showed up in Florida. The claim was made that
lhey were there under the auspices of Archbishop l,efebvre.
The Archbishop wrote a public letter denying this. Subsequent
to the letter ofJuly 16, 1978 i wrote the article in For You
and For Many.

My letter to Archbishop Lefebvre and the article in
For You utl For Many were followed by Father Cekada's
article in the October, 1980 issue of The Rouou Catlolic
enlilled 'AWARNINc ON THE OLD CATIiOLICS: FALSE
BISIIOPS. FALSE CHURCHES-

My letter gnd article and Fa(her Cekada's article on



the Old Calholics reflected the trsdition snd practice of the
Catholic Church with regard to euch schismetic clergy. The
letter ond the two articles were erpressions ofa position which
we consistently held. This consistency was reflerted in our
sttitude towsrds Mount St. Micheel's down through the years.

As we said in Part I: "Until recently there was
unanimity among traditional priests on the subject of Mount
St. Michael's. It \ ss regarded es s s¤ct es Father Cekedr
called it in his article. It was so evident to everyone that it was
r sect lhet there never wss even a suggestion thst it w8s
enything else." (Part I, p. 5)

What follows then is l) my letter to Archbishop
Lefebvre (without the name ofthe priest who installed the Old
Catholic clergy since he is no longer on the scene); 2) the
article that appeared in For You and For Manyi and 3) the
decree of excommunication issued by Pope St. Pius X.

The letter, the article end the decree demonstrate the
consistency of our position and its consistetrcy with the
teaching and practice of the Church, Thus they also
demonstrate the dangerous inconsistency of those who bave
reversed themselves on such rnatters and who today are found
defending and apologizing for the Mormt St. Michael's group.

LETTER TO ARCHBISHOP LEtrEBVRE
- On The Old Catholic Clergy -

'July 16, 1978,

Your Excellency,
Father..,,.has installed two schismatic'priests)t hosc orders

are doubrlul and whose Faith is questionable. One of these
'priests'commenced to say public and private Masses and to
hear contessions. All of this was done without my knowledge.
Father.....did trot even call me on rhe telephone. In itself this
is a most grave matter, but sincc it touches quesrions of
onhodory, moraliry qrld Tradition and since it threatens to
seriously damage the reputation, in ,he U.S.A, , of the Fraterniry
and cause great scatdal, it is ewn more seious.

Therefore,l wouW ask your Excellenq to tell Fr. ...,.,
1) not to permit these 'priests'to say

public or private Mass on ,he property of the
Fraternity,

2) not to permit them to hear confessions,
3) to have them leave St. Mary's as long qs the! insist on

ocTing ond dressing ss priests and
4)fnally,to correathe damage thdt may have been caused

by their invalid confessions and doubtful Masses.
I sincerely hope and pray that Satan's desire to hatm the

Fraternity r)ill not be realized bul rarher tha, orthodory and
fratemal Charity mcy reign supreme.

,4ssuring you of rny proyers and best wishes, I dm,

Sincerely yours in Christ

[Fr.] Clarence Kelly'

Ihngew To Your Souls
From tbo April-Mry 1979 ifrta ol Fot Yot ond For ltrai,

bt Fr. clrrrncc Kclly
(fhc prngnph h..din8r did noi rpp.rr in th. ori8i l r.ticlc but wcr!

rdd.d for thi. printin8.)

In this period of revolution rnd epostssy we musa be
especislly on guerd egainst dengers to our Feith. This is so
beceuse our Cetholic Faith is essential to the salvetion ofour
souls. Thus in ihe cererrony of baptism the question is rsked:
"Whet dost thou ssk of the Church of God?' end the rnswer
given by tbe sponsor, in the neme of the child, is simply,
"Faith.'And to the next question 'What doth Faith bring thee
to?'the answer is again quite simple - 'Life everlasting.'The
priest then goes on to say:'Iftherefore, thou u/ilt enter itrto
life, keep the commandments. Thou shalt love lhe Lord thy
God with all thy heart, and with all thy soul, end with all thy
nind: and thy neighbor as thyself.'

Holding Fast In A TIme Of Change
We must then hold to lhe Faith we have received and

obey the Commandments ifwe ere to seve our $ouls. And lhis
is precisely the reason we ebsolulely reject the changes in the
Caurch. For they ere designed to deprive us of the Cstholic
Faith and are engineered to get us to disobey the
Commandments. Sadly, they have been extraordinarily
successful in accomplishing these ends. This is not an opinion.
This is a facl. Polls show that "the number of insctivo
Catholics'had tripled in lbe last ten years and that the number
who attend Mass every week-as required- had declined by
30%' .(N. L Daily News,Metch 23, 1978,p.4.)When one edds
to this the reality that the overwhelming rnajority who do
attend reject infallible moral terching, zuch es the terchbg on
artificial contmception, one gets I picture of just bow
successful the reform has been. All of which is to sey that if
you are interested in securing life everlasting you had better
have nothilg to do with the reform lest you poison and ia turn
lose the Feith and with it your chances of life everlasting.

Another Danger Fron Anolher Sourcc
Now in the prges of our publications and pemphlels

we have often enough pointed this out so that I would think
that by now most of you good people are fully aware of these
dangers and act accordingly. Therefore in this instance I would
direct your ettention to another danger, from enothcr source,
which isjust as deadly to one's salvation but which, in rerction
to the reforms of the post-conciliar church, somo unsusp¤cting
treditiond people have fallen victim to. I em referring lo tho
danger posed by so-celled Old Crtholics, Old Ronun
Cetholics snd the incrediblo hodgepodge of sectc thet hes
sprung from these schismrtic and heretical grcups.

A kttcr On Thc Old Cathohcs
I recently received r letter from e lady who, having

left her parish in disgustjoined with the Old Cstholics because
she seid one could recognize in their services more Catholicity
then in the concilier church. This re{ction cen eptly be



described as jumping from the frying pan into the fire.

Seeking A Scmblance Ol kgittnacy
Some oftbe so-called Old Rornan Catholics even 'say"

the "Mass"in l-atin and condemn some ofthe changes in the
Church thus sdding to the appeal they hold for disillusioned
Calholics - surely an effective way to capitalize on the
situation. I have myself, during the past yerr or so, been
contacted by various "priests'and "bishops' connected with
these sects who said they wanted to come back to the Catholic
Church ....Invariably, each and every one had no sincere
intention to retum to the Cburch. Their proposed retum to
the Church was subordinste to their scheme to obtain some
semblance of legitimacy ....The proof of this is that when one
agrees to receive them into lhe Church on the Church's terms
they want nothing to do with it. Thus when you propose they
abjure their schism and heresy publicly and return as laymen
they absolutely refuse. Even ifone were to assume the validity
of their orders (which one cannot actually do in most cases)
they are like the rnan who stole a million dollars and agreed
to go to confession and accept absolution on the condition that
he keep the money he stole. Clearly, they are not interested in
the 'Faith'which brings souls to "life everlasting. "

And so they persist in their activities, some of them
even claim to have rccepted the Catholic Faith while
continuing to hear invalid, sacrilegious confessions and to 'say'
sacrilegious 8nd almost certainly invalid Masses.

A Tmvesty Of Sacred Things
There are, one might say, two basic categories: those

who ivere bom outside the Church and those who left the
Catholic Church and were "ordained" in some sect. In many
instances this latter group bought 'ordination'for a certain fee
from this or that quack "bishop." Beware. To attend the
"Masses'of such as thqse or to receive 'Communion' from
them or to go to 'Confession'to lhem is mortally sinful and
in the csse of receiving "Communion" can be considered as a
public defection from the Catholic Church. It is to follow them
down the path ofdestruction. Tojump we said from the frying
pan into the fire. What eggravates this abominable situation is
that some traditional priests actually counsel Catholics to
cooperate with such e parody of orthodoxy and travesty of
sacred lhings thus endangering their souls and the souls ofthe
faithtul.

In Communion Wilh
Canon law, based on the natural law and the divine

positive law, says clearly: 'The faithful are not allowed to essist
actively in any way or to take active parl in the religious
services of non-Catholics. " (canon 1258) This requirement is
so strict that it is not even allowed for "a Catholic lo play the
organ or sing in connection with the religious services of non-
Catholics." The famous moral theologian, Fr. Dominic M.
Prummer, O.P. says 'Aaive rnd lormal religious co-operation
is always forbidden. Such co-operation is simply a denial of
Catholic faith....'(Handbook of Moral Theobgy' P.J. Kenaly
and Sons, New York, 1957, p.90) Furthennore, as the csnon

lawyer and moral theologian Fr. H. Jone puts it, it is to
worship God falsely for 'God is worshipped in e false manner
ifone ningles religious errors end deception with the worship
of the true Gcd,.." (Moral Theology, tho Newman Press, 1962,
p.97) This is a species of superstition which tho theologians
ctll cultus falsus,

Shaing In Sin
So again we say that even ifone were !o grant in this

case or that (and we certainly do not grant such a thing) that
the orders re.ceived at the hands of heretics end schismatics
were received "validly,"this would change nothing, for as St.
Thomas seys, refening to cases where validity is not even in
dorub|.l ' I answer that,as wrs said ebove, bereticel, schisrulical,
excommunicate, or even sinful priests, although they have the
power to consecrate the Eucharist, yet tbey do not make a
proper use of it; on the contrsry, they sin by using it. But
whoever communicates with another who is in sin, becomes a
sharer in his sin.'(Summa Theologica, Part III, Q.82, Art.9)
And egein he says thst, "heretics, schisrnatics, and
excommunicates, have be¤n forbidden, by the Church's
sentence, to perform the Eucharistic rite. And therefore
whoever hears their mass or receives the sacraments from
them, commits sia,' (lbid.)

Moft Ialer
This whole subject hes been one about which I had

intended to wrile for some time. The letter from tho lady
mentioned above and the installation of non-Catholic 'priests'
in what is supposed to be a Roman Catholic Chapel in Davie,
Flori&, have prompted this editorial at this time. However,
since the problem is much larger than these two csses we
expect to do a more extensive article on the subject in lhe
near ftiture givingnot only recent developments but something
ofa history ofthis non-Catholic collection of sects, groups and
quacks.

Gravi Iamdiu Scandalo
The Excommunicatlon of Arnold Harris Mathew
Tro/lslatlon by Fathcr Wtllla lcntd'at Jrom th. ofrcldl latln .didon of A.b

Apottolleo. S.dh, t.dt III, vol.III, no.2, F.bnary 15, 1911,

Unto his Beloved Catholic Sorts
dwelling in England

PIUS X, SUPREME PONTIII'
Beloved Sons, Greetings and Apostolic Benediclion.

ln the pale of a grave and enduring scandal, it is with
the most profound grief of soul that We have lecrned thst
priesls of your country, namely Herbert Ignatiw Beale and
ArthurWilliamHowarth,of the clergy of Nottingham, seeking
their own glory rather than that of Jesus Christ, and being
carried away by the fire of embition, having attempted on
various occasions to be elevsted to the episcopal dignity by



non-Catholica, have recently prme¤ded with such temerity
that, having obtained their wish, they have arrogantly
announced unto Us that they have procured episcopal
consecralion. Nor does their snnouncement lack authentic
testimony; for he who was the principal suthor of this
sacrilegious crime, the pseudo-bishop Arnold Harris Mathew,
has not feared openly to confirm this deed, having transmitted
to Us letters swollen with pride, And moreover, he has not
hesitsted to arrogate unto himself the title of 'Anglo-Catholic
Archbishop of l-ondon.'

Turning Our thoughts and Our solicitude first of all
to you, Beloved Sons, ofwhose constant and devoted good will
We have ever received such illustrious testimony, We
vigorously exhort you lo guanl zealously against their frauds
and snares.

Furthermore, lest We should appear to betray Our
office, being failhful to the examples ofOur Predecessors, We
hereby proclaim the aforesaid consecralion to have been
illegitimate and sacrilegious, and to have been performed in a
manner wholly conlrary to the mandales of this Holy See and
the sanclion ofthe Sacred Canons.

The above-named priests, therefore, namely Arnold
llarris l\lalhew, Herherl [gnalius Beale, and Arthur William
Howarth. and all others who lent aid, counsel or consent to
lhis nefarious crime, by the authority of Almighty God, We
hereby excommunicale,anathematize,and solemnly command
and declare to be separated from the communion of the
Church and lo be held for schismalics, and to be avoided by
all catholics and especially by yourselves.

Having administered this indeed bitter but most
necessary medicine, We exhort you also, Beloved Sons, to join
your fervent prayers to Ours, beseeching God that He deign
mercifully to lead back lo the sheepfold of Christ and the port
of salvalion these unhappily errant men.

That with lhe aid of God you may the more readily
obtain this desire, We impart unto you with all Our heart lhe
Apostolic Benediction.

Given at Rome, at Saint Peter's, under the Ring uf
the Fisherman, the eleventh day of February l9ll, in the
eighth year of Our Pontificate.

PIUS X, SUPREI\IE PONTIFF

CONCLUSION

With regard to the de.cree it is not necessary to say
more than to quote Father Cekada's "Commentary'on it. He
szid "This decree should be a sufricie t irtdication of how the
Church regards those who get involved with the OA Catholic
sects."(The Roman Carholic, October, l980,page 20.) Father
Cekada's words are even more relevant today than they were
wh¤n he wrole them in 1980.

It is not ple{sant lo liveon a battlefield. It is no fun
to be besieged on every side. And yet with all the troubles and
difficulties we thank Cod that we have the true Faith. And we
ask God for the grace to continue in that Faith which leads to

everlasting life. It is understandable lhat many have grown
we{ry of the fight. The struggle has tlken its toll to be sure.
But we must never forget that we do not live in s time of
peace. And Our Lord said He came to bring e sword. l-et us
then be neither discouraged nor surprised.

l,et us be prepared to stsnd with st. Athanssius -
against the whole world if necessary. I-et us not be overcome
by evil but let us overcome evil with good. Would it not be a
bad sign if the devil left us alone? And should we be surprised
that he devotes so much time to divide rnd to destroy lhe
temnant of faithful Calholics? Is it so hard to believe thrl
having failed to destroy the remnant of faithful Cetholics by
his Modemist tools he should now atlempt to do it by
unorthodox entanglemenls and doubtful sacraments and
bishops?

It was st the Last Supper thal Christ said to Peter:
'Simon, Simon, behold Satrn hath desired to have you, that he
may sift you ss whe{t ...."(hte 22:31) ln the midst of the
greatest crisis in the history of the Church, which portends the
coming of N,ntichrisl himself, as St. Pius X said in his first
Encyclical, there is no doubt but that Sstan desires to have
tradilional Catholic priests and to sift them as wheat and to
use them, ifpossible, to accomplish his ends. Pray for us. And
make sacrifices for us. But do not follow us. Follow Catholic
tradition.

As I wrcte in the September, l99l BULLETIN: 'lf
these are the end times; ifwe are in danger of being deceived;
if the devil would do by unorthodox entanglements what he
could not do by Modemism; what are we to do? How are we
to know who is right and who is wrong? Who do we follow?
One priest says this and another says that. when it comes to
a disagreement between traditional priests, all of whom might
be worthy of a certain credibility, how does one decide who is
right and who is wrong?"

The answer is lo hold to the traditions. St. Paul says:
'Therefore, brethren, stand fast; and hold the traditions which
you have leamed, whether by word, or by our epistle.' (2
Thessalonians 2: l4)" This is our standard. This is our guide
and this is our protection in these perilous times. 'Hold the
traditions'. Do what the Church did in the pasl. Believe what
the Church believed in the past. Reject and condemn whet the
Church rejected snd condemned in the past' If we do these
things we will survive. If we abandon them, we will surely
perish.



Tragedy and Travesty
colFigh by rrrhr cEr@ Y$Uy

"... seeki^g their o',el glory rathet than that of Jesw Christ, and being cotied away fo the fre of qmbition ,.."
(Pope Sl. Pius X, Crdvi landtr S.drddlo)

INTRODUCTION

Th¤ Aolouncemetrl
A fcw &ys ago I rcceived a copy of an announc¤ment. It

rcads: 'Annoucemetrt of Episcoprl Conlcrntiotr.' It was written by
a man who calls himself "Bi$gp-L!!auoe!". It informs us that he will
pcrfonn an episcopal consecration on November 30, 1993 at st.
Gcrtrudc the Great Church iD Sharonville, Ohio. On that day, "Bishop"
Pivarunas says, he will "consecrate" Fr. Daniel Dolan. On thc first pagc
of tho alnounc¤ment there is a picture of 'Bishop Pivarunas". Under
it is a caption which rells us that "Bishop Pivarunas" was "Supcrior
General" of tho CMRI of Spokane, Washirgton; that he was himsclf
nconsccratcd" two years ago by a Mcxican (Thuc) "bishop" named
Carmona; and that ho formed a coalition of priests.

The Biogrlpbicrl Skeach
With the announcemcnt I reccived "A Biographical Ske'tch".

It is a glowiog account of thc life of Fr. Dolan. It sceks to csrablish in
rhc mind ofthe rcadsr th¤ id¤a that Fr. Dolan is prc-cminently qualificd
to be a bishop. It invokes Archbishop Lcfebwe's name on bchalf of this
cause. It evcn invokcs my name. [t says that Archbishop Lcfcbwe oncc
applied to Fr. Dolan the words: "Zal loi thy housc hath consumed
Ine". It does not mention th¤ fact that ths Archbishop spoke these wods
in jest. Nor does it give thc uDcomplimsntary circun$lanc¤s that
proryrcd him to sry theo.

Spelklng For Mys¤lf
It is not for m¤ to spcak for fuchbishop Lcfcbwe - God r6st

his soul - but I can speak for myself. This I will do becausc thc
'Biographical Sketch" ofFr. Dolan givcs thc imprcssion that I think he
is qualificd to be a bishop. In fact it givos a number of false
impressions. It givcs the imprcssion th.rt "Bishop Pivarunas" is a
Catholic bishop. It gives thc imprcssioo that his @iscopal orders are
ccnainly valid. And it gives thc impression that thc "conseqation" of
Fr. Dolan is in accord with Catholic Tradition and practice.

Howevcr fac.etiously &chbishop Lefebvrc or I may have
spoken in thc paEt, $,hat I say now I say in eamcst aDd in a most
sarious arld sober fashion. And what I say is this: the "corcecration" of
Fr. Daniel Dolan by "Bishop" Mark Pivarunas is a tagedy and ,
t/dvertl. lt is a Eagcdy bccause many souls will bc harmed - including
Fr. Dolan's. It is a travesty bccausc it flies in thc face of Catholic
tadition and prsctice.

We will dcmonstrate thesc things by a considcration of l) the
organization that produc.ed "Bishop" Pivarunas; 2) his episcopal orders;
and 3) ccnain practical consequences that flow from thesc things.

I. THE ORGANIZATION THAT PRODUCEI)
I'BISHOPI' PIVARUNAS

Thc organization that Foduccd "Bishop" Mark Pivarunas is
known by various names. It is known as thc Tridentine latin Rite
Church, the Mount St. Michael group, the CMN. Tho consecration
announcement itrlf tells us that Pivarunas was the "superior Gencral"
of thc CMRI of Spokanq, Washington. To understand the organization
you have to kno*' something about its origins and history. Atd the
episcopal orders ofits founda. This ekes us back !o thc pontificate of
Popc St. Pius x.

1, St. Piu3 X Ercommutrlcrte3 Two PriestE
And A "Pseudo-Bishop"

In l9ll Popc St. Pius X excommunicaled two Catholic
priests, Thoy werc Fr. Herb¤rt Bcale and Fr. Arthur Howadh. He
excommunicatcd thcsc priests becaus¤ lhcy got thems¤lves consecrated
by an apostate priest and 'pseudobishop" narned Arnold Harris
Mathew. Mathcw was ordaincd a Catholic pricst in 1877. Hc left the
Chuoh in 1889 and becamc a Unitarian. In 1892 h¤ enter¤d into an
invalid marriagc and bccanc an Anglican ministcr. In 1903 hc
¤xpresscd a desire to return to thc Catholic Chutch. But he waotcd to
retum on his own tcrms. Thc Church, howcvcr, would not diepense him
from his vow of priestly celibacy and so he did not retum. In 1908 he
received cpiscopal cons¤cration at thc hands of an Old Catholic bishop.
He subscqucntly consccratcd Fathsr Bcalc and Fathcr Howarth and with
them was excorDmunicatcd and aMthematized by St. Pius X. Pius X
also cxcommulicat¤d and ana$cflutized all others who aidcd,
counsalled or consent¤d to ahe consccrations which he chanctsrized as

a "sacrilegious' and "nefarious oime," He said:

"In the pale of a Srave and enduring scandal, it is
wirh the most profouad grief of soul that Wc have leam¤d
that pricsts of your country, [that is, England] namcly
Hcrb¤n Ignrtiur B¤ll¤ and Arthur Willlrm Howrrlh, of
the clcrgy of Noningh a'l,, seeking their own glory rqrher than
that of Jesus Christ, ard being carrled away by rte Jire of
ambition, Ielf({,hzsis add¤dl having attqnptcd on various
occasions .o b¤ elevaled ro the episcopal dignity by non-
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Catholios, have receatly procecded with such teBsrity that,
having obtained thsir wish, they have arogantly announced
unto U9 that they havc procured episcopal cons¤GBtion. Not
does thgir armouncemsnt lack authentic testimony; for he
who was the prinoiple author of this sacrilcgious crime, the
psaudo-bishop Arnold Hlrrls Mrtheq has not feared openly
to confirm this d¤e4 having transmitted to Us lettcrg swollca
with pridc." [Pope St. Pius X, Groyt landtu Sca ato "Tjh.
Excomrmlrication ofArmld Hanis }Istbcw,", fi?Xon noat otc,(hafu,
1980, p. 20.1

Pius X urgcd the bishops of England nto guard zealously
agaiNt their fi:auds and snar$." Ubrdl He dectared "thc aforcsaid
cqnsccration to hav¤ been illegitimate and sacrilegious ..." Ald then by
God's authority he dcclared Mathew, B¤ale and Howarth
excomrnunicated and sn&thcmatized:

-The above-named pricsts, lherefore, namely
Aroold Hrrrts Mrtb¤w, fferbert lgrrtiur B¤de, ard
Arthur Willirm llowrth, and all others who lcnt aid,
counsel or consent to this nefarious crimq by th¤ authority of
Almighty Go4 We hereby ¤rcommunicrte, rnrthemrtize,
and solcrnnly command and declare to b¤ ssparated from the
comrnunion of thc Church and to be held for schismatics, and
to be avoided by all Carholics and cspccially yous¤lv$.'
Irbid.l

St. Pius x's Bull of cxcoEEunication rcveals thc mind of the
Catholic Church on the matt¤r of seeking spiscopal consccaatiot at thc
hands of a "pseudo-bishop" like Amold llarris Mathew. This vcry point
was made by Fr. Cekada in his "CoDmsntary" on the Bull of
excotnrnuoication which app¤ded with his 1980 articlc oD the Old
Catholics. This was published in th¤ Octobcr issue of The Roman
Catholic nagazirr. Fr. Cskada said: nThis d¤qcc should be a sufficient
indication of how the Church regards those who get involved with Old
Catholic sccts." 1nev. .l,nttony Caloda 'ComDenhry". Uie Rot.,4n Catholtc,Mobs,
1960, p, 20.1

2. The Founder Of The S¤ct
The founder of the Mount St. Michael group waE "Bishop"

Francis Konrad Schuckardt - a dircct '¤piscopal" dcscendant ofthc Old
Catholic "pseudo-bishop" Amold Harris Mathew, as wc shall prerendy
see. Schuckardt w6s bom on July 10, 1937 in Seattl¤, Washingtou. He
graduated from ODea Catholic High School in 1954 and ftom S¤atde
University in 1959. He entered a ierninary but dropp¤d out before
complsting the first year. Hc was involved with the Blue Army but was
dismissed from it in 1967. He founded a goup callcd the Fatima
Crusade. In 1968 it had its hcadquarters in Co¤ur d'A.l e, Idaho. Whilc
still a layman, Schuckardt begrn to distribuie Holy Comnuniod to
group members. Hc also gave Borcdiotion ofthe Blessed Sacramcnt as
a la).man. In 1971 he was cons¤cratcd by an Old Catholic bishop
named Dadel Q. Brown. (The original Old Catholicg were an herctical
sect that ll?s organized in thc nin¤ts¤nth ccntury in Gennan-speaking
countrios to fight egri1151 thc dopa of papal infallibility. Their
episcopal orders 8rc derived ftom th¤ ,ansellist church ofuttecht. There
are now scores of Old Catholio sects.)

3. Onldr¤d By Atr Old Crtbolic Bishop
Daniel Q, Brown was a maricd man who l¤ft the Catholic

Church and joined the Nonh American OA Ronot Catholic Church.
This sect was founded by Carmcl Hcnry Carfora. Carfora was an
excommunicated Catholic priest and an Old Catholic bishop. Carfora
assumed the titlc of "Most lllustrious Lord, the Supreme Prirnate, and
considered his teachings infallible when spok¤n ex cathedrq."

lhtup'dent Rlshow: An Intenationtl DiteNrory @etoir: Apogpe Bools, 199{), p. 73.1

Carfon wa.s cuccecde.d by Hubert A. Rogers whom he cons¤crat¤d.
Rogfis subsequerily consccrated his son James on January 25, 1948.
In Septsrnbcr of 1969 Roggrs conreorated Browtr. He was assisted by
hb sotr 'Bishop" Jamcs, who worked for Cokesbury, a United
Mcthodist Church publishing house, and by an apostate Franciscan
priest nam¤d G¤orge Kocmcr. Fr. Kocma had lcft thc Catholic Church
a becamc a bishop in thc Norrt Amelicat Okl Ronan Cotholic
Church- !sfr. .niries: 'KOERNE& GEORCE JOHN," "ROGERS, HUBERT
AUGUSTUS' .nd 'ROGERS, JAMES HIJBBR'I" in n t., pp. 221, 348 sA 349.1

4. Tbc Creatlon Of A Sect
Brox'n split with Rogers and fouDd¤d his ov,itr church. Se¤kilg

to attrdct disillusioned Catholics, he c^ll?A it The Tridentirc Rite
Catholic Church (TTRCC). In October and November of l97l he
onlained and consecratcd Francis Schuckardt, the former fiIst year
seminarian. They established yet anothcr churoh, still with their eyes on
disillusioned Catholics, Thc Schuckardt-Brown sect was namcd fi¤
Tri.lentine latla Rite Chlrci (TLRC) - a variation of the name Brown
had chossn for his chuch. Schuckardt subsequ¤ntly split with Brolvn.
Ia a Junc, 1975 letter Bro*r wrote:

'The srratrgcEctt (at the time of the consecntion)
was that w¤ wcrc to form two dioccs¤s wfth ¤ach of w to
head up one. ... However, I was nevor abl¤ to brhg him to a
decision about diocesan boundaries....It b¤camc painftlly
obvious to mc that hc had no intention whatever of sharing
episcopal authority but, oD the contrary, bis aim was to 'take
over' and crowd me out." Il6ticr ro Roben KloE ofPosr Frfls, Idrho,
quotad b Bob Ctftbcge, hdend,e Iadn Nta Churah (Spollan : L end
Register, l9E0), pp. 35-37.1

On Deccnber 30, 1977 dlc former Jcsuit seminary lnown as
Mount St. Michael's was acquired by Schuckardt. Hence the nam¤, the
Mou St. Micha¤l group-

5. Ihe Demis¤ Of rrPope Hrdrirtr VIII
Whcreas Carmel Henry Cafora, the founder of the North

Anericat Old RonaL Catholic Church, clained the title, "MoEt
Illustrious Lord, thc Supreme PriEBte,n Francis Schuckardt a6scned that
hc was Pope lladrian VII. It w's said thar he received the papal tiala
dirccdy from Our Lady of Guadalupe. But in April, 1984 four ex-
mcmbcrs ofthc ftide ine latil Rite Chwch accuscd Schuckardt of
homosexual conduc-t. Th¤ charg$ werc made to a r¤porter ftom the
ABC-TV alfiliatc KXLY. Denis Chicoine, Schuckardt's Vicar Gen¤ral,
said in a lctter date.d June 21, 1984 that he had krorln for "several
yeals" of such charges against Schuckardt but he did nothing about it.

Comclius and Mary Strain, who wero membcte ofrhe chr.nch,
*rote in a September 12, 1986 l¤ftcr to iBishop Robert McKenna,
O.P.! dnt "Fathcr Clemcnt Kubish who servcd our community for about
7 years ... tri¤d to expose Bishop Francis as a homosexual. ile raat
dhgracd fron the pulpit by our pri.sts esryially Fr. Dcnis [Chiminc]
in a cosmunity wide s¤rnon." IEmphasis .dd.d.l

In the wakc of the public scandal Schuckardt left in June of
1984. He was rucceeded by Denis Chicoine and then by Mark
Pivarunas thc oan who will consesrate Fr. Dolan. Schuckardt
subsequendy accused Chicoine of "spreading 'lies and slandef against
him and that Chicoing not hc, wa! guilty of grave moral ollenses".
lQuoled h Cubb{ge, oz crr, p. 35.i 193.

6. Tbe Old Crtbolic Conrection
The Old Catholic connection is no s¤cret. The leadeEhip of

$e bident;ne latin Rite Church cit¤d the Old Catholic-Amold Haris
Mathew connection in its defense of Schuckardt's orders. They did this



in a document etrtitlcd SIATEMENT ON TEE UAUDIIY OF HOLY
OiDrXJ. The firrt psr8graph says:

"In the past s¤vsral months tlxmy of you havc had various
quostiors in regard to thc yalidity of the Ord¤rs of thc Prie$ts
and Clerics herc rt Mount Saint Michael's. This slatcmct is
an attempt to answer the qu¤stions that hav¤ been raised. We
hopc that the information provided will answer any questions
that you may havc.'

The STATEMEN? goes on to explain the schismatic Old
Catholic connc6tion. It givcs the history of Schuckardt's ordsrs. It
bcgins with thc Old Catholics and Amold Haris M.thew. It talks about
con8ecrations donc by Mathcw. And it traces thc linc ftom him to
Brown and Schuckadt. lt says:

'... in 1912, Matthews [sic] also consecrated an Austrian
noblernao, the prince De Landes-Bcrghes et dc Rachg and
thcIl sent De Landes-B¤rgh¤s to thc United Statcs !o h¤ad rh¤
Old Roman Catholic movement in thi$ country. ... In 1916,
De Landes-Berghcs cons¤cratcd Camcl Hcnry Carfora ( I 87E-
1958). Carfota, a former Roman catholic priest, had been
bom, cducated and ordained in ltaly. .,. After his conseoration
by Dc Landcs-Bcrghes, C{rfora Foc¤¤ded to found thc North
Amcrican Old Roman Catholic Chrnch, which bccame onc of
the largest Old Roman Catholic Chuches in the world; by
1958, Carfora's orgarization numbsred som¤ t5,000 memb¤rs.
,.. In July 1942 Carfora consecrated Hubert A Rogers. .,.
Rog¤rs b¤came the head of the North Anerican Old Roman
Catholic Church. In 1969, Rogers cons¤cratod Daniel Q.
Brown to the cpiscopacy. ... Bishop Brown ... ordaincd and
cons¤cratcd Bishop Schuckardt in Octob¤r and NoveNnber
1911." IS TEMENT oN THE vtuDl?v oF EoLY oxDtRs, A Mourt
Si. Mictlad's pubtcrtioq prgcs 3 & 4 ofdF STATEMENT.I

The sohismatic OId Catholic comcctior is simply undeniable.
w¤ se¤ it from Mathew to de Rache; ftom de Rach¤ to Carfor4 from
Carfora to Rogcrs; fiom Rogels to Brow-n; and from BroEn to
Schuckardt. The line of schisnntic 'pscudo-bishopc' is unbmker ftom
Math¤w to Bmwn. It is continued with Schuclordt wllo with Bro$'n's
help foun<led his own s¤ct, th¤ Tridenthe latin Rite Chutch.

7. Ftom Sect Crttlc To Scct Apohgbt
In 1980 Fr. Anthony Cekada published a long well-

rescarchcd aniclc on thc Old Catholics. Hc callcd ir 'A Waming On
Thc Old Catholics: Falsc Bishops, False Churchcs'. It was publishcd in
the Ootobq, 1980 issue of The Ronan Catholic. I\ that anicle he
cbatz*rizd $e lridsrrbe Itttn Rire Chutch as a "sect'. He callcd it
a nschismatio ohurch'. He put it on his list of "Schismatic Churchcs."
He wmtc: "Schuckardt formed his own s¤ct ,.,." [Rsr. Anihory ce&ada %
Waming On Thc Old Caftolics: Fske Bithopa, Falsc clnt{'F!.-' nc Roatai Cat olic,
Octob¤., 19t0, p. l9.l

Tlre articlc rcflected the unanimity among traditioml priests
on the subject of Mount St. Michaol's, It was commonly regarded as a
s¤ct by Fr. Cckada, Fr. Dolarl Fr. Sarbom md by thc pricsts wilh
whom they worked. There lras never a suggcstion that it was $ything
othcr than a sect. It was inconceivable that th¤ likes of Brown and
Schuckar& would produce a traditional Cetholic community. Browr
was a fallsn away Catholic who joined a schismatic churcb. Hc was
ordained and consccrated for that scct. Hc was a ma.ried m wilh two
chil&en. Hc was still living with his wife v/h¤n he pret¤.rded !o b¤ a
Catholic bishop. As for Schuckardg be ruled his church as if hc wcrc
its 'popc.' And in time hc clairred to be just that.

Thqe was no objcction among dte pricsts to Fr. C¤kada's
charact¤rization of Mount St. Miahscl's as a schismatic church. Thcrc
was no outcry against calling Schuckardt's group a s¤ct bccause it was
obviously just that. And iftherc is an outcry now it is not b¤causc new
facts havc bccn uncovercd which show that Fr. Cckada was wrcng to
qll hc Tridentine larin Rile Church a \cllismatic church' and "sect.'
Rath¤r it is for other reasons. For cefiain pdests now have a vested
interest in convincing the pcople that rhe "scct" is really just another
Catbolic cornmunity.

Onc of these pricsts is Fr. Cekada who has promoted the
consccration of his friEnd Fr. Dolan by the sect's bishop, Mark
Pivarunas, Atrd so ftom bcing an outspok¤n critio of the Schuckadt
"secf' and "schismatic church,' aE he called it, Fr. C¤kada has becon¤
its chief apologist. He is publicly associated $'ith lh¤ scct and justifi¤s
the conseoration of Fr. Dolan by Schuckardt's successor. He has
changed radically and dramatically, Nor has he made any seriou!
attempt !o reconcil¤ th¤ contradictions batwaqn what he sap today and
what he said irl the past. For these contradictions cannot be r¤{onciled.
Ignore lhem and they will go awoy - is what he s¤ems !o say.

But they will not go away in spite of the fact tllat hc
appovcs, justifies and dcfcnds thc cons¤cration of Fr. Dolan by Mark
Pivarunas, one of thc successors of Fralcis Schucksrdt. Pivarunas will
do for Fr, Dolan what Arnold Harris Mathcw did for Bcalc and
Howarth. Ttc ncfarious dccd and sacrilcgious crimc will be rep¤atcd at
St. Genrudc thc Grcat Church in Sharonvillc. And with the boldncss of
an Amold Harris Mathen' who dar¤d to notiry Pope St. Pius x of what
he did, Pivarunas has sent notic¤s of his crime to bc to the remnnt of
faithful Catholics throughout the country. As St. Pius X said: "We
vigorously exhort you to guard zealously against thcir frauds and
!&rreg.tl

II. THE EPISCOPAL ORDERS OF PIVART'NAS

The Worst Of Two Worldi: A Sect Bishop
And A lbuc Bishop

In 'Bishop" Mark Pivarunas we have the worst oftwo wodds.
He is a dubious Catholic ard a dubious bishop. He is a dubious
Cgtholic because of his asEociation with a schismatic sect. He iE a
dubious bhhop bccausc hc is a so-callcd Thuc bishop. Tbc 'Thuc
bishops" are clergym¤n who trace their orders to thc late Archbishop
NGO{nh-THUC of South Vietnam. Fr. Ccka& cxposcd and
condcnmed thc Thw bishops in his artiole "Two Bishops In Every
Garagc". It appcared ia the January, 1983 iss'ue of Ihe Roman Cqtholic'
The titlc stems from thc fact that th¤r¤ arc so many Thuc bishops in the
world. And their number s¤cms ever to increase. Fr. Dolan will soon be
added to the long list.

Somc T!?icrl Thuc Bishops
In 1983 therc were already hundrcds of Thuo bishops.

Among Thuc bishops are iloludcd many spostatc Catholics and non-
Catholic cl¤rgl.. They cven includo, sccording to Fr. Noel Barbara' a
noaorious homoscxual who was comnonly lnown as such beforc Thuc
conseorat¤d him" Thc following is a squll sample of Thuc bishop8.

Ck et tc Do inguez-Goxez is a Thuc bisbop who fouarlcd
a schismatic church in Spaio. Hc calls himselfPopc Grcgory
XVII. Hc has creat¤d ovcr 90 "cardinals' and has canonizcd
ovcr twc'thousatrd "saiots'.
nogct Kozik attd Michsel Fqnanda, teT'lwc bishops who'
according to Fr. Noel Barbar4 "wer¤ chdgcd with
racketeerin& and ... worc prosecutcd in thc coun of app¤als
for fraud and werc scntsnced ro ciSht morths in prieon widt



iarole". 1f. No"t aatO"t", WARNING conc¤miru A scct which Is 'lrade
bjrE[!!1 Fortes ilr Fidq 758 larDAy Ferry Rm4 Sl. Louis, Mo. 63125.1
.feqa Laboric is the "beer dclivery man" who foundcd the
schismatic Latin Catholic Church of France sometimes
refened to as th¤ Latin Church of Toulous¤. He was
consecratcd at l¤ast threc times. Thc third time was by Thuc
in 1979.
Andte Enos is an apostate Catholic priest, a bishop of the
Old Holy Catholic Church and a Thuc bishop.

Other "apostatos of the Catholic Chulch,' to use Fr- Barbara's
cxpression, who are Thuc bishops include: Claude Nant4 Pienc Salle,
Jean Olivercs de Mamisrra, Patrick Broucke de Traltes, Philippe
Miguet, Michel Mdn and P.E.M. d¤ Labrt d'Amoux. tlridl Fr. Cekada
said rhat Thuc "also ordaincd anothcr 'Old Catholic' ftom Ma$oillos
named Garcia, and a ccltain cx-convict nafied Aftinet who welt or
latcr to b¤come a Palrnar 'bishop." [Rev. Atrthony cckad4 'Two Bishops In
Avery C'arl'ge," 1\z Rorldn Carirrrc, January, 1983, p. 7.1

Utrsperkrble Crime
To confer holy orders on such men is ur unspeakable crime.

It is a betnyal of Christ and th¤ Chuloh. It is a profanation of the
priesthood and the sacraments. Thlc is rightly rcgarded as infamous.
For he "lost his reputation in the opinioo of upright ard couscicntious
Catholica". tJohD A. Abbo, s.T.L., J.c.D. and Jerome D. Iiamsq s.T.D., J.c.D., 7tt
Jacred Carrnr (St. Loui!: B. Herder Book Co., 1960), vol. II, p. 854.1 Thuc is as bad
as th¤ very worst of dre Novus Ordo bishops, To acc¤pt him and hig
bishops is as reFehensible as being in communion with th¤ most
radical modsmisrs of the new church. To suggest that traditional
Catholic pcople should seck sacramonts from such a sourcc is a scandal
and a betrayal of Caiholic Tradition and practice.

ftom Thuc Critic To Thuc Apologlst
It is hard to believe that a Catholic Archbishop, who was san¤

and in his right mind, could do such things. It is hard to beli¤ve that
priests would white-wxh dre crimcs of Thuc by comparing him to
Archbishop Lefebvrc. This was recently donc irt he atticle The Yalidity
OfThe Thuc Consecrarrbnr - an afiicle fill¤d with errors and seriously
defective in its application of theological principles as we will show in
a comprohcnsivc study of this whole issue that will appear, we hopc, in
the not too distant future. It said that thcre were people who regarded
Thuc as a valiant hero. And thcre wore thosc who considered him to bc
mentally deficient. The articlc says thc truth is in thc middl¤ for ho was
just like Archbishop Lcfebvre. It says: "On one hand while Abp- Tluo
did say the traditional Mass, he was hardly aoothcr Athamsius. His
actions and his statements on th¤ situation in the Church were, like
Abp. Lefebvre's, often contradictory and mystifying. ... On the other
hand, theological zig-zagglng and errors of practical judgment prove
only that a givcn archbishop (take your pick) is human and
falliblc,"lRev. Adhony Cokad& 'Ih. vslidity of TIle Thuc consecfitions,"
STCERDOflLTM, m PARS VERNA, MCMXCtr, pp. 7{.1

To compare Thuc to Archbishop Lcfebwe is like comparing
Jack the Rippor to Nicodemus. In 1983 Fr. Cckada, who was ordaincd
by Archbishop Lcfcbwe, askcd this question about Thuc bishops: "Can
we really t8kc all this seriously and suppos¤ that the bishops' iovolvcd
in such goings.on arc thc future of thc Church?" His answer:

'Impm3ible. prphasis added.l Even to refer to them as
'raditional Catholio bishops' lends too nuch respectability to
the wholc business, which is, in rhis witcfs opinion, very
di$csp¤ctable indeed." tceLada, *Two BishoF h Every caregc,"
op.cil, p. 16.1

Fr. Cekada was quite corr¤ct th¤n. H¤ was as correat about his
cstimation of thc Thuc bishops in 1983 as ho was in 1980 about the
Mount St. Michacl se¤t. In fact he was sorD¤what proph¤tic. For he said
of thc Thuc bishops: "The story will not cld herc - it i6 probable that
'instant bishops' will cootinue to multiply exponEntially, as among the
'Old Catholics-"' tlDi t I Inde¤d it will not end. For to thc list of "instar[
bishops" will soon be added the namc of Fr, Danicl Dolar.

I. THE TITUC CONSECRATIONS ARE DOUBTTUL
BECAUSE OF A LACK OF PROOF

The Thuc consccrations are doubtful b¤cause the prcof
rc4uired by thc Chwch simply does not exist. That the Chuch rcquires
proof is a facl She cven specifies the kind of proof that is required. In
the introductiod to his work Proof Of The Receprion Of The
Sacraments, Fr. Sullivan says:

"In addition to a consideration ofthe different forms ofproof,
special instances whaein the law r¤quests proof that a
sacramert has boer received will also be matter for
discussion. These cases are pertinent, for sometime$ thc law
giver not only Etates that proof must be fimished but also
determines lhe tn¤ of proof which is requir¤d. In these
circurnstances the subjcct of the law is $ant¤d ro freedom of
choice. The form ofproof which hc must Fosent will not b¤
that which is morc convenient for him to sccure, but the
particllar one stipulated by official geccpt,' [Rev, Eugenc H.
Sullivaq Proof Of The R6E)tion Of Ihe Saqaments, (Th¤
Catholic UniveEity Of America Press, Wash. D-C.:, t9,t4)
p.x.l

Fr. Sullivan say$ that fte Code of Canon Law onty provides
for documentary proof to establish the fact of the reccption of holy
orders. nThcre is no canon," he says, "in the Code which makes
provisioa for substantiating the roception of holy orders in any way
other than by the evidence of documents." t1bt4, p. l2t.l But if the
documents are lost oI destroyed theologians say ono mry prove th¤
rcception ofholy orders by the testimony of wittlesses. This cpnclusion
is base.d on an analogy of law. Theologians draw an analogy from
canons 779 and 800 which providc for proof ofthc reception ofbaptism
and confirmation by the testimony of witoesses if tbe records arc lost
or dcstroycd.

The teEtimody that would be required to prove the rcc¤ption
ofholy ordcrs would b¤ that of on¤ "qualificd witoess" or two or thr¤¤
absolut¤ly tustworthy witn6scs or more in very serious matters. A
'qualilied witn¤ss" would be one who testifics to things donc i[ his
official capaoity, such as the ordinary of a diocese who ordains a pricst
or a pastor of a parish who pcrfoms a baptism.

In thc case of the T'huc consecrations the available testimony
is inadequatc, Thuc Fovided for no assistaot priests to be prescnt who
could lat¤r testiry. And the testimony ofthe two laymcn who were th¤re
is cssortiatly defeotive.

No AEsistrnt Pricst8
It is quite revcaliog that thqc wcre no assistant pri¤sts pr¤sont

at thc consccrations in question. For it manifests the reoklcssncss and
gross disregard for Catholic practicc and Tradition thar is so
characteristic of the Thuc consecrations and of Thuc himself. The
Church re.quires two co-consecrating bishops at an episcopal
consccration. Fr, Clarcy says thar when the Supreme Pootif grants a
dispersation from thc requirement of co-consecrating bishops, hc
"always commands that thc consccratq be assisted by two or threc
priests of some spccial digniry." lRrv. walrcr B. cttr*:y, np Rni! Atd



&.. ant2s Of tuEed (Ntaatioa,,(Wrsh, D,C.: Tt Catholic Univtrsity Ptcss, l9{2),
p. 74.1 The conspicuous absence of assistant pri¤sts is also significant.
This is so because assistant priests arc required not only to l¤nd
solerDnity but to ilsurc that thc conseqatiod is done correctly and hcnc¤
validly. Assistant priests, b¤cause of their fiurction, would therefore be
in a position to t¤stiry b the validity of a olandcstine consesration. But
there were none pres¤nt at th¤ clandcstine Thuc consecrations.

Tbe TrYo Lrymen
Th¤r¤ were two laymcn prcsent at thc coneecratiom in

question. Fr. J¤nkins, Fr. Sanbom and I wcnt to Germany to question
thesc mcn. Wc discovqed that th¤y could not testify to the validity of
thc sacramcnt coafcrrcd. Neither could they testiry that thc concct
matter and form wcre used The maner is thc laying-on of hands. Thc
form is made up of sixteen words. One did not havc thc faintest idca
what thc form of the sacrament was. Nor did he tnow if Thuc used one
hand or two hands, The oth¤r angrily r¤fused to answer any such
questions. He insisted that he could not b¤ expectcd to remcmbcr such
details after so long. The testimony of the two layrrcn was therefore
seriously def¤otive and essentially insufficient. This is not to fault thsm.
They wsre not th¤re as wihesscs aE one of them testifred under oath.
After our mccting with the two lqmen, Fr. Sanbom said quite
definitively that the Ttruc consecrations could not ba provcd ir the
extemal forum. Hc also said that even if they could be proved we could
have nothiag to do with thcE because they w¤re too sordid.

Ertr¤mely Signilicrnt
It is vcry significant thal th¤ laymcn who were present could

not testiry that the sacrament was validly confen¤d. It is extremcly
significant in rpite of tho fact that th¤ defende$ of thc Thuc
coqsecrations anke ligbt of it They ridicule thosc who say the Thuc
cons¤qationr must b¤ rcgarded as doubtfirl because ofthc insufficicncy
of testimonial evidence. Nothing more is neede4 they say, than to
establish that a cer¤rnony took p'lac¤. Establish that and validity must
be presumcd regardlcss of the circumstancos. Is this true?

To answcr this qucstion it ie !¤.ccssary to rccall lhat the Code
of Canon Law provides only for documenary proof to subst ntiate drc
rcception of boly orders. Tcstirronial evidenc¤ is admitted by an
analogy of law to thc laws that gov¤m baptisor and confirmation. By
way of this sarnc analogr of taw wc can dctcrmirc the firnotion of
wihess¤s at a private ¤piscopal consccration by detcrmining thcir
function at a privatc baptism.

Privrte Consecrrtlon - Priyrte Brptism
Thc r¤sponsibility of v/itn¤sses at a privste baptism is spcll¤d a

out by Fr. Hcribert Jonc in his work Morol Thcologt. This is a \,
slandard handbook of Moral Thcology. Fr. Jonc says:

'If possible, two or at least one wit ess should be
pr¤s¤nt in priv8tc Baptism, so lbat the administration of
Baptism can be anesrcd to (C. 742). Witne$¤s should observe
evcrything clos¤ly that they may tcsti$ to tbc vrltdtty
tcnptssis addedl of the Sacrament conf¤rred" tRov. Hedben JoD¤, , _

o.F.M. C^p., t.C.D. I'torul ?f¤orog, (wesmiortlr, f,faryLtrd: Tb¤ N¤wrian \

Pr!c! 1962), p. 32?.1

The witncasc3 arc to '\cstiry b rhc lurrdrry of the Sacramcnt
confcrrcd.' They are to "observe everything closely that d|cy may
&stiry to the valunty ...." Ho docs not say they are to tcstiry thar a
baptismal ceremony took place. He says they are to 'testiry b the
validity ofthe Sacrarncnt conferre4o This refutes thc cont¤ntion that drc
witnesE¤s ne¤d only to tcstiry that I ccrcrnony rook placc.

2. TIIE INCORRECT ANI' CORRECT PRESIJMPTION

The dcfcnders of the Thuc coasccratioa insist dlat wc must
prcsumc validity if a cercmony of cpiscopal mnsccration took plac¤
regardlers of the circumsatlc¤s and thc lack of proof required by the
Church. They ar¤ complctely wrong. In the fEst place proof is
ncccsrary to establish a clandcstinc cpiscopal consccration. In the
second placc, Fr, Charles Augustine, the famous canonist, eays:

"The gcncral rule is that if thc matter and form requircd for
thcsa sacraoente [i,e., "Baptisn\ Confinnation, and Holy
Ordos'l have been properly applied by the respcctivc
Einistcr, they are suppoeed and presumed to have b¤cn
conferred validly." Bcv. P. Chrs. AugustiiE, o.S.B., D.D., professor of
C$onl,aw, A Con Enlary On Tre New Code OfCaN, talr, (St. Louis: B.
Herd¤r Book Co., 1925), vol. 4, p. 23.1

Fr. Augustine docs not say: if a ccrcmony took place the
sacraments are "supposed and presumed to have b¤¤n conferred
vali<lly." Hc says: "if thc nattet nd form required ... havc b¤cn
pmp¤dy applicd by &e respective minist6, thcy are suppos¤d and
pr¤sumed to haye beca conferrcd validly." This r¤futcs th¤ notion that
if a ceremony rook plac¤ one must pr¤sume validity rcgardlcsc of thc
circumstances,

The conclusion is insscapablei the Ihuc consecrotlons arc and
must be rcgoded as doubtlul because of insufllciat do(wnatary and
t*tlmonial proof. We have no choicc in ih¤ mattcr. Privat¤ opinions,
subjcctive belicfs and personal realizations are not the objective norm
of uorality for Catholics. They arc the things liberal Protestants atrd
mod¤rflists app¤al to in order to justiry nhatcver it is ttey want to do.

3. TIIE TIIUC CONSECRATIONS ARE DOIJBTFUL
BECAUSE OF TIIE MENTAL STATE OF TIIUC

Thc documertary or rcgtimonial evidcnce needed to provc thc
clandestine Thuo oons¤ciatioN do¤s not ¤xist. lfit does \f,ould somconc
plcase producc it! Thc cons¤cntions are thcrcforc doubtful, But they arc
also doubtful bccausc of rerious qucitions about the mcntal strt¤ of
Archbishop Thuc. Hc wa6 l own to go in and out of lucidity. Bolh Fr.
Sanborn and Fr. Barbara raised qu¤stions about Thuc's mcntal stability.
This is scrious and significant cven though Fr. Sanbom would no doubt
likc to retrest ftom this position as Fr. Barbara probably nould. It is
serious and significant because one must be in "full conmand of
reason" ro validly administ¤r thc sacrametlB. Th¤ Rt. Rcv, Msgr. Jos¤ph
Pohle, Ph.D., D.D., puts it this way:

'The combination of mattcr and form into a sacramental sign
(anfrctlo), and its application to the individual r¤cipi¤nt
(odnhittlatio), - two factors *,hich, with thc aole e,(c¤ption
of dlc Holy Euchadst, ilvariably coincidq - requlrc r
ministcr wbo hrs tbc full commrnd of rctron. Hcncc
lunatics, children, and otherN who hrve not tbe full nr¤ of
relEon rre ircrpable of rdmlnistering I Srcrrment.'
(Emphasis addcd.) 0o6sph Pohle, grD, D.D., Ir. tuqanents A
Itog"lotb Trcatbe (&. Itru/is: B. Herd¤r Book Co., lcg), p. 162.1

Fr. Sanbom actually suggestcd that insarity was a posoible
explanatiol for Thuc's bizarre behavior. Fr. Barbara wondercd ifhc was
responsible for his actions. He spok¤ about Thuo's mental stato and th¤
effcct it might have on the validity of his ¤piscop.l consccratiors. Hc
said of Thuc:



"Thc rclapse into profanation of th¤ sacramcnt of
order (thc lat$t com¤cration confcrr¤d in a scct wrg on 24
Scp 1982) and the lack of firnncss in his promise not to
lapsc ag&i! make it p¤rmissibl¤ to ask an ess¤rltial question.
Was this old man, over 85 years of agc, in posse$ion of his
faculti¤s, did he realiz¤ what he was doing in imposing his
hands so easily on no matlEr whom? Was he ttuly responsiblc
for his acts?

"We do dot know with ccrtsinty. Psrhaps he was in
possession of his faculticr, and pcrhaps hc was not That
would.leayc a doubt hovering ovar thc c¤nsues incur¤d, but
also over the vald y of all these odlnations." (Emphasis
Addcd.) TFaII.. B.rNan. 'WIIAT ARE WE TO THINK OF TIIE BISHOPS
CONSECRATM BY NGO DINH THUC, CARMONA VEZELIS, MTJSEY
ETC.?'l

4. AN IMPLICIT ADMISSION OF DOI'BT AND A DECIDED
II\CK OF OBJECTWTTY

Tbe doubts that crist about thc Thuc consecrations arc
objcctivc, prud¤nt and positive, They are based on the Code of Canon
Law and principlee of Moral Theology. Thcy aI¤ based on the glaring
lack of proof and serious questions abut the mcotal 8tatc of Thuc. Yct
in spite of this there are certain priets who sinply refusc to acrc¤pt the
r¤ality of thc situation. Thcy are dctermin¤d to find some way to justiS
approaching a Thuc bishop for cpiscopal cons¤cmtion. This is their
hidden agcnda all th¤ claims to the contrary atd to complele objcctivity
notwithstrnding.

It may b¤ a misdirected zesl that driycs tlrcm or a lack of
oonfidcoo¤ in Divine Providcncc, Aod sad to ray th¤rc Err c{rt.irly
thosc who arc just "b¤ing carried away," as St. Pius X put it, "by thc
firc of ambition." Thay olaim that thqir rcscarch and writiags arc
objective. They anack thos¤ who oppoec association rvitb the Thuc
bishops ac mt being objectivc. But such claims and attacks often mask
a profound lack of obj¤clivity. Thcy may cvcn be at tirncs symptomatic
of s¤lf{e{aption *pccially in thc casc of vcry intalligcnt pcrsonr.

Fr. Sanbom k a very intelligcr priest, ¤vcr s brilliant pri¤6t
il somc ways. He ha! done a grcat deal of good for thc traditional
cause. He ir now, unfortunarcly, onc of the most iqortant defaodcrs
of the Thuc coN¤crations. He claims to b¤ complctcly objcctive. He
insists that he has no vcsted intercst in justirying th¤ Thuc bisboF. But
his unguardcd words r¤ll a diff¤rert story. Thcy tell of e Fi¤st who is
dcsp¤r8tc to find somc justification - any justification - short of shar
is intrinsically evil in ordcr to justify gcttitg consccrated by a Thuo
bishop. In his mind any circumstantial cvil not only may bc toleratcd
but zrrJt b¤ rolerat¤d in order to gat cons6latcd itr thcrc timcs. If rhis
soun& likc an cxaggeration tben listcn to what hc himself had to say.
Herc is what he wrote to an intcr¤st¤d party, I hav¤ a copy of what hc
wrote ill my posscssion, And I quotc:

"Bp. Guerrd des l,euricrs wcrt to Abp. Tluc in
order to obtain cpiscopal conseoation, in ordef,, in tum, that
thc Mass and priesthood bc carried on in this crisis of the
Church. D¤spitc all the imprudencc and scandals ofThuc, the
nece$ity to have priests far outweighs any brd ramificarions
of rccciving ordcrs from Abp. Thuc. As a mattcr of fact, I
would say that nothinq short of an intrinsically evil act would
be ablc to coBstitutc a rufficicnt r¤asolr to avoid thc rpceltion
of a traditional episcopal conrecration in thes¤ times."
(Emphrsis in originsl.)

Fr. Sanbom's words bcspeak a ccrtain desperation to soErehow justiry
dre Thuc bishops:

"Wc priests are gettitrg older, and our unity is
quickly f8ding due to lack of authority. Thcrc is a very gravc
need to furd a bishop, train Fiests, and giv¤ direction to tbc
faithful. This nced is so grezlth^t aty citcl'ol'srartisl evil nsy
be ond must be ,olerured in ordcr to .chicvc this end."
(EDphasis added.)

Thcse are not rh¤ words of reason ard objeotivity, Thcy are
words of despcration and determination ro find somc justification for
getting consecrated by a Thuc'bishop. They arc dangcrous words. They
arc words that must bc takcn into ac,c,ount whsn reading his defensc of
thc Thuc congecratione. They aro morc thaa thc grain of salt with which
his claims !o "oomplete objcctivity" must bc takco. Ard thase v¤ry !on-
objcctive ssntilrrcnts of Fr. Sanborn werc writtan long beforc drc
'exbaustivc inquirics" wcrc complcted. In fact th¤y directed nucb of
drat r¤search. The same is truc for Fr. Cckada who uses what is lifile
6sre -\"n pw! subj¤ctivism to justi$ the Thuc consecnrtiom - as wc
sball s¤¤.

Thc point I would make is this: thc very determination of
such pri$ts to vindicate thc Thuc cons¤cratioN aod thc fem¤ndous
¤frort iD behalf of this cause is m implicit admission that dlo doubts
about tho Thuc consecrations arc objectivc, prud¤nt ard positive. If they
wfic not, such a massivc cFort to oY¤rcome lhctr would not bc
rc4uired. Fr. Sanbom, himsclf, said that 'PAINSTAKING AND
ASSIDUOUS hours of rcscarch, many hundreds of thcm, by tany
pricsts both in thc United Stat¤s and Europc" wcrc cxpaded. Bcv.
Dorltd S.trhora 'PREFACE," SICE&DOXIUi4 m PARS VEPNA Mcr0rctr' p. 2.1

He ackrowledged that "Ordinarily cpiscopal coDsccratioDr do not
rcquire such exhaustivc inquid¤s." I/Dtdl

He iE ri8ht, They only involvc such "exhaustivc iaquiries"
wten the doubts arc very rcal indeed and based on objectivc facts. It
simply do¤s 'oot r¤quirc such cxhaustive inquiri¤E to overcomc doubts
thst arc subj'cctive' inprudent and ncgativc. Hundrcds of hours of
"painstaking and assiduous" rcs¤arch on two continsds would not be
neocrsary in such a cas¤.

Whrt lte "Erhuidvc Inquirlcl Prodm¤d
The great effort expcndcd to ovcrcomc th¤ doubts t¤stifrca to

tho objectivc characto of the doubts. Tbe doubts are nanifestly
poritivc. Thcy are bascd on a lack of proof and the menlal statc of
Thuc. But wha! may wo ask, did th¤ hundrads of "painstaking and
assiduous hours of rcscarch" produce? The defend,ers of the Thuc
consccrationg say th¤ ¤ffort Foduced significant results. Thc noa-
cxist Dt doubE havc bccn ovcrcomc, ihcy ray. And how d,o thcy
accomplish this? Thcy sccomplish it by rora I cotttude $d t b$rc,nt
of Pop¤ B¤ndict )CV. Thc "moral cqtitudc" solution is Fr. Cokada'e
contibution. To Fr. Sanbom gocs lh¤ credit for the documcnt

Ft Cckrdr's "Morrl Ccrtltude" Solutlon
Fr. Cckad. inadv¤rtcntly admits rnd quicuy forgcts that thc

way to establish sn c?iccopal consccration is by documentary proof. In
thc absence of such proof, 'you took anothcr mut¤," hc says- "You
brought the widcncc to someone with authority - a dioc¤san bishop or
a judge in a Vatican tribural, say. The official examined the evidencc
and issucd I d¤cree stating that so-and-so had rcccived a saoram¤nt.
Theee ofEcials cnjoyed ... rte power m e$abUsh h the qes of chrlrch
law the Irct that o giva sacramert4l act tnlc plac{. (EElphasig
addcd,) Erv. ADthoDy Ccksd., 'Tb. Validity OfTbc Tbtrc Consc.istioN,'op..r., pp.
l2-t3.1 This is actually a fatal admisgion. For it sho}.s lhat it would la&o
the powcr ofthe Church "to cstablish ia thc cyes ofchurch law rhe fact
thar a givclr sacramcntal act took place." It would takc thc powcr of |hc
Church to provc th¤ Thuc cons¤crations "iD the cycs of churh law'.



But what happens if you do not have the docurD¤ntrry proof
alld you can't apped the case to the Vaticrn tribusal? Thcn thc
consccration is in a "Lcgal Limbo." To ga it out of this limbo ofdoubt
Fr. Cckads wes "moral certituden. H¤ substitutcs hi8 notion of moral
cenitudc for thc authority ofthc Sacred Congregatioo of thc Sacr.amcnts
and the Holy Offic¤. H¤ says: 'The Ecans we r* is morol certiMe,
a simple conc¤pt w¤'ll apply to the Thuc consecratio$, just as we do
to any other sacrament." tftn ., p. l3.l

ln the first plac¤ "monl certitudo" is not a substitule for the
authority of the Holy See and the Vatican tribunals. Rathcr a d¤cisiotr
of tha comp¤t¤nt tribunal in lhc casc of a doubtfrrl ordination is what
gives us moral c¤rtitudo. In thc second plac¤ Fr. Cakads's conccpt of
"moral certitudc" has nothing to do with Catholic Moral Thcology. It
is in fact littlc lDore than hotestant subjoctivism. It is thc production of
moral truth by subjectivc rcalization. He says: "moral ccrtitude occurs
when w¤ rcalize it's impossible for us to be wrong about a pafiicular
fact, sinc¤ th¤ opposite of that fact is so utrlikely that wc klow it would
be inprudent to belisve it." t r{d, p.l6.l. And this subjcctivism is
endorsed by Fr. Sanbom. For it is ihc foundation upon which Fr.
Cekada builds his wholo case for tie Thuc consecrations. And Fr.
Sanbom endorses that case.

Fr. Cekada "realizes" ttat the Thuc colsccrations arc cerlainly
valid. He 'rcalizes" that it's impossibl¤ for him ro be wrong sbout this
becausc he "realizer' it would bc iuprudsnt to b¤licve the opposite of
that facr. Thereforc they arc ccrtainly valid because hc rcalizcs it,

Such a notion of moral ccrtitudc could conceivably bc uscd
to justiry anything. All you would have to do is "reslizc" that you ar¤
right b¤ceuse "thc opposite of $8t fact is so unlikcly that we know it
would be iBprudent to b¤li¤ve it." Morality in such s syst¤m is lhe
confomity of p¤rsonal behavior to a subjective realization rather than
the conformity of our behavior to an objectivc law. And thir is tbe
mcans by which Fr. Cckada has cstablished the validity of rhc Tluc
cons¤crations. It is hisjustification for imposing the oanifestly doubtfrrl
Thuc bishops and priests on the unsusp¤cting faithful.

FY. Smbortr'!
As for Fr. Sanbom's document of B¤nedict x]V, il also tums

out !o be a non-proof, Touted as an "important find" it is suppos¤d to
demonstrate nthat cvco cons¤crations at which thcrc w¤tg no 4rJirrdn,
prlests, even fllega y, haA to b¤ decmcd vdld." [Rcv. Donald s{Dbor4
TREFACB', op.".., p.3.1 But thc docum¤nt says no such thing. Fr. Sanbom
completcly misrepree¤ots it, mintentionally I am surc. I have a copy of
th¤ documcnt. Fr. Jenkins has a copy as u¤ll. It doos not say what Fr.
Saobom says it says. Thc cxprcssion 'dcemcd valid" docs not evcn
sppear in the docllm¤nt As Fr. Jenkias rcccntly wote to Fr. Sanbom:

"Fufih¤¤ooFe, upon elosor cxamieaikn I find that
your r¤fereBce to B¤nedic-t XV ad Alcxander Vn doca not
say wlnt you claim it says. It merely makes thc point that the
sbscncc of sssistant pricsts docs oot rcnd6 a consccration
iavalid. No onc cv¤r claimed thc contary. The wor& 'must
b¤ dccrncd valid arc not itr thc refcr¤noe, and constitute a
misleading invcntion on your part. Surcly you recognize the
diffcrcnoe betwcen what thc Church says is r¤quircd for the
v&lidity of a sacramcnt in its¤lf md what proofs she rcquires
that a sacram¤nt has actually been administered rnd
administer¤d properly so that it can bc publicly accepted! In
misappropriating snd misr¤pr¤s¤nting the aforcsaid words of
Pop¤ B¤oedict )oV you bave not only ignored this most basic
distinction; you havc outright concealed it.'

Fr. Cckada's "morul certitudd solution and Fr, Sanbom's
"inponafi lad s,oh&ion prove nothing exccpt that thc doubts they havc

tded so hard to ov¤'comc ale itr fact as big and rcal ar the Rock of
Gibraltsr. That is why they nev6 really dcal wfth rhc doubrs. Tlrcy
ncvq really corfront thc irsues. They nwcr rcally address the qucction
of proof or the mental state of Thuc widl regsrd to what th¤ Codc of
Cano[ l,aw and Moral Theolosr havc to say about such things. Thcy
simply go aroud the doubb thc way a ship captain would go around
the Rock of Gibraltar - and understandably so. For as the Rock would
sink the ship so the doubts sink their position on rhe Thuc bishops.

The Ordlnrtionc Of Fr, Grc¤nwcll And Fr. Brumbergcr
Thoc is one fiaal point rhat nceds to be addresscd bcfore wc

get to the praclical cansequ¤occs. In anothq dosp¤rate attempt tojustiry
the Thuc bishops ccrlsh pri¤Eb havc tricd to cquatc the clandestinc
Thuc consecrrtions with the ordinations of Fr. Jos¤ph Grcenn'cll and Fr.
Paul Baumberg¤r, But lhc fact of the mattsr i3 that these ordinations aro
thc exact non-equivale of the Thuc consecrations. Archbishop Thuc
kq't no recods. Hc iseucd no documcnta. Thc consccrations werc
clandcstinc. There were so assistant pri¤sts prese . The lSyulco prcsent
werc not present s3 witn6s¤s. They could not testiry to the fact that the
cortect mattcr and form were used-

In th¤ case of the ordinations of Fr. Greenwcll and Fr.
Baumbergcr therc were about forty lay people prescnt iocluding dte
farnilics ofthc two young men at drc insistenc¤ of the ordainitg bishop.
There werp fivc traditional pri¤sts pres¤nt, Tter¤ wers priests on cithcr
sidc of rhc ordaining bishop. Thcy followed word for word as thc
bishop prorounccd $c fonn of the saciad¤nt as it is containcd in dre
Roman Potrtifical, and as it is sct apart ftom the tcxt as Pius )(II
ordcral They saw ard ktrow that thc bishop laid both hands on thc
heads of thesc young men. They can go bcfore the Blessed Sacrament
and swear undq oath ftat thc correct matt¤r and form wsr¤ used. Thcre
is no confrrsion in this matt¤r. Futhermore, thc ordaining bishop issued
multiple ordination documents with his signan[e ard his s¤al.

The ordinations of Fr, Greenwell and Fr. Baumbergcr havc
wcrythiag thc Thuc cons¤crations lack. They have sufrcient and
abudant documcntary and tcstimonial proof.

IIL PRACTICAL CONSEQUENCES And FINAL
CONSIDERATIONS

l. A Dubto$ Bisbop Is No Bishop
The Thuc consccrations arc doubtfrrl, The Thuc bishops

therefore arc dubious bishops. "Bishop" Pivarunas is a Thuc bishop. He
is a dubious bishop. Fr. Dolan will be a dubious bishop. ln thc practical
order what does this mean? In the practical ordcr it mcans that a
doubtftl bishop is "no" bishop bccaus¤ a doubtfrrlly consecrated bishop
is Forbirlden to ex¤rcire his <toubtful ordcrs. lo thc first placc it is a
sacrilege to administsr doubtful sacramcNrts. In the sccond place the
priests ordaircd by a doubtful bishop arc also doubtfirl pri¤3ts. Tbe
Masses they say are doubtfirl Massca. The absolutions they pronounce
in the confcssional are doubtfi. absolutions. Thc Last Rit$ th¤y
admidster to the dying arc doubtfirl Last Ritcs. In other words the
Masres thcy say, lhe absolutions they prooourlcc, and lhe last
sacran¤ots thcy administ¤r may dl be compl¤tely invalid. Iastcad of
giving the Body ard Blood of Christ in Holy Commuoion, they rnay be
giving only a piece ofbrc3d. It may bG only brcad that they givc to thc
dying as viaticum. The host in the moNtrancc for bcnediction may be
nothing more than rnere bread. The oil they us¤ to administer the
Sacram¤nt ofExtreme Unction may be just plain olive oil and nofting
morc becaus¤ it was cons¤crated by a doubtful bishop. And on and on
it goes.



2. Thc Srfer Collr8e Must B¤ trollow¤d
Th¤ teaching of the Catholic Chuch that applies in thc

practical ordsr is that ws must follow the safer coursc. ThiB mu6t be
donc becausc the Chuch teach¤8 it. And it must bc done for the sakc
of charity, justicc and rcvcrence for thq sacram¤nts. Fr. Jooe 8a)6:

"In administering the Sacfam¤nts one must, out of rcver¤[c¤
due to the sacramcnt, and oftcn out of justic¤ and charity,
decidc in favor of the opinio! that safeguards thc validity of
the Sacrament." liona, op. cx., p. Atj

Fr. H¤nry Davis says; 'In confcrring the Sacrdnents ... it ic
never allow¤d to adopt a probablc counc of action as to validity and m
abandon the safer course." [Hcory Dsvis, s.!.,}'Iorut atd Pastornl n&otog,
(Lotrd@: S0..d and W.r4 1938), 'SACRAMENTS", vol If! p. 2?.1 It is a mortal
sin of sacrilege to abandon the saf¤r couse and adminigtcr doubtful
sactaments, In the case ofthe neccssary sacram¤nt$ it is a fiple monal
gin: a mortal sin of sacrilcgc, a mortal sin againit charity atd a mortal
sin against justice, Again to quote Fr. Davis:

'To do so [i.e., to abandon the safer coursc] would
be a grievous sin against religion, namely, an act of
irrevsrcncc towards what Christ our Lord has institut¤d; it
would be a gri¤vous sin sgainst charity, as thc recipient
would probably be deprived of thc graccs and effect of the
Sacrametti it x'ould be a grievous sin against justic¤, as the
recipient has a right to valid Sacram¤nts whenever the
minister, wh¤ther ¤x officio or not, udertakes to confer a
Sacrarncnt. In the ner¤ssaqt Sacramclrts, ther¤ is no d,oubt
about the rriple sin; ir thc Sacrametts tlut arc not ncc.¤s$ry,
there will always be the grav¤ sacrilege against rcligion."
tnd. p.27.1

Mark Pivarunas is a dubious bishop. He ig even a doubtful
pricsq hc Eray bejust a layman. Thcrefore his attempt !o consecrat¤ Fr,
Dolan will bc a saorilege. On Novcmb¤r 30, 1993 ho will commit
Bacrilegc. Fr. Dolan will commit sacrilege. And the pcople in the pcws "
who participare and givc thcir approval - will share in the crime. They
will ghare in this tragedy and aavcsty of Catholic Tradition and
practice. And as a result there will commcncc dle beginniag of an
almost ¤ndless chain ofgravc offcnces agaiNt thc laws of God alld thc
sanctity and integrity of the sacraments. Umumbcrcd wilt be the mortal
sins sgai$t justic¤ and chadty. And travesty of rravesties, thfu will all
be done in the name of defending Catholic Tradition!

3. How Could It Htpp¤r?
How could it happen that pricsB who worked so hard for so

long for the preservation of Carholic Tradition could end r4r advocating
thc causc of a scct and Gntcring into an alliance with its cl¤r$r? How
could they willingly sssociate with rlubious Catholics and dubious
bishops? How could such a tragedy and aavcsty ocaur?

We have already notcd rhat sorEe nxry be impaticnt with
Divinc Providenc¤. Others arc ruled by a misdirected zeal. And alas we
hav¤ to say that there arc evcn those &iven by 'dre fire of arnbition,"
as St. Pius X said of thc "pscudo-bishops" ofhis day. Wiser and better
men have fallcn fiom grac¤. Wis¤r and bettcr men havc abaodoncd the
way of truth. It happsned to David. And it happened to Solomon.

Solocron asccnded the thror'e at eighte¤n. Hc rcigncd for!
years. Ile was the favorite ofhis farhsr David. He buih thc TGBplc. Hc
found favor with God. He was renorryncd for his wisdom and
knowlcdge. Inelccd hc was the wisest ofmcn. Hc was a philosopher and
a po¤t. H¤ spokc 3,000 proverbs and composed 1005 songs. Hc was a
writ¤r of sacrcd rsripturc. In his youth he asked for wisdom. And in his

old agc "his heart was tumcd away ... to follow stlange gods ..,." H¤
who built the Temple to the tru¤ Cod in th¤ end "worshipped Astarthe
thc goddess of the Sidonians, and Moloch thc idol of the Ammonites."
(3 ftagr l1: 4,5) To Moloch thc pagans saoificed their {irst bom sons
by fire. Yct Solomon worshipp¤d this demon god of the pagans. He
built templ¤s to fals¤ gods evcn in Jerusalcm itsclf. God wamed him.
God commanded him not to do thece wickcd things. But Solomon
ignored thc wamings. He pcrsevered in his wickedness. For thc wisest
of mcn bccame the blindest of mcn.

"And the Lord was flrgry with Solomon, b¤cause his mind
was turncd away ftom the Lotd the God of lsracl, n{ro had
appeared to him twice, and had conmanded him conceming
this thing that he should not follow strangc gods: but he k¤pt
not the rhings which Oc Lord comnanded him." (3 1(r'rgs I l:
el0)

If somcthing lik¤ that could happ¤n to a Solomon, thctr to
lesscr men it could happ¤q too,

4. The Chllrch WiU Preyril
For our pan we must not los¤ Faith. Wc must not be

impaticnt with Divine Providcncc. The Chuch will Fevail. Thc
Catholic Church is ihe Mystical Body of Christ. Ou Lord J¤sur Christ
is the Invisible Head of thc Church. The Holy Ghost is the soul of thc
Church. "The intrinsic reason for thc indefcctibility of the Chuch of
Christ lies h her inner relation with Christ, who is the Foundation of
thc Cburch (t Cor. 3,1l) and with the Holy Ghost, who indwclls in her
a8 elssnc¤ and lifc-principle." tD.. Ludwig Oq Fudan nub of canofic
DaSrq (Sr Louir: B. Henler Book Corpany, 1954), p. 2971 'I-¤t the orc
proposition sufficc: Christ ie the Head of the Church, the Holy chost
hcr 3oul." tleo XII , EDcyclicrl 'Divinu.0 i[ud"]

When will the Catholic Church falter? "Th¤ Churoh will
toE¤t ' said, Sl Augusting 'when hcr foundation tott¤rs. But how shall
Christ tottcr? ... as long as Christ does not tottsr, leither shall the
Chuloh tott¤r in clsmity." teuor.d itr rr,a, p. 29r.1 For tbe Catholic Church
is invincible 8nd indcstructiblc. She withstands all the e[ors and
assaults of th¤ tlevil.

Tbe Sol of God docs not need our feeblc ¤Iforts to savc His
Church. If He uses us to a$ist His oause, it is a great privilcge for us.
But Hc do¤s not rleed us. He do¤s not toed us and Hc cerrainly docs
not treld the novel invettions of men who x,ould impo6¤ very narural
and very fault5r solutions on essentially supornatural probl¤ms. If God
wants us to haye biEhops, then bishops we shall have. Nor will there be
any doubt that thcy are both Catholic and valid. We do not need to
entcr into an allianc¤ with dubious Catholics and dubious bishops. This
will mt solv¤ our problems or win God's favor. It will briog dorr Hi$
wrath upon thc rcmnant of faithful Catholics. The Catholic Church is,
as the frrst Vatican Council put it, "an uncoaquered stability.' She is
"built on a .ock". And she "will continuc to itand until thc end of
timc." For, as Leo XII, p\t iti t'The Church of Christ is one aad
everr&rttrg." leuored in /,nt, p. 296.] W¤ wait. And wc trust. Our Lord will
not abandon us. And Our Lady will not lcavc our side if we stand fast
and hold thc traditions. "Thercfore, brethrcn, stand fast; and hold fte
traditions which you havc lcarned, whcther by word, or by epistlc." (2
Thcssalonians 2: 14)

Due to the urgent nafilre of the pre.se BULLEuN the thitd Wt on
Pstriotts qnd A efica v.ill appear in the November issue. Ve
qpologize fot this butleel thst it is necessary.
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DECEIVING TIIE ELECT
by Father Clarence Kelly

This morning after Mass an elderly woman handed
me an envelope. It contained an article called The Flrst Stone.
It is eight pages long (small print) and cost 52 cents to mail.
It was sent free of charge, x'ithout being solicited, to this

5.-"lr,(tntan tdd lO hundreds, perhaps thousands, of people all over
the country.

The article was written by a traditional priest. He is
a former colleague of mine. I know him very well and have
many fond memories of our work together. He is a priest who
has done a trcmendous amount of good in the past. He is also
a talented and skillful writer. ln 1980 he wrote a fine article
for The Roman Cathollc on the schismatic Old Catholic sects.
In 1983 he wrote another excellent article warning people
about the danger from the so-called Thuc bisbops. The first
ArtiCIC iS CNtitlcd A WARNING ON THE OLD CATHOLICS:
FAI-SE BISHOPS, FAISE CHURCHES. The second he called
T\ro Bishops ln Every Garage.

ln his recent article, The Flrst Stone, he writes about
a schismatic sect that he wrote about in his 1980 article on the
Old Catholics. But there is a profound difference between the
two articles. In the 1980 article he warned people against any
association with a sect callcd lhe Trldentlne latln Rite
Church. In his 1991 article, The Flrst Stone, he is an advocate
of the sect and its vigorous defender.

For the 1980 article, he compiled a list of heretical
and schismatic sects. He entitled this list,'Some Schlsmatlc
Churthes', He named 137 schismatic and heretical churches.fl'd"fiS' 1261h rtame on his list, in the twelfth spot from the
bottom, is the 'Trldentine l,atln Rlte Church". This priest said
in 1980 tbat this group, also known as the Mount St. Michael
group, was a schismatic church.

Today, 11 years later, he is not only in communion
with this sect. He is relentless in his attack on anyone who
takes the position today that he took in 1980. Members of the
sect are welcome at his Masses. He publicly gives them Holy
Communion. He recently attended a neeting at their
headquarters. And on the feast of St. Gertrude the Great the
clergy of the sect were in the sanctuary of St. Gertrude the
Grcat Church which he serves.

lf five ycars ago someone told mc that the aulhor of
A WARNING ON TllE oLD cATllol,lcS: FAISE
BISHOPS, FALSE CIIURCHES would become the chief
apologist for one of the sects on his list of schismatic churches,
I would have said ihat such a thing was inconceivable. But, as
we have learned from history, inconceivability is not the samg
as impossibility.

It was inconceivable that King Saul should consult a

witch and end his days by committing suicide. For he was
chosen by God to be king and was gifted with prophecy. It was
inconceivable that David, who slew Goliath and who wrote the
Psalms, would become a frurderer and an adulterer. And
certainly, it was inconceivable that Solomon, who also wrote
books of sacred scripture, built the great temple to the glory
of God and who was the wisest of men, would end his days
building altars to pagan gods.

But the inconceivability of these things did not prevent
them fronl happening. For they are histo cal facts. Now if
Saul could consult a witch and commit suicjde, if David could
commit murder and adultery and if Solomon could build altars
to pagan gods, it is not impossible that the author o[ A
WARNING ON THE OLD CATIIOLICS: FAISE BISHOPS'
FAISE CHURCHES and of T\ro Blshops ln Every Garage
should become an advocate of a schismatic sect and of the so-
called Thuc bishops. And it pains me to have to admit that
Lhis is exactly what has happened.

At the end of his article on the schismatic sects, he
said: .Let us pray that faithful Catholics are not deceived by
these sects, and let us pray those in error may by the grace of
God be led back to the unity and truth which the one true
Church alone can give." This good advice from this good priest
we take to heart.

"The Flrst Stone"
The title of his article, "The Flrst Stone", is taken

from sacred scripture. One day the Scribes and Pharisees
brought a woman to Christ. "Master,' they said, 'this woman
has just now been caught in adultery. And in the Law Moses
commanded us to stone such persons. What, therefore, dost
thou say?'

The Scribes and Pharisees werE tryinglo trap Our
Lord. And so He answered: 'He that is without sin among
you, let him first cast a stone at ber." One by one they weot
away.' By these words Our Lord exposed the hypocrisy of the
Scribes and the Pharisees and He bestowed mercy on the
sinful woman. He did not establish the principle which says:
only the sinless may be judges. For if He had done this, there
nevcr could be judges for ecclesiastical or civil courts. On the
other hand, Our Lord certainly did not mean to imply that
public sinners need not worry about thcir sins because
everyone is a sinner.

The author of The Flrst Stone uses lhe words of Out
lnrd in a way different from the way Our hrd used them,
The author of the article uses Our l,ord's words, in effect, to
vindicate a schismatic sect, to attack its Catholic opponents
and justify his own association with it. What he is really saying
is this: you have no right to criticize me or the sect because
you're not so perfect yourself. Then he utters a litany of
misleading and unsubstantiated allegations. He expects that in



the face of his accusations, the opponents of the schismatic
sect will be silenced. He puts himself in the place of the
adulterous woman, points the finger at the accusers, and
expects to silence them so that he might return to his sinful
ways. This is an improper use of the Holy Scriptures. As
Father Heribert Jone said, in his handbook of Moral
Theologr: "lt is gravely sacrilegious to quote Scripture lor
sinful ends.. (page 104)

If the woman caught in adultery tried to vindicate
herself by destrofng the reputations o[ the witnesses, she
would not have our syrnpathy or the sympathy of Our t ord.
She would be like the Scribes and the Pharisees and would
add to her sins of impurity their sin of hypocrisy. The reason
the woman in the Gospel elicits sympathy is because she
acknowledges her sin. She is silent. She is defenseless. And so
Our Lord, the Great Defender of a sinful race goes to hcr
delense and saves her.

The author of The First Stone is another case. He
publicly gives Holy Communion to sect members. H¤ has
become the sect's most important apologist and he relentlessly
attacks those who disagree with his new position.

He is certainly a good priest in many ways. But, in my
judgment, he has become a danger to souls. He sseks to lead
others into communion with this sect. This is very bad. He
cannot expect to do this without opposition. lf we opposed the
ecumenism of th¤ new church, we must oppose this
ecumenism. I[ we opposed communion with left-wing
protestants, we must oppose communion with "conservative"
Schismatics. 11 is as simple as thal.

Now The First Stone was sent all over the country.
With it was scnt a one page 'newslelter" which contained an
advertisement for the article. It said: "lf you haven't already
received a copy, let us know, and we'll send you one free o[
charge.'I have a suspicion that there is more to this than
meets the eye. I have a suspicion that this campaign is a
harbinger of some coming event. Perhaps the people are being
prepared to accept the ministrations of a sect bishop? Maybe
that's what this is all about - desperation over the need for a
bishop.

No matter - as Pius X said: "the security of the
Catholic name is at stake'. And so it is neccssary, as he also
said, to "interrupt a silence which it would be criminal to
prolong'. (Pascendl Dominlcl Gregls)

To The Flrst Stone, Father William Jenkins has
written a reasonable, moderate and charitable response. It is
very priestly indecd. And it clarifies things quite well.
Therefore I am printing it in this issue of THE BULLETIN.

A REISONABLE AND CATHOLIC APPROACH
- To The Problem of Mount St. Michael -

by Father Wllllam Jenklns

Many traditional Catholics around ths United Stales
have rccently received a kind of.apolog/ for Mount St.
Michael (MSM) entitled; 'The First Stone.' Written by Father
Anlhony Cekada, the article maintains the position that MSM
is as truly Catholic as any other traditional Catholic group. In
presenting the case, the writer acknowledges certain facts
which all agree upon. But the article is faulty for two reasons:
(1) it leaves out other important facts which Catholic people

need to know, and (2) it fails to provide evidence to prove
some crucial points.

Commonly Admitted Facts
Fr. Cekada acknowledges the commonly admitted

facts that:
(1) The institution now known as Mount St. Michael
was founded in 1971 as the Tridentine Latin Rite
Church (TLRC) by Francis Schuckardt, who had been
ordained a priest and consecrated a bishop by Daniel
Brown, a Catholic layman who had left the Catholic
Church to be consecrated bishop by and for a
schismatic and heretical sect, the Old Catholic
Church.

(2) The story of the TLRC-MSM group was racked
with scandals, which led to the 1984 expulsion of
Francis Schuckardt by some of the MSM priests.

(3) Since 1985 the clergy who maintained control of
MSM have sought to shed their culllike public image
under Schuckardt, and have affiliated with men who
were consecrated iq the Thuc-line, briefly George
Musey and prese ntly Robert McKenna.

The Rest of the Story
Unfortunately, there is more to the story ... lt is not

possible to &nswer every detail, point-by-point, in this short
response. Nor is it necessary. A more complete treatment will
follow, Here I merely wish to correct some omissions and false
conclusions in Father Cekada's writing.

'The First Stone' attempts to convince you that the
priests of our own Society of St. Pius V are guilty of the same
kind of scandal as MSM. Father Cekada cites but one examplc
as proofi

"The Society ofSt. Pius X, to which all the St. Pius V
Fathers once belonged, allowed two Old Catholic
bishops - chicken farmers from Arkansas, if you will
-- to function regularly as priests in the Society's
church at St. Marlrs, Kansas in the late 1970's.'

Father Cekada fails to tell his readers that all of our
priests (Father Kelly, Father Sanborn, Father Jenkins, Father
Dolan and Father Cekada himselQ protested vehemently to
Archbishop Lefebwe, and without delaS when Fr, Bolduc
brought two Old Catholic priests to St. Mary's in Kansas.

Father Bolduc insisted that they had abjured their
errors. We insisted that, according to the practice of the
Church, they had to return as laymen and could not lunction
as priests. That they insisted on being accepted as priests
proved to us the insincerity of their abjuration. For the Church
demands both reparation and restitution. Even if their orders
were valid (they were doubtful), the Church would not permit
them to function as priests upon thcir return. They could not
keep what they sacrilegiously stole. This is the practice and the
wisdom of the Church. Their insistence on being accepted as
priests would be like a man who stole a million dollars, went
to confession, demanded absolution but relused to make
restitution, insisting that he be able 1o keep what he stole.
Such a disposition is proof of insincerity and a lack of
contrition.



ln fairncss to the Archbishop it must be said that,
when he became aware of the situatbn, he ordered Father
Bolduc to send the Old Catholics away. They later surfaccd in
Florida, where they told people that they represented
Archbishop lrfebwe and the Society of St. Pius X. Again our
priests secured a public statement from the Archbishop
declaring that thc two Old Catholic clergymcn were not
associatcd with him in any manner whatsocvcr.

So you sec, the truth of the ma er is quite diffcrent
from the impression given by Fathcr Cekada. This example
also servcs to illustrate the present problcm. What Fathcr
Bolduc did and Fathcr Cckada condemncd, Father Cekada is
today doing. Today Father Cckada takes the position - another
reversal - that Fathcr Bolduc took with regard to thc Old
Catholics that he brought to St. Mary's. There is essentially no
differencc betwccn Fathcr Bolduc's position thcn and Father
Cekada's position now. For Fathcr Bolduc claimed that the
two Old Catholic priests had made a public abjuration of error
and a profession of faith.

The Abjuration of Danlel Brown
- Where is th¤ Evldcnc¤ -

Another crucial point of "Thc First Stone" involves thc
supposed abjuration of error and profession of faith which
Daniel Brown made before he consecrated Francis Schuckardt.
This abjuration is cited as the key issue to establish that
Francis Schuckardt's consecration was not schismatic, because
Daniel Brown's abjuration had made him a Roman Catholic
a8aln.

To quote Father Cckada: 'Brown repenled of his
schismaiic acls, rcnounced his ties with thc Old Catholics,
made a public abjuration, went to confession, and received
absolution from a traditional Catholic priest."

This statement is misleading for two reasons: first,
becausc Father Cekada fails to o[[er any evidcnce to
substantiate what he says; second, because it overlooks some
very important facts.

First of all, Father Cekada provides nothing to
establish when, wher¤ and to whom Brown abjured. lf there
is any living witness or written record of this event and what
took place, Father Cekada provides none. Due to the
tremendous weight of evidence backing up the facts in this
affair, and the seriousness of thc whole matter, it is amazing
to me that it could be handlcd in such a cavalier and off-
handed way. How does Fathcr Cekada know this abjuration
actually took place? What proof does hc have? If Brown
abjured, can he dcmonstrale cxactly whal Brown abJured?
These are crucial qucstions. They are crucial questions
because 3[p1 consecrating Schuckardt, Brown continucd to
havc Old Catholic pricsts say Mass in his chapcl. Thesc
questions are also crucial, because Schuckardt constitutcd
himself the head of thc Tridcntinc Lrtin Rite Church, a
church originally founded by Brown and Schuckardt which,
according to Brown, Schuckardt piratcd from him.

The Orlgin of the Nanre
It should perhaps be notcd that the name Tridcntine

Latin Rite Church, even according to Father Cekada, "is a
variant o[... one cooked up by Brown" (Thc First Stonc',
page 6) beforc his "abjuration' and while he was still an Old
Catholic, evcn in Father Cekada's estimation. ln othcr words,

Brown and Schuckardt took ihe name of a schismatic Old
Catholic church - The Tridentine Ritc Catholic Church -
varied it slightly, and gavc it to their new creation, the
Tridentine Latin Rite Church. And we are supposed to believe
that this new creation was just another 'tradilionalist
organization hcadquartercd in Spokane, Washington.' (St.
Gertrude The Great Newslctter, Scptcmber 1991)

llrown Says lle AbJured
It is true that Danicl Brown states that he made an

abjuration. ln a letter of Dccembcr 14, 1975, to Rev. Frank
Korba, Daniel Brown has this to say of himself: 'My own Holy
C)rders and Apostolic Succession come from the Church of
Utrecht in Holland, also called the Old Roman Catholic
Church. This Church was once a diocese (ot Utrecht) of the
Roman Catholic Church. Because of political reasons and
accusations of heresy, the diocese scparated from the Roman
Catholic Church. ... Before assuming leadership of several
parishes of Catholics who have left the Paul VI Church for
rcasons which I have outlined, I left the Old Roman Catholic
Church and made the Profession of Faith and the Abjuration
of Hcresy in the presence of some 40 witoesses.'

Musey Questlons the Abjuratlon
Yet, despite this claim by Brown, the bishop (George

Musey) who adopted MSM after the expulsion of Schuckardt
insisted that the group's priests make an abjuration o[ error
because he questioned whether Brown's abjuration had made
him Catholic again. The night betore he had the MSM priests
make their abjuration to him, Bishop Musey made this public
statemcnt:

"Bishop Francis lSchuckardtl, as to whether or not he
was schismatic? Well, Bishop Francis was
consecrated, ordained and consecrated by a bishop
who was a schismatic. He was an Old Catholic
bishop. The fact of the abjuration really does not
necessarily restore the man to the Catholic Church.
The simple fact of making an abjuralion is simply a
declaration that we have made a mistake. Now who
then, in authority in the Catholic Church, accepted
that abjuration and relieved the man of his censures,
and rcstored him?"

This question we are still asking today. Although "The
First Stone" offcrs no clue, one o[ the MSM priests provided
thc answer the very night that Bishop Musey made the
[orcgoing slatement.

Who Recelved llrown's AbJurnllon?
At the April 22, 1985, meeting Bishop Musey held

with ({X) members of the MSM community, Rcv, Mary
Bcncdict said: "I also pcrsonally kncw the priesi who was the
confessor of Bishop Brown, Fr. lqnalius Bran (sic). So the
question comcs up here: his confessor, a pricst - not a bishop,
a priest - had faculties from before, just like Bishop Musey
did. Could the censure of Bishop Brown which isn't normally
removed jusl by a public profession of Faith, could that have
becn removed through a confession - through absolution and
confession?"

This mention of the confessor's name is most



importanl. There was no Catholic priest named'lgnatius Bran'
in the United States at (hat time. The Fr. Iinatius Bran
referred to is the same Fr. Ignatius Beran, whJ in the mid-
1970's arrived for a visit at Archbishop Lefebwe,s seminary in
Econe, Switzerland. He was summarily sent away the next day
wien it came to light that he was a secret palmar cle Troyi
bishop with ties to the group in Necedah, Wisconsin which
adopted an Old Catholic bishop of its own. Is this the man
who received Daniel Brown back into the Catholic Church?

By the way, Father Cekada fails to tell you that Rev.
Vida Elmer speals of the group's "schismatic past" and Rev.
Robert McKenna says that Schuckardt was 'schismatically
ordained'.

The People Were Not ln lgnorance
And despite Father Cekada's claim that many MSM

followers did not know about the circumstances surrounding
Schuckardt's consecration, the night before making his
abjuration to Bishop Musey, the same Rev. Mary Benedict
addressed this public statement to the assembled 600 members
of the MSM communit),:

"When I first came to Our lad/s community, and
Bishop Schuckardt first became a bishop, I of course.
as well as all of vou. was told all of the circumstances.
We knew pf no other true bishop at that time - none,
So we understood, or we believed, that the Church
would supply the jurisdiction that the Old Roman
Catholic Bishop could not supply."

lncompetencn Papal Prttenslons, lmmoralily
- The Sptrlt of the Church? -

In my estimation, the most remarkable statement
Falher Cekada makes in the entire 8-page article is this:

'Most people, of coursc, have no idea of how a
Catholic bishop of the old school really conducted
himself. Since Schuckardfs followers had no standard
of comparison, it is manifestly unjust to reproach
them for mistaking his cult-like control for the spirit
of the Church.'

To appreciate the significance of that statement, and
what it is that Father Cekada actually expects us to bclieve,
one need only read the letter of Rev. Denis Chicoine, Francis
Schuckardt's vicar general until 1984 when he lcd the initiative
to expel Schuckardt.

Rev. Chicoine's public letter ofJune 21, 1984, was the
olficial erplanation of the grounds for which Schuckardt had
been dismissed. The letter listed: lncompetency (the effects of
his drug addiction prompting him to make and unmake holy
days of obligation, and celebrate Christmas on Ash
Wednesday); clalms lo the papacy (Schuckardt at times
dressed up as pope, approved being addressed as 'Your
Holiness" and accepted the title Pope Hadrian VII, ordered to
be displayed pictures of himself being mystically crowned as
pope); lmnorallty and scandal (Schuckardt sexually abused
young men of the MSM communily as part of his 'therap/).

What is important now is not so much tbat these sad
events happened, but that the priests in charge of MSM knew

about them and concealed them for 'several years.' But Father
Cekada would say 'it is manifestly unjust to reproach them foi
mistaking' these horrors for "the spirit of the Church.'

The Cover-up
In addition, former MSM members Cornelius and

Mary Strain charge in a letter to McKenna of September 12"
1986, that the MSM clergr actually squelched revelation of
Schuckardt's immorality:

'Father Clement Kubish served our community for
about 7 years. He was in his ?0's and he burned
himself out with zeal for souls. He lrl¤d to Gxpose
Blshop Francls as a homosexusl. Hc was dlsgraced
from the pulplt by our prlests, especially Fr. Denis in
a community-wide sermon.'

Hlerarchlcal Titles, Eplscopal Consecrallon
- None of lt ls Schlsm? -

On the question of schism, Father Cekada explains:

"You don't become a schismatig you see, by
belonging to a group that has skeletons in its closet,
used hierarchical titles for its officials, thought it was
the Church's only hope, approached former Old
Catholics for eoiscopal consecration, had a corrupt
leader, or was guilty of any one of the thousand-and-
one other stale accusations one may care to dredge
up from Mount St. Michael's past. None of it is
schism."

Fr. Cekada verses Pope St. Plus X
It is noteworthy that Father Cekada should mention

using "hierarchical titles' and approaching 'former Old
Catholics for episcopal consecration' as examples of what is
NOT schism. This is especially interesting since Pope Pius X
explicitly cited prtclsely these hro reasons for declaring
Arnold Harris Mathew (Brown's forerunner) an
excommunicated schismatic. Saint Pius X's decree refers to
Mathew as "having attempted on various occasions to be
elevated to the episcopal dignity by non-Catholics" and
presuming "to arrogate unto himself the title ofAnglo-Catholic
Archbishop of London.' The decrec includes not only Mathew
and two other priests, but says that for the reasons given:

'... all others who lent aid, counsel or consent to this
nefarious crime, by the authority of Almighty God,
We hereby excommunicate, anathematize, and
solemnly declare to be separated from the
communion of the Church and to be held for
schismatics.'

Fr. Cekada yerses ih¤ Codc of Canon law
Pius X uses the expression, "to be separated from the

communion of the Church'. Father Cekada says that we have
brought about 'the fabrication of a non-existent crime ('in
communion with)". (The Flrst Stone, page 2) In other words
in Father Cekada's notion of the Catholic Church there is no
such thing as lhe mime of being "in communion with' heretics
or schismatics. No wonder there's a problem.

Canon 1258 of the Code of Canon l,aw decrees that



'it is unlawful for the faithful to assist in any active manner, or
to take part in the sacred services of non-Catholics.'
(Woywood and Smith, A PRACTICAL COMMENTARY ON
TllE CODE OF CANON l,Al"Y, vol. 2, page 7l) And Canon
2315 says that, 'A person who of his own accord and
knowingly helps in any manner to propagate heresy, or who
communicates in sacred rites (in divinis) with heretics in
violation o[ (he prohibition of Canon 1258, incurs suspicion of
heresy." (lbld. vol. 2, page 591.)

Fr. Cekada vers¤s Sa. Thomas Aqulnas
St. Thomas Aquinas says that the prohibition against

communication in shcred things applies not only to heretics,
schismatics and excommunicites but also to sinful pricsts as
well. He says:

"heretical, schismatical, excommunicate, or even sin[ul
priests, although they have the power lo consecrate
the Eucharist, yet they do not make a proper use of
it; on the contrary, they sin by using it. But whoever
communicates with another who is in sin, beconres a
sharer in his sin. Hence we read in John's Second
Canonical Epistle ([versel 11) that H¤ that saith unto
hlm, God speed you, communlcateth wllh hls wlcked
works. Consequently, it is not lawful 10 receive
Communion from them, or to assist at their Mass.'
(Summa Theologlca, Part lll, Q. 82, Art.g)

Mathew & Brovm, and The Code o[ Ctrnon Law
How serious is what Mathew did in 1910 and what

Brown did in 1969? Canon 2314, paragraph 1 of thc Church's
law declarcs:'All apostates from thc Christian faith and all
and every heretic or schismatic incur the following penalties:

(1) lpso facto excommunication; ... (3) if they have
joined a non-Catholic sect or have publicly adhered to
it, they incur inlamy lpso tacto, and, if they are clerics
and the admonition to repent has bcen fruitless, they
shall bc degradcd.'

Canon 731, paragaph 2 prescribes:

'lt is forbidden to administer the Sacraments of the
Church to hcrctics or schismatics, even though lhey
err ln good falth and ask for them, unless they have
first renounced their errors and been reconciled with
the Church.'

The Hldden Agenda
The real question is: Why would traditional Catholic

people so readily justify the schismatic consecration of Daniel
Brown and dismiss the scandalous origins of the TLRC-MSM
institution? The answer is: Because they are desperate. They
need traditional Catholic bishops and they see no hope except
in the Thucline and schismatics like the Old Catholics. So
they are willing to say: "So what if Archbishop Thuc
consecrated a protestant homosexual man to be the head of a
schismatic church in France? After all, Archbishop l,efebwe
accepted priests ordained in the modern way? lt's the same
thing, isn't it?" (But it is not the same thing.)

And they are also willing to say: 'So Schuckardt was

made a bishop by an ex-Catholic who got himself consecrated
a bishop lor an heretical Old Catholic scct, and then they
started something called the Tridentine Latin Rite Church; it's
only a matter of suspension. Besides, the man rbJurcd -- at
least, they say he abjurid. We don't know when, where, how
or what he abjured, and we have not seen the evidence for it,
but we'll just prrsume it's really so." And anyone who requires
proof is a bad guy.

The Stakes Are Hlgh
But do the traditional Catholic people understand the

consequences of what they are asked to accept? lf you accept
that it was justified to go and receive episcopal consecration
from a schismatic in 1971, then why not in 191?

Some will say that the reason it is not justified today
is because we now have the Thuc bishops. But what about
those who do not accept the Thuc bishops, as Brown and
Schuckardt would not accept Archbishop l,efebvre in 1971? Is
it justifiable for them to get consecrated by a Russian
Orthodbx? By d bishop of the Syrian Antiochene Western
Rite Orthodox Catholic Church of Gary, Indiana? Or simply,
as Brown did, by an Old Roman Catholic?

And if today a priest went to an OId Catholic bishop,
got consecrated and returned as'His Excellency, the Most
Reverend", would the people, who now - without requiring
hard proof - pronounce Brown's and Schuckardt's doings of
the 1970's to be clean and Catholic, accept such a one as a
duly consecrated Catholic bishop? Heaven forbid!

CONCLUSION
I[ the Mount St. Michael clergy are sincere, let lhem

acknowledge that the array of grave scandals attending their
past history remains a stumbling block for many reasonable
and sincere Calholics. L¤t them face the fact that the burden
of proof is upon them to substantiate their claims to be
Catholic because of the mountain of facts standing against
them. Let them not reve to their former "cult-like' (Father
Cekada's expression) way of attacking those who question and
doubt them as 'being just like Schuckardt.'

It is not unreasonable to require proof to substantiate
the truth of what is said. All we want is that things be set right
- for our own consciences, and those ofthe Mount St. Michael
adherents as well. Until that evidence is forthcoming until
reparation is made, we have no reasonable choice but to
follow the safer course.

A FINAL NOTE
by Father Clartnce Kelly

I believe that Father Jenkins has succeeded in what he
set out to do. He has responded to the accusations. He has
clarified many important questions. He has refuted the
fundamental errors of The Flrst Stone. He has done this with
reason and charity, Yet that is not the whole story because the
presentation of the truth and the refutation of error do not
necessarily prevent the scandal of at least some of the faithful.



Manywill be discouraged by the controversy and the confusion
it engenders. Some will be tempted to throw in the towel, to
give up, to quit. This must not happen. We must be ever
mindful of the fact that these are not ordinary times. These
are lhe most extraordinary times in the history of the Church.
This is without question the darkest hour of the Church. The
shepherd has been struck and the sheep are scattered.

With all of our troubles we thank God that we have
the Faith and the grace to continue. We must not grow weary
in this struggle or forget that we are in a war zone. It is not a
time of peace. It is a time o[ war and conllict. If you
understand that, you will not be surprised that conflicts take
place and casualties and even fatalities are suffered.

With St. Athanasius we must be prepared to stand
against the whole world if necessary, And with St. Paul we
must overcome evil by good and not allow good to be
overcome by evil. Do not be surprised that the dovil never
sleeps; that he devotes his time and energy to the remnant of
faithful Catholics. Do not be astounded that having failcd 1o
lead the remnant of laithful Catholics out of the Church by the
Modernist road, he now seeks to lead us out by the road of
unorthodox entanglements and doubtful bishops.

At the Last Suppcr Our Lord spoke these frightening
words to Peter: "Simon, Simon, behold Satan hath dcsired to
have you, that he may sift you as wheat ,..." (L*e 22:31)
Satan desires to have traditional Catholic priests that he may
sift them as wheat and use them if possible to accomplish his
goals. That he might succeed in deceiving some good priests
is not impossible. That is why your prayers and sacriliccs for
priests are so necessary. As Our Lord said to Peter: 'But I
have prayed for thee, that thy faith fail not: and thou, being
once converted, confirm thy brethren." (verse 32)

Are These the l,atter DaYs?
Maybe it is, as St. Pius X said in the first Encyclical

of his pontificate, that we are living in the latter days. Maybe
this is the great falling away that has come upon the Church
since Vatican Il. It is certainly of sufficient magnitude.

St. Paul wrote about these things in his Second Epistlo
to the Thessalonians. ln chapter two he says that there must
"come a revolt first' (verse 3). This revolt is the Great
Apostasy. Then will come "the man of sin ... the son of
perdition". (verse 3) This is the Antichrist. He will be "lifted
up above all that is called God'. (verse 4) But before these
things come to pass, before the Great Apostasy can take place,
something else, he tells us, must happen. lt is that the one
who restrains the devil must be removed from the scene. Only
then can Satan have his way - for a time - and cause the
talling away of so many that it is worthy of the name, the
Great Apostasy. According to some, the restrainer is St.
Michael the Archangel. Others think the restrainer is the Holy
Ghost. St. Augustine was not sure who he is.

St. Paul says: "... now you know what withholdeth ..."
(verse 6) The Thessalonians apparently knew exactly who the
restrainer was. Then he says: "... he who now holdeth, do
hold, until he be taken out of the way.' (verse 7) 'And then
that wicked one [the Antichristl shall be revealed ..."(verse 8)
He shall lead many astray " ... in the seduction of iniquity ..'
because they received not the love of the truth, that they might
be saved.' (verse 10)

In verse three St' Paul said:'l,et no man deceive you

by any means;..."
If these are the end times; i[ we are in danger of

being deceived; if the devil would do by unorthodox
entanglements what he could not do by Modernism; what are
we to do? How are we to know who is right and who is
wrong? Who do we follow? One priest says thls and another
says that. When it came to the choice between the new church
and the traditional Faith and Mass, it was perhaps easier for
many. When it comes to a disagreement between traditional
priests, all of whom might be worthy of a certain credibility,
how does one decide who is right and who is wrong?

Our Guiding Prlnciple ln Troubled Times
St. Paul gives the answer: *Therefore, brethren, stand

fast; and hold the traditions which you have learned, whether
by word, or by our epistle.' (2 Thessalonians 2: 14) "Hold the
traditions-. Do what the Church did in the past. Believe what
the Church believed in the past and reject and condemn what
the Church rejected and condemned in the past.

St. Pius X - A GlIt from God for Troubled Tlmes
God has been merciful and good to us' He raised up

St. Pius X to give us his Encyclical on the errors of the
Modernists. We need only go to that Encyclical to know and
to understand why the new religion is a false religion and how
to overcome the clever arguments of the Modernists. Well,
God also raised up St. Pius X to guide us in this Present crisis.
For St. Pius X spoke and made clear exactly what the Church
thinks of going to schismatics to receive Holy Orders. And the
amazing thing is that God artanged it that St. Pius X should
decide the case of Arnold Harris Mathew - the very man to
whom Brown and Schuckardt trace their orders.

What more do we need? How much more clear can
it be? We have a decree of St. Pius X to guide us in this
controversy! Are we not to profess what the Church prolessed
and condemn what the Church condemned? ls it not a
spectacle to see priests in one breath proclaim their loyalty to
Tradition and in the next breath set aside the decree o[ St.
Pius X as irrelevant and outdated?

Yet that is precisely what certain traditional priests
are attempting to do. They say the decree of St. Pius X
doesn't apply in our day; that it is more strict that the 1917
Code of Canon Law; that it is outdated; that papal
condemnations and excommunications, issued before the code,
have lost their force as precedents for us in these troubled
times. This is incredible. What would th¤y say to the
Modernists who today say the same thing about St. Pius X's
Encyclical on Modernism and the Church's excommunication
of Martin Luther?

Being Blunt
Forgive my frankness. But t will tell you straight out:

tf you accept such arguments from traditional priests then you
are no different than those Catholics who accept the
arguments of Modernist priests. ln fact you are worse. For you
should know better.

It is beyond belief that traditional priests, who have
done so much good in the past, should now be in opposition
to St. Pius X on the question of receiving orders from
schismatics. In his Encyclical on Modernism, St' Pius X
condemned those who would set aside 'ecclesiastical
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traditions" and "invent novelties of some kind ... and endeavor
by malice or craft to overthrow any one of the lcgitimate
traditions of the Catholic Church.'

But isn't that what these traditional priesls arc doing?
Are they not setting aside the decree of St. Pius X? Are they
not inventing novelties? Is it not 'one of lhe legitimate
traditions of the Catholic Church" that Catholic priests may
not seek episcopal consecration from schismatics or rclegate
to themselves hierarchical titles? lt certainly is.

Quite frankly the argument made by traditional
priests, who seek to nullify the precedent seiting force of St.
Pius X's condemnation of those who seek episcopal
consccration from schismatics or assume hierarchical titlcs,
sounds a lot like the Modernist seminary professors who never
tire of saying that what was done in the past is not relevant to
our situation in the prescnt.

Fathcr Arnold Harris Mathew did what Daniel Q.
Brown and Francis Schuckardt did. He approached an Old
Catholic for episcopal consecration. And St- Pius X decreed:

"Arnold Harris Mathcw ... and all othcrs who lent aid,
counsel or consent to this nefarious crime, by the
authority ot Almighty God, we hereby
excommunicate, anathematlze, and solemnly
command and declare to be separated lrom the
communion of the Church and to be held for
schismatics. and to be avoided bv all Catholics ...."

We need no more than this to settle the issue. St. Pius X has
spoken. The cause is finished. The case is closed.

A Clear Cholce
The choice is clear. lt is not between this priest and

that. lt is not between this group and that group. It is between
Falher Cekada and those who hold his position on the one
hand and St. Pius X and the Catholic Church on the other.
One could even say it is between the Father Cekada of 1980
who stood with St. Pius X and the Father Cekada of 1991 who
stands with a group he condemned as one of the many
'schismatic churches" in the world to be avoided by Catholics.

Another Flne Artlcle by Father Cekada
Father Cckada wrote another excellent article about

another sect-like group. It appeared in the Dccember, 1981
issue of The Roman Cathollc. lt was later published as a 57
page booklet. lt was called Llght On The OSJ.

At the end of the article he makes some interesting
observations and gives sound pastoral advice 1o his readcrs
which applics quite well to thc qucstion o[ association wilh the
Mount St. Michael group. [Ie wroie:

'l AM NOW OBLIGED to answer the question
which occasioned this essay: 'should traditional
Catholics assist at Masses offered by pricsts of the
C)SJ or associate thcmsclvcs with the organization?'

As a traditional Catholic priest, my answer is an
unqualified 'No.'

"Why? lt is ecumenical, and to join an ecumcnical
organization is, in ihe words of Pius Xl, tantamount
to abandoning the religion revealed by God. For a
Catholic, I believe it would be akin to joining ihe
World Council of Churches, if it were possible for an
individual - a grave sin, an affront to the true Catholic
Faith and at least proximate to heresy.

"Furthermore, it scems that the facts are so clear that
any Catholic, once having been exposed to them, can
no longer claim invincible ignorarlce. To refuse to
face the facts would constitute crass ignorance - an
ignorance which moral theologians tell us is sintul. If
you're a Roman Catholic and want to save your soul,
stay out of the OSJ." (Llght on the OSJ, published in
The Roman Cathollc December 1981)

Father Cekada Was Right!
Father Cekada was correct in his assessment and his

advice. And, in the light of the action taken by St. Pius X, it
is even more cl¤ar how we ar¤ to regard the Mount St.
Michael group and its lounders who trace their orders back to
the very man excommunicated and declared a schismatic to be
avoided, by St. Pius X.

The Father Cekada of a Few Years Ago
I would like to speak lor Father Cekada, not the

Father Cekada of 191. He is speaking for himself. I
rcmember the Father Cekada of 1980 and'81 and'83. For him
I will speak. For the Father Cekada who wrote A WARNING
ON THE OLD CATHOLICS: FAIfE BISHOPS, FAT SE
CHURCIIES, for the Father Cekada who wrote, Tiro Bishops
ln Every Garage and for ihe Father Cekada who wrote Llght
On Tlre OSJ, I will speak. In his spirit I say now as he said in
the past:

Do not reluse to face the facts. They are plain. They
are simple. They are clear. The facts are so clear that any
Catholic, once having been exposed to them, can no longer
claim invincible ignorance. To refuse to face the facts would
constitute crass ignorance - an ignorance which moral
theologians tell us is sinful, If you're a Roman Catholic and
want to save your soul, stay away from the Mount St. Michael
sect and stay away from those priests who are in communion
with the sect. For as St. Thomas says:

"Bul x)hoever conntwicotcs wilh onollw wlto is in sitt,
becontes o sharer in his sitt. Hatce we read in lolttt's
Second Canonical Epistle ([tene] 11) tlnt He lhol
saith tutlo hit4 God speed ya cotrnuniccleth with
his *icked wt*s. Consequently, it is not lawlul lo
receive Connmniott frorrt thetn, or lo assist ol llrcir
Mass." (Summa Theokrgica, Part lll, Question 82,
Article 9.)
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