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INTRODUCTION
On November 30, 1993 Fr. Daniel Dolan joined the

rurks of the Thuc bishops. He is now one of hundreds of
doubtfirl bishops whose ordem are iraced to 0l¤ late fuchbishop
Ngo-dinh-Thuc of Souft Vietnam. Fr. Dolan is also aligned with
lhe Mortrlt St. Michael sect of Spokane, Washinglon and is pan
ofa coatition of clergy organized by "Bishop" Mark Pivanmar,
the sect's bishop.

There are many serious problems wifi Archbishop Thuc
and the Thuc conseciations. There is the problem of the mental
state of Thuc. There is dle problem of the scandal rssociabd
with his nane. There is the problem of the many serious
inegularities connected with the Thuc consecrations. And there
is the problun of insuffrcient evidence to meet thc Chuch's
standerds of proof to establish the fact of such clandestine
consecrations.

We have dealt with each of thes¤ problems in th¤ past
to some degree. We arc going to deal with the first two in
greater rlepth bccause they need firdter heatnent and they are
on the minds of both the defenders and the opponents of the
Thuc consecrations. Was Archbishop Thuc in his right rnind?
Was Archbishop Thuc a scandalous bishop to be avoided by
those who oppose the scandals of the New Church?

This is not a mere theorctical debatc. It is not about
insignificant things. The very soul ofthe haditiohalist mov¤ment,
if we may usc such an eipression, in the United Stat6 is at
stake. Traditional priests are promoting today what they
condemned in no unc¤rain terms in the past They warrt us to
r¤ve$¤ course. Some wana us to accept the Schuckardt sect.
Others want us to open our anns and sanctuaries to the Thuc

bishops.
The acceptance of the Mount St. Michael sect and the

Thuc bishops represenb a radical and momentous brEak widr $e
past. What is at stake here is commurion with a "schismatic
church" as Fr. Cekada called th¤ Mount St. Michael goup in
1980, and doubtful bishops, priests and sacmments and an
endless series of sacrileges. Thefe rre not smrll thlngr,

Since so rnuch is at stake; since the Thuc bishops will
contitrue to prolifeEt¤; and since many good and decent people
are being led ashay, lhe tuth must be told. And the ruth is rhis:
drere are scrious doubts about the mental conpctence of
Archbishop Thuc whereas therc is no doubt thai he did not help
to "preservc the Catlrolic Fai6' in lhe wake ofVatican ll. These
things we will pove beyond any rcasonable doubt.

Wc will fnst deal widr the question of $e mental state
ofArchbishop Thuc. Then wc will deal with the myth, put forth
by the defenders of6c Thuc consecrations, that Thuc helped to
"preservc the Catholic Faith fiom the neady universal
conuption" in tre wake of Vatican II. We will show ihat he had
stong Modemist tendencies; 0rat he bet'ayed his episcopal olfice
and the Catholic priesthood; and that if he did drese tlrings in
full possession of his faculties, as his defenders maintain, dren
he was in tuih a criminal and must be numbered among $e
worst of the Nolrs Ordo bishops.

THE MENTAL STATE OF ARCHBISHOP THUC: Prrt I

The Mena.l St.t6 Of The Mlnkier Of A Srcrrment And
The Quertlon Of Vrlldity

The qucstion ofthe menirl state ofArchbishop Thuc is



of grcar sigdfcuce. It b of grea signiftoce becaue thc
mental st E of a concccrating biSop fu dirccfiy rcled to tb
questio of lhe valirtity of 6e ¤piscopal conseoratios he
e¤rfuns. If there ue scrious &ttb8 about his being i! fuIl
ommd of reasoo then thcrc would bc scrions doubts abod lhc
validity of his Aisc{pal coDsecrations. This is lhc teaching of
Calholic Thcologiaos. In his dognaric rcetment of fto
sacr@¤nts M$gr, Pohh says:

Thc combinefiol of mrr!' and form iqo a
saor@cotal sign (conftctio), ed its 4plicatid to thc
indiviftd r¤cipi.nt (8fuiri{ratio), - two frctors vhich' wilh
thc eole cxccption oflh¤ Holy Buc,hdst, invriably coincidt,
- Equirc r riuist t who htr lbc frll cmand of nagon.
Iloooe hmatias, clikhcn, od othccr who tavc not ttc firll us¤
ofrcaron ac incQablc oftdminbtarirg s Sacramcol"trt Rt.
R!v. rr4r. J*.!h FdL,lt D., DD., f,HB Sac.x.r},Eultr, A NGalnC
?nelf@,Ad.@d6dElLdtt^rlhth! .1(Stfrub:E.ti.t&rBo&
co., rg/raI vol L p. 152.1

Aocording to Msgr. Pohle, if a fiest d bishop did nd
bave 'the full uec of rason" he wodd be 'iocapablo of
adninjsEring a Saoran¤ot ' Thus ifThuo did not have "llre ftll
use of rcsson" when he did the coneecntions they would be
inrvalit Fr. Heribert Jone, the morzlist, sl6o n¤8F of certain

in tte mini*r of a sacram¤ot ftsa wosld rtnder
tc sacrament invalid" He says:

a.) If tb¤ mirilt tr of thc rc.ralr¤at laatod "ertttDrl
mtion ... lhc intcotio b admiDirta . Sa{(@cot is- irylicitfy rcvol&4 maldng thc adminiatatio invalid'
Errerrd attcntion is lacting if oao undccakcr m cx&mrl
eorim $ar is irco@atiblc wftb iDt mtl du ioD-' tRw-
X.ribdtJs! O.F.l}{. C4-lc.D-.,&td?f.obt ' $!rfu'lrry'E t
'&. ld.rrdd nii., 1952I p. ,12.1

b.) Tbo rdnbirtration of i Sr.rrmcnt ii irvdid if
orrc pcviously, bd¤o4 t d thc tcquisit! intrntiorl cAicl hc
and now no logcr cxistt ard &ris ¤rercha no iaflucnce on
bic actions, wca thoug! hG did not rcvokc it (intcntio
tratiturtig." IrDttt-,p. tr2t Hrbitud ht ntior is iDerfEaicd to

. vrlidly oofcr a ssc(ecst
' c.) "... thcrc i3 no oorrc(ration if t Ficst in lhc
' itelirium of r fwa pmrormrrcs ihc $ordr of corccratim ovci

brcsd and wine on tic t$l¤ .t his b.dsidc! llc ssnc hol& for
ey @¤ 8tlcdpting to cdfcct . Sacr@cnt xfrilc intoxicatr4
insac or .3loqr:: [rdd, p3lll

If we p* ogetho what Msgr. Pohle ud Fr. Joe havc
said *c see 6at the one \ ho sdmfuist¤rs a Sacrorrnt m$t bave
"the firll commmd of r¤asso. If he werc insre ar the time c
hrd nror the ltll use of rason" he wou[ be "inc4able of
adnhistefing b furonent." Hc must also have sufrci{:nt
iffiti@ H.bitral fficf,(intattto hdbt t 4rft) i8 nd sufEcfont
And he Eust havc adequo dttartbn. If he rmderloo& "o
extemal actim that is ino@otibb wie intcrnal attentim" ftc
sacr@¤ot world be invali4

Wc will now deal with ric spccific casc of Archbishop
Thuo io ilct¤tmine if therc are seritrus reasds to bcllrve lhat he
ilid not have 'tte firll use of rcason". ltc questltog.bout his
mentel oqctcocc 6 the hak ltcrcof arisc fiom 8 c@8id¤ration
of his be,havic. He aced c if he were not in ftll possessi@ of
his fac'ultice. He behaved as tboug! he had "not lhe. ftll uso of

rcos@". But to ftlly appreoia0e this it is ncc¤s8sy to ud¤rshttd
about who he was, wbat he acconptirhed md thc

position he held

Somc BrcLgro$.l
Arcbbishop Pierre Mutin NgodinFThuo war born on

Octob¤r 6, 1897. He uras ordaincd a piest in 1925. He was
omsecraled a bi$op in 193E. On Novenbcr 24, t 960 he beoue
the tu&bishop of Hue whioh bad bec'n lte inp¤rial oapitd of
Vicbe. In his 1983 &tiole m the Thuc bishops Fr' Cekada
gives us a short biography of Archbishop Thuc. Hc says:

"Ngedhh-Thr cnt ted thc rcminrrf', obtaincd doctoratcs in
canon lav, thcolos/ ed philosophy in Romc, afll w8s
ordsilcd to rho Ficthood on Dcccmbct 2O 192J. go trught
for a rihilc d lbo So|Ibonncr md rqunod to lirc in 197'
vrtcec hc taugbt in thc rejor *minry md in thc Collcgc of
Divhc Providcrca I{c was 4poinod APostolic vica st
vinh-lon& md on May d l93t r.ts coDr¤*.tcd a birhop md
rtsncd Tin r Bishop of ScaiDa At Virhlong; hc orsEnizcd
the dioccse. ar well as drryoting somc of hir time to ihc
Univclsity of Drl8l." tfrv. Adley ccf.d., 'Ibo Bi*ot In Evt v
C'&t',Sa' n no'o' Calr,.b,ldllry, 1983, p. 4.1

Fr. C.ekada also indicatcs lhat AtchbiSop Thuc was
soncthing of e ashde buginecman It ehould bc note4
howwcr, ftat claics art forbirUe4 acooding to C.;om 142' o
engage in business eilher pasmally or through otbers whelher
for fteir owl beneft or tbc bcncfit of oftcr* Fr. Celada quotes
Hifairc dn Berridg boc/f Bactgtoutd to Betroyal The bagedy
of Ytdnanlofu fietrnilaf.,

"Arc,hbishop Tbuc... rmvacd Aom bit
asmolntncnt et not b¤ing giYco rhc Saigoo dioocsc and
plugpd into busitrcss with gnsto, tuyins aprtncnt bous¤N'

storcq nibb¤r cttatca anl timbc concossimr. Whco Ttuc !¤t
bis c)'cg on.o ?iccc of r¤al G.rdc, oihcr biddcm prudcndy
droppcd od.., Soldicm, inrtod ofbuilding &fcnrcq *uc put
to work cuting wood for tmihcr Thuo to rcll. ArEy tsuckE

an(l hbor wclc roqdaiiionod to build tuildirgr for him- A
Saigm n Fcfisnt ots(rvcq 'Ar a trotha of Dico' his (Mgr.
NgpD rcqucsts for dourimr rcad h'ko tax noticcc." t rrt' p.

. 5.1

He edcd tte Second Vatioe Coulcil od ad&essd
lh¤ Council Fathers on SeptEmber 30, 1963. He spokc on the
subject of The Chuoh". The "Coucil Daytoolt' givcc o
ocoormt of what hc said whic'h reveals his Ubcml temdcncies:

"Archbirhop Ngo rtinh Thuc, bro[h6 of Victoe'r Prcsidat
Ngo dfuh Dico, coryhincd thrt &c rdcror doos trot pmvidr
m gLrqurtc pr¤r¤otadm of tho Cbrrch for non'Chiairnr'
Thc r¤ruL hc !.i4 is lhrt th¤ Chrrd wortll rmin fc non-
Chistiot u .bno.t Einldlidbl¤ o,rganism. IIc mdc a
rtmg rccmcndatim thrt bct& of n@4lristie rlligim!
bc itrvicd to lhc cdnoil rr obrcrvcrs.' t&rrdl Woat' vat@t
4.lnt ofl'rer(Wd- D.C-l{dodrlCdotlcwcffrrCs&.Lo., l9tt)'
p. til.l

On Noveinber 2, 1963 his brotherq Ngo dhh D¤tn,
hosidfsi of Solh Vietnm, ed Ngo dinh Nhq wqc
assassiost¤d in tbc overttrow of rbe Dicm govcfirm¤nt Fr.



Cc*ada wroe thc it f,,as 'obvirus how &Gply ec s8d tlm of
ev¤ot8 aff¤Cbd hirn n [C&dr, Two Birhry ln Evct' Cal8$' @. ct-
p. 5.1 Oo Dec¤rnber 2, 1953 the opening Mass at the Ooucil was
ofered for rte broihers of Arohbishop Thrr. It was ofrered by
him

After lhe Corncil, Fr. C.;eloda saye, Archbishop Thuc
"weted to rctra to his See, brt thc nsw Soulh Vbuamese
govedrm¤at refirscd hftn p¤rnission - apparently with the
apptovd of the varican." gDd. p, 5.1 Hc goes on:

nIIc wa.r givan thc homnry ritlc of Titlar
Archbirhop of Botla Rcgir m Mroh 29, 195t, hr fot tbc
Dodt lGt wls t¤atcd rt o ¤utcut by ille Vatics. Acacss to
hir timbcr conccsrims ud rubbe plnttionr vrr cr* ofr rnd
bc bocamc m cxilc rc<hrood b D¤ar dcatitstion. Hc spcnt
romc tinc at th¤ Cisicrcirn Abbcy of Caerori ncr Rona
ad wcnurally Kt to \rort as rn l33istnt padc in 6c
enall villag of Arpim, itftr! hG s.id Ma!r' tcrd
confcsrime anl cngrgcd b ctt chcticsl wttrls' tlu4,p.6:!

The Pdn r lfl$co
Accoding to Fr. cckada, Archbishop Thuc had

doctorares in philooophy, lbeohgy od cmo law. He was a
genninary professor. He was fiom an impormt @d powlrfiIl
e'"ily. He was a Cdolic Archbishop. He was a men of
c@sid¤rable hte[igenoe ad signifcad achievemcob. Blt in
1975 he bcgim to aot in a way th* u,as not cmpeible witl who
md whd he was. For it was ow"cds the end of 1975 and the
beqimhg of 1976 thrt Archbishop Thrrc bcgp to do the ftings
xrhioh ha\re oarsed impatid obscrvcrs to wond¤r abour his
meatal ooryctcnce. It s,as lt¤tr rhd he wc,nt b Pahtr de Tmya
in Spsin ed caned whgt Fr. Celoda celbd lbe ?aha Fissco".
Fr. Celedr wrote:

'shqtly bcfoll Chirin'', 1975, e pricrt 4pcartd
rltrmoirlccd h Arpino. Mgr- Ngo r¤couti his xtord!:

Your Exccllcncy lthc Ficst srid], lhc Boly Vitgir
s(nt mc to bdry l.ou lo Spsin rt orcc io rdrr ha
a *rvica My or await llqr i lh¤ iloor of thc
Eciory, .nd !G thdl dcprt rt @co lo bo tlfc for
Chrfu@!.' fhtbqfsltod by thir invitrtion, I r.id
to him: If it ir . s.oicc rcquccd by tbc Blcrscd
\Ingin, fm rc.ily to follos ,m to fr¤ codr of lhc
oadlL.'

Tho ttrcaday jorrncy by ae took Mgr. Ngo to Pdtnr &
Tmyr, a SFni& vilhg 25 uila aod of Ssv k In 1968,
lele. of qpciti@r lh.re bcgn to ciro ate. Amg tbc cdy
cnlhutisstr wrr e yo|rng nu nood Clmtc Dodgucz
Gomoz wto orgniud dcvotioru 8d sct q a drirs ir thc
liale tosn. Som hc dcatsd tha hc had roccivcd thc *igmata
- Dot ftm Go4 but ft@ Puho Pio. Ho bcgrn ryrcading iho
bc*agcc' hc rcc¤ivd 6un tbc apcitims wbicb wcac
conhg rt lf,o ratc oftwo d lhr¤a r vld(. Bclicvcer roooivcd
ccletisl ti lciim on svsythhg ftm thc condition ofPalt VI
(a ?riroocr of tbc Veticc' vrho had bcen hcpbccd by a
doublc) to th color of sod(3 Ndhcrctrtt crcrc b rrco. Mr.
Dooiagucz crrcn rcccivcd csrgcs rr to ltcn to cd ofr hir
lcdd.

'whco Mgr. Ngo ocrd b }drr, Mr.
Dooiagrrlz rCrcd ttc prdelc b ordain hiorclf rod rcvart
oibGr lrymco b tho pricdhoo4 rod lhco b corccrus him

lodt fcw othrfr birhops. If Mgr. Ngo had any doubq 6¤f
wlrc dirgcllcd aftcr Domingucz gavc him tho ncws tlal Prul
vI h8d 4Dcrcd to him by mcrnr of tilocaion' to givc bis
@{ovrl b dls projcct" l/otd.., p. 6.1

' Tbe sequence ofcvcnt is incredible if yor pesrme ltat
Anhbi$op Thuo nlas in corylctc possessbn ofhis frculties. A
Cdolio ArchbiSop md fcner seminry pofessm with tbree
doctucs leaves ltaly on a m@¤nt'g notice and makes a lhree
day jouncy to Spain. Wh¤n hc aives m rnrained lalman
r¤qu¤sb odindion for hinself and ders. And to allay any
doubts fut Arcbbishq Thuc migfu have this layman asores him
lbat 'Psul vI had appearcd to him by mcms of biloc*ion' to
give hir appoval to lhe poject' And the Arobbishop on rhe
basir of such assrrance.s proceeds to b¤stow pricsdy ordination
ad Oiscopal cosccrdim. Arc.hbishop Thuc was quie
obvioudy not acting in a ncnsl wsy. nPurse for s mme|rt i
*ries Fr. cclsda:

'Panro for a nmcnt to cosidlr x&rt Mr.
Doningu.z wsE leyin& both tho Blocscd Vrgin ed ProM
(by biloc*io) wcrc tdling a Ceiholic birhop that ho dtoull
qdrin lrlncn to tbc pric$ood (vtocn bc hrd jult Bd, @d
c,ho hsd dmc no caclcoiaticd andi6) sd th¤o cmsooralc
tlrcm birhopr - dl in lkbr x.odo rinc, Wh.rc elorc clsc
wurld bavc bughcd ttc prqosal ofr as abnr4 Mgr' Ngo
showod a tuly colocsal lacL of comn lcns¤ aad a8rccd'
IM-|.5.1

Lift lo¤ds to bc added to Fr. Cetada's remar*s except
lo say that nrch "a tuly colosssl lack of cmmon s¤nse' i! a
m.r of Thuc's Ua*gouna e&oation @d pasioral exp¤rience
indicates that be eithcr loet his ftith or his seoses or both. His
snbsequent bchavior indioates tb¤ e@c &ing. For The Pahrar
Fiasco" was not a momen&y akalioll in tbe life of
A$bishop Thus. It was rdhcr lht begiming of a patem of
behavirr lhat cbuaotcrized tis life fm yeam before his &d.

And ro alibougb lhe defendgs of the Thuc
coos¤crdioos insist lhat Thuc was in firll possession of his
froulties lbc frcrs inrlicatc o6erwisc fc lhe obj¤ctive obs¤rver.
ltcrc uc, in point offaog seriors, positive md objcc-tive dotbts
about fte mental corycmce of Thrc. Theeefore theae se
scriora positive md objectivc doltbs aboll. 6e valility oflhe
Ttnc conrecoarirns. For as Msgr, Pdle eai4 those hho bave
not lte fitll use of reasm d¤ incpable of a'rmi"istering a
Srr@eoi,'

The Attltde Of ThG vrdc$ 'i:!-
Tte Thuc apologirt have made mmy rmfouaded claims

to slpport 6ch conleotion lbd we re obligcd o aco¤pt the
validity of ihc ThIc coutecrstions. They tell us lhat ftc vhole
world acccpfs fte vslidity of ltes¤ coDs¤cretion$ ltey even
bvol(c 6c awpotrt of 6e vstbm to bl$¤rlhsir cl8im. Blt the
tutb of the n frer is lhat lhe Vetitan did not pre$me 6e
valllity ofrhe Tbuc coosccrsti@s itr ils oficial dectces od this
is signifco for swcral reasons,

It b sigDifcet bccaus¤ it shows lbrt lhe dtf¤nd¤rs of
Ite Ttrc omsccedions makc rcc&less chins in deftnse of frcir
ca$c. Thus ftck swcqing mcm aod oondemtdios mrt
be takcn wi& a grain of sali It is sigtificmt bocaus¤ it shon's
ftd jrst b¤csuse a cercmm!' of epfucopal 'aoltsecraim took



plac¤ validity is not autonatically prcsumed r¤gardle.ss of the
circumsbnces orlhe p¤ople involved. And fina y it is significant
because whercas the Vatican did not acc¤pt 6e validity of the
Thuc consecratios it did acoept the validity of the ordiaations
and consecrations done by Archbishop Lefebvre. Archbishop
Lefebvre was a serious, sober and credible indiviilual.
Archbishop Thuc was not Thuc was a nan whose behavior
shongly suggests that he was not in full possession of his
facufties. It is no wonder that even the Vatican did not presume
validity but rather set the question aside.

The Vr$crn Sct Aslde The Qwsfion Of The Veldity Of
The Thuc Conrccndons

In response to the Pahnar consecrations the S.
Congregation For Ihe Doctrine Of The Faith issu¤d a d¤sree
dat¤d S¤ptemb¤r 17, 1976. The deccce said that Archbislrop Thuc
had "incurrei ipso facto the excommrmication rescrved
specialissimo modo a 6e Apostolic See". tDoo. of Thc s.
C@grcgario Fd Thc Docrinc Of Ttc Faid! L'OS&RvATORE ROMLNO,
VEEKLY EDmON N E 'crlsft, Scp.cDb.r 30, 1976.1 This is also the
docunent which sot aside the question of validity. And se$ing
aside that question it declred about those consesrated and
ordained that 'the Chursh does not r¤cognize their ordination
lor shall it do so, and she considers them, as regards all legal
efrects, ir lhe state which ¤ach one had beforehmd ...." Irbid.l
This refiisal to recognize the validity of the Thuc consecrations
was also referred to in the "Conmentary on the Decree,
'Conceming Unlawfrrl Ordinations"' lhat $as published lar¤r. It
said:

"ln numb¤r 3 of thc Docrmart [of thc S.
Congregatiot Fot The DocttrE OI Ihe Faiti of Scptcmbcr
U, 19761, without cntcring into thc problan ofthc validity of
tbe ordinetions oonf¤rr¤d at El Palm8r d¤ Troy. 8t the
bcginning of January and conscqucndy of dl thc cuaoessive
ordinations, it is stltcd formally that thc Church doca not
recognize and will not in thc funnc recognizc thcsc
ordinations as baving any value. Thcrcforc, thosc who arc
thus ordaincd arc considcrcd by the Church, as regsrds all
juridical etrects, in thc salrc canooical eondition in which
thcy found thonsclvcs prior ro thccc incgular ordinatioar, and
dl the abovc-mcotioncd coronical sonctions Irsain itr foro¤
until th¤y r¤p¤ot." fco@.dlsry Otr Tt D.qe. 'Cdlocaniog lrnlrwftt
OrdiDrti@8', L'OS\ERVATORE ROMINA WEEIIY EDWON N
ENGLISE, O('otu 7 , W6, p. l2.l

Shortly thereafter the National Catholic Reporter
published an article on the Palnar de Troya consecrations. It
said:

'In S¤pt¤mb¤r, the Vatical dcclar¤d that dro con3¤¤Teaions
and ordilations pcrfonncd by Thuo ar El Palmar rlc Troya
wcre null and void" Th¤ Vatican dcorcc mc{nt that $c men
involvcd arc gtill laymcn." tMstbraf Calpttc kprte4 |s E.
Arnour Bodcv.i4 kr8as Cit, Mo' 6,114l, Vol. t3, No. t, Dcc.nber 10,
lt6, p. l7.l

The Long Island Cathottc published a colum by Fr.
Daniel llanrilton which also dealt s/ith the Pahar consecrations.
Fr. llmilton wrote:

dircrsrion of thc validity of th¤ odinations, rhat thc Cbuch
docr not rccogdze and wi trot in thc futur¤ rccognizc thcsc
ordinrtions ss having any valuc. Thus, all thosc pcrsons
ordained ar priclts or bishops re,uain, for practical purposcs,
io th¤ same caronicsl Etrtus as they wcrc beforc, For the
ovcrwtclming majority, thb m¤alr thcy arc barcd as laity,
a! if thc ordfustio$ hrd ncvcr occunrd." [Rrv. Ihirl ltrnilt@,
'Qrdi@. .nd A6w!n", Ihc Long ltlattd Cattolrc, Ootobctr 1,a, 196, P.O.
Box 9000, Ro.&viL Cent'8, NY.l

That the Vatican regarded those ordained and
consecraed b bc in the same state they werr in before the
ordinations and consecrations is rcminiscent of a case that
occuned in 1959. In that year fte Holy Office decided a case
involving a priest by the oarne of Giovanni Taddei of the
Dioccse of Biella Fr. Taddei had goten himsef consecrated by
a schismatic bishop. He then in arm ordained some Catholics-
Th¤ Church, wilhout deciding lhe question ofvalidity, declared
that lhose he ordained were to be regarded as laymen with the
rigbt to marry. The decree said 'ihat these ordinations are not
recognized by the Church and conse4uently fte subjects are to
be considered as layrnen for all canonical effects, including the
right to contraot marriage.( [AAS 5l{84; Holy OfEca 8 trray, t959.1

Prrcticrl Consequcnces
What the Vatican said about the Pahar consecrations

it said abor* tie consecrations ofFr. Guerard des Lauriers, who
consecraiod Fr. McKenn4 ard Mois¤s Carnona, who
cons¤crated Ma* Pivarunas. The Vatican did not recognize the
validity ofthese consecrations. It did not assune they were valid
just because a ceremony ofepiscopal consecration took place. It
did not operate on the false principle, crcat¤d and promoted by
Thuc apologiss, which says lhat all episcopal consecrations must
be '&¤Nn¤d valid" regardless of the circumstances or people
involved and even in the absence ofqualified wihesses, assisbnt
priests ard suffrcient proof, The Vatican again set aside the
qr¤stion of validity saying rt't "it considers them [i.e., des
Lauriers ard Cannonal in the state which each one had
previously ..." [Do.rca of rhc Secd Co6gwdi@ Fa Thc Docrirc Of The
Faidq lLrd 12, 1983, L'OSSERVATORE ROMANO, WEETLY EDnON IN
ENcu$r, Aprit 18, 1983,1 This was also reported in the April 8,
1983 edition of lle New York Times.

Whst lhis means, in rhe practical order, is that in lhe
eyes ofthe Vatican, layrnen who were ordained aod consesrat¤d
by Thuc, or by a Thuc bishop, are still regarded as laymen.
Priests cons¤crated by Thuc, or a Thuc bishop, are regarded as
priests and not as bishops. The Vatican thus considers "Bishop"
Clemente Dominguez Gomez, a/k/a Pope Gr¤gory XVII, io be
a layman. The Vatican reganled the Thuc bishops Guerard des
Lauriers amd Moises Carmona as priests and not as bishops. It
thus rcgards "Bishop' Mart Pivarunas, who "consecrated" Fr.
Dolan, to be I\4r. Ma* Pivanmas, a lal4nan with fte right to
nary.

Tm ITftNTAL STAIT OF ARCIIBISIIOP TIIUC: Pert II
in the next BULLETIN.

We arc in lhe pmcess of condensing our mailitrg list If you
would like to continue receiving the B{JLLETIN please let us
lnow."Futhcrmorc, thc Holy Scc dcclard putting aside ary



THE MENTAL STATE OF ARCHBISHOP THUC: PaTt II
Copyriglt O l99l by Fr. Clarcn c Kclly

Inimduclion To Palt ll
l.ast mooth wo dealt with thc rclationship between the

mental state of the minister of a sacrament and its validity. We
also looked at the background of Abp. Ngo-dinh-Thuc. We
considered the fiasco of Palmar de Troya. And we saw, contrary
to the claims of the defenders of Abp. Thuc, that the Vatican
decree did not say that the Thuc consecrations were valid. Rathcr
the Vatican set aside the question of validity and declared, of
those ordained ard consecrated, thai 'the Church does Itot
recognize their ordination nor shall it do so, and she considers
lhem, as regards all legal effects. in the state each one had
beforehand'. lDccr¤e puhlishcd in LOSSERT/,4TORE ROMANO, tveekty
E,ltrtoa In Englisit, Seplembcr 30, t9?6.1

This month we will consider the events in ihe life of
Abp. Thuc from lhe Palmar de 'froya fiasco in 1975 to his death
in 1984. We will see that from these events a pattern emerges. lt
is a pattern of abnormal behavior.

'Ihe Event! na Pslmrr de Trayf,
Palmar de Troya is a village in Spain. It is located about

25 miles south of Seville. On the night of December 31, l9?5,
Abp. Thuc ordained five unqualificd laymen. On January I l, l9?6
he consecrated two of the five. and three olhers. He did these
things at the request of a mgn named Clemente Dominguez
Gome4 the so-eelled saer of Palmar de'lroya. According io Fr.
Cekad4 Dominguez claimed that 'he had received the stigmata -
not from Cod, but from Padre Pio.'And "He began spreading the
'messages' he received from the apparitions which were coming at
ihe rate of two or three a week. Believers received celestial
bulletins on everything from the condiiion of Paul Vl (a 'Prisoner
of the Vatican' who had been 'replaced by a double') to the color
of socks adherents were to wear. Mr. Dominguez even received
messages as to when lo cut oII his beard.' 1Rev. Anrhony Ccftade,
'Two Bishops In Ev.ry Cr'r,$e," Th. Rond Cdhotic. tdnoary, l9gt, p. 6.1

Fr. Cekada said that Mr. Dominguez had assured Abp.
Thuc that Paul Vl and the Blessed Virgin Mary approved of the
otdinations and consecralions: n . Mr. Donringuez was saying:
both the Blessed Virgin and Paul Vf (by'bilocation,) werc telling
a Catholic biehop that he should ordain laynen to the l.iesthood
(whom he had just met, and who had done no ecclesiastical
studies) and lhen consecrate them bishops - all in lhree weeks
time." Abp Thuc'sgreed." l/brll

Two weeks after the consecrations by Thuc Mr.
Dominguiz consecrated three more bishops.

"'And this is only the beginning,' he boasted to a
reporter. 'W¤ are going ahead ordaining priests and
consecrating bishops to spread the work of Palmar
everywhere.' He was true to his word. There are now
hundreds of Palmar 'bishops' - Dominguez even
consecrated a l6-year old boy. Aller the d¤ath of Paul
VI (August 6, 1978), Dominguez (who had lost his eyes
in an auto accident on May 29, 1976) declared himself
Pope." tr6ld.l

According to a published parnphlet put out by the sect of
Palmar and entitled 'Palmar de Troya, Light of the World,' Abp.
Thuc defended the consecrations on January 13, 1976 with the
words:

n'We are returned to Apostolic times in that the first
Apostles went about preaching and ordaining without
referring to the first Pope, St. Peter.'" lQuoted in rrd.l

The stalement is curious because Abp.. Thuc did the
consecrations, in the first place, only after he received a.ssurances
from Dominguez that "Paul VI had appeared to him by means of
'bilocation'to give his approval to the project.' ll6dl Commenting
on the January l3th statement Fr. Cekada says, no doubt with
tongue in cheek, that "lt is possible he had forgotten about Paul
Vl's miraculous 'bilocation.'' Vbtd., p.7.1

Ercommunicrtion and Reconcillation
Eight months dfler the Palmar consecrations the Valican

dealsred that Abp. Thuc rvas excommunicated. This was by a
decree of the S. Congt"gdion For The Doclriie Of The Faith
dated September 17, 1976. This is the lame deCih ihat set aside
lhe question of the validity cif thi coiri¤cratioris. 'Subaequently a
Commentary On The Deci:i was prfilished in tlie English Edition
of L'O,\SERVA TORE ROMA NO. tt tells us of the repentance of
Abp. Thuc:

'"l he Prelale, [i e., Abp. Thuc] as soon as he
realized the gravity of the facts, deplored and repudiated
rvhat he had done, and sought to impede further abuses.



He then humbly placed himself at the disposition of
ccclcsiastical aulhority. For this purpose he hastcned to
request from thc Holy Father absolution of thc
excommunication hc had incurred and he wrotc to Hil
Erninence Cardinal Bucno y Monrcal, Atchbishop of
Scvillc, a lcttcr in which, rccognizing his own crror, hc
asted pardon for 'thc gravc acandal given to tho faithful
and for the imnensc harm causcd to thc Church by
placing in dangcr its unity'.' 1'Cornrncntary on thc Dccrcc,
'Concetning Unlawful Ordirutloru'' LOSSERZ A TOR E ROMA NO,
W.aLly I Lion In F.ngttt , Octobc. t, 1976,9. l2.l

A Comccndon ln Bettaecn
It is not mentioned in the decree - perhaps because it w's

nol k6own at thc time - but bctwecn the Palmar consecrations and
his rcconciliation with Paul VI, Abp. Thuc performcd anothcr
cpiscopal consecration. According to Fr. McKenna, himself a
Thuc bishop, it took place two months beforc ThuCs
rcconcilialion with Paul Vl. Tlrus it was thst on July 10, 1976
Abp. Thuc consecrated P.E.M. Comtc de L8bat d'Amoux. l'THUc.
LINE BISHOPS' C,{ t TOLICS FOREVER,P.O. Box 2t3, Moffoc, CT,l$uc No.
99, Aprtl, 1992, p. 6.1 Who was Comtc de Labat d'Amoux? He was,
according to Fr. Noel Barbara, just one of many apostates from
the Catholic Church who became'Ihuc bishops. 1rr Noel Bnbera,
lf ARNING, Conc.mir5 A S.ct lf htch h 'Md. In Ftutc." <A lctllr.t attilfil,
froh Fon.! ln Fidq ?5t Lenry Fcrry Rd. Sdnt Louls, Mo. 63125.1

Consccndng Thc heder Of A Non-C.rlholic Scct
The Palmar consecmtions occurred in January, 1976.

D'Arnoux was consecraled in July. Thc reconciliation with Paul
VI whcreby Abp. Thuc repcnted of ''the gravc scandal given lo
thc faithful and for lhc immense harm causcd to thc Church by
placing ih danger its unity'" was in Septernber, 1976. And yet
within a few months Thuc was at it again. This time he
consecrated a man named Jean Laboric who just happemd to bc
the founder and head of his own secl. According lo Fr. Barbara
he was also a known homosexual. This "consecration" took placc
on Fcbruary 8, 1977. [McKcnm, '-TI{UC-LINE BISHOPS,' oP. c,r.l
Laborie was consccrated at l¤ast threc times and, according to Fr.
Barbara" possibly as many as five times.

Fr. Cekada wrote about Laborie in his 1983 ariicle on lhe
Thuc bishops. He ssid that Abp. Thuc'rai3¤d to the cpiscopatc
(for thc'umptcenth time') Jean Laborie, leader ofa schismatic'Old
Ca$olic' sccl, the 'L8tin Church of Toulousc.' He also ordaincd
another'Old Cdholic' from Marseilles named Garcia, and a
cerlain cx-convict named Arbinet who wcnt on later to become a
Palmar 'bishop.'" Icckade,'T*o Bishops ln Ev.ry Cal.8e,'oy'. c,r., p.7.1

Kozik And Fcmrndcz
Multiple consecralions are not uncommon among Thuc

bishops. We have menlioned Laboric. Others who werc
consecrated more than once include Roger Kozik, Michel
Femandcz, Christian Datcsscn and Andrc Enos. Thc first lwo,
Kozik and Fcrnandcz, wcrc consccratcd in 1979, in Spain, by a
Thuc-Palmar bishop, And in l98l thcy wcrc consec.elcd again.
This timc by Abp. Thuc himself- One must ofcoursc wonder: Did
Thuc doubt thc validity of the consccrstions he pcrformed at
Palmar dc Troya?

Noi too long ago, Fr. Barbara publishcd 8 four pag¤ tracl
waming people sbout thc acct that was startcd by Kozik and
Femandcz. Hc wrot¤ of lhcse men; 'Rogcr Kozik and Michcl

Fernandez must bc considered to be what they rtill arc, that is,
aposlates from thc Catholio Church. On thi3 account thcy are
hcrctics and schismatics, and THOSE WHO RECEIVE THE
SACRAMENTS FROM THEM, OR WHO ASSIST AT THEIR
WORSIIIP SERVICES INCUR TIIE CENSURES PROVIDED
FOR COMMUNICATIO IN SACRIS CI]M ACATHOLICIS.'
lB.lt.tr, op. crr., p. t.l Ho wcnt on to say:

'To finish up with tbc lcadcn of lhis sect, here
iB some informalion which appeared in thc French press.
'Brought belorc ,he crlminal coutl ol lgen, Messn,
Koztk qrd Femordez werc choged wtth ,tketeerlng,
and then nleaed, Then they vere prosecuted ln lhe
coura of qpeals lor ftud, ad wei senlenced to eight
months in prison wlrh ,raole.' Ibcv lrc]! lheEfon
cowlcaed of fraud. Dr dng the heaing of March I, I 99 I ,
lhe prosecutor declqred: Apon ,eding thts dossien two
ttords imprcssed themselves upon me: decei, @td sect.'
A pollce lnvesltgdlon detemined in 1989 thqt ,he totdl
of the conlibutlons, whtch hd p6sed rhm gh theit
pdvde ccounts, ,erched SEVENTY-nyE MILLION
FMIVC,S, or 7,500,000,000 oA French lr@tls." Vbtd. p.

4.1 (A footnote says the sum was equal to 14 million
U.S. dollars.)

' In addition to their double episcopal Thuc
'consecrations' Kozik and Fcmandez were "ordained" io the
'pricsthood' lhrcc timca. They were first ordaincd by Jean
Laboric. Thon they wcrc ordained by Andre Enos, an Old
Catholic bishop, about whom we will hear morc presently. And
linally they werc ordained by a Palmar-Thuc bishop before their
fi rst episcopal consecralion.

Thc lca f,n or Do 'Nuns"
The New Yo* Times recently publishcd a rath¤r loog

and complemcntary article about Kozik "nuns" who are working
in New York City. Thc article appcared on F¤bruary 2, 1994. The
"nuns' are pictured 'working out.r They arc working out with
their male traincrs at thc fd Kwon Do Academy located at 828
Ninth Avc., Ncw York City. Onc ofthe'nuns,' barcfooted and in
full habil ir photographed literally up in thc air. Shc is secn
delivering a kick to thc chest of the gentlcman who is her lrainer.
Thc othcr 'nun' ls geen in i Te Kwon Do posc. She rppcars
rcady lo movc against hsr traincr.

MuluC rcomccnlion" SocleQr
Another cssc which illostrates the bizarre and

sacrilegious character oflhe rryhole Thuo fiasco is that ofChristian
Marie Date3scn.

Dalcsscn was an Old Catholic bishop. He was
consecratcd on September 10, l9El by Andrc Enos. Enos was an
apostate Catholic priest who lell the Church in 1950 8nd bccamc
a bishop of lhc sccl known as lhc OA Hol Colhollc Chutch
which was founded by Charles Brearlcy. Brcarlca, a marricd man,
was himsclf consecraled at le8st threc limes. His sect wa3 lhe
revival of the Old Catholtc Evagelicol Chutch. 'Brcatlcy ...
desircd to rcvive th6t body, but along ncw lines, as a'New Age
Ecumenical Institution.'Hc called it the Old Holy Catholic Church
(formcd 1955), snd took thc title of lgnatius Carolus, though
known mostly to followers as Fsthcr Charles.' [Scc cnrry:
.BnIARf^EY. CNARI.ES, OLD HOLY CATHOLIC CHURCH IN BRITATN,'



hdcFodcrlt birhoF: An ld.nadon l DirEctory, Editcd by cery L. W.rd, Bcnil
Pcn.oq Ahn B.in (Drt$lt Apo8c. Booti, 1990), p. 56-5t.1 'Brearley
establishcd a New Age Ecumenical lnstitutc as part of the work
of the church.' Vbtd.,9. tl.l It also seems that he madc 'Mrs.
Brcarlcy at least a deacon¤ss." Vbt.t., p. s6.l

The consecration of Dat¤ssen by Enos took pleco on
Scptember 10, 1981. On Scptembcr 25, 1982, Datcssen wa!
consecrated again by Abp. Thuc. Datessen then lurned around and
con3ccrat¤d EooS. [S.. cortic!: "DAIISSEN, CmlsTlAN MAnIE, UNION
DES PETmS EGLISES CATHOL|QUES.. a 'rX{6, AnDnE MAURTCE
ALET IDnE, OLD HOLY CATHOLIC CHURCH," Ibtd.,w.l07, 132.1 Enos
had madc Datessen an Old Catholic bishop. He then made Enos
a Thuc bishop. Fr. Robert McKenna included Datessen and Enos
in hig fist of Thuc bishops which he published in CATHOLICS
K'REY ER.

What we have presented here is not fhe whole story of
Abp. Thuc's sacrilegious activities against the Cstholic priesthood,
the Mass and the sacramenk. Fr. Barbara says that there were
many other non-Catholics or apostat¤s from the Church who
becamc Thuc bishops. Thqy include: "Claude Nanta, ... Pierre
Salle, ... Jean Oliveres de Mamistr4 Patrick Broucke de Tralles,
Philippe Miguet, Michel Main". lBrft.n, op. c ., p. r.l But whar we
havc presented is more than sufficicnt to dcmoostrate beyond a
reasonable doubt that there was something wrong with this
Archbishop and former seminary professor. His behavior was
decidedly abnormal.

OTUER MATTERS
Simuladng A Srcnmrnt

In l98l Abp. Thuc concelebrated the New Mass with thc
Novus Ordo bishop of Toulon, France. Three weeks later he
con!¤craled Father Guerard des Lauriers. According to Fr. Cekad4
Abp. Thuc excused himself for concclebrating the New Mass by
claiming, among other things, that he only pretended to say Ma$;
lhat is to say, that hc simulated saying Mass. Sirnulating a
3acrament "consists in performing the sacramental action wiahod
ihc lnicndon of conferring a Sacrament, 8lthough others lhink 8
Sacrament is being admioistered.' ¤mpll,rir.ddei.) [Rcv. Hcribcn Jorc,
O.F.M. Cap., t.C.D., Mo/nl ftr.ologl, (W.sminst ., Mrtylsrd: Thc Nc*nr.r
Prcsr, 1962), p. 318.1 To simulate a sacrarncnl is lo go through the
motions while withholding one's intenlion. Simulation invalidates
lhe sacrament. lt is also a mortal sin of sacrilege. lt is so serious
thet one msy not simulate a sacramenl even lo save one's life. Fr.
Jonc sayr: 'Simulation of a Sacramcnt is nqwr allow¤d, Ilot ev¤n
to savc one's life.' lt d.l

Simuledon = Invalidi9
If Abp. Thuc simulated saying Mass, the Mass would be

invalid. If he simulated an episcopal consecration, as Fr. Cekada
accuses him of simulating saying Mass, it would be an invalid
consccration. No bishop would be made. This would be true even
if he were in full possession of his faculties. Speaking of Thuc's
concelebralion, Fr. Cekada said: 'Mgr. NGO's justification for this
action by rnaintaining ahat he only simulated the celebration of
Mass - simulation of a sacrament, incidcnrally, , is a glave sin -
does not increase our confidense in his grasp of sacramental
theolog5r.' [C¤]rda, .Two Bishopr In Evcry ceraSc;: qp. c/r., p.7.1

The problem, ofcourse, is not Abp. Thuc's knowledgo of
sacramenlal thcololy. His thre¤ doctorsles preclude ignorance of
sacramental theology. Nor indeed does one have to have a
doc.torate in thcology to know that it is wrong to pretend to say
Mas! or to cons¤crale tb¤ ftomosexual head of a non-Catholic

sect. Thc cxplanation lics clsewhere. Abp. Thuc either lost his
mind or his faith or both.

Morc trrnlic Echrvlor
Abp. Thuc consecrated Jean Laborie a few month3 aller

hir reconciliaiion with Paul Vl. Thc reconciliation was in
Scptcmber of 1976. Thc consccration was in Fcbruary, l9ll. ln
March of'77 hc consccratcd Claude Nanta. Thc following year hc
did Kozik and Femandez In l98l hc consecratcd Guerard des
Laurieri, Adolfo Zamora and Moiscs Carmona. In S¤ptember of
1982 he consecrated Christian Datessen.

During much of this time Abp. Thuc was a Novus Ordo
clergyman. He accepted the Post-Conciliar popes and the validity
of the New Mass. According to Fr. Barbar4 he assisted at the
New Mass until the beginning of 1982. Fr. Barbara said: "With
the authorization of the conciliar bishop of Toulon, Thub had a
confessional allottcd to him in tho cohciliar bishop,s cathcdral, and
|Jnlll lhe beginnlng of 1982 Thuc served daily at the ie* tnasses
celcbrated in this same cathedr6l.' Gmphliis rddcd.)

ahaii in-Fdbiitui of 1982, aeveh months to the day
bcforc he consecrated the Old Catholic bishop Christi6n Datessen,
hc dcclared that the Ncw Mass was invalid and the Seb of Rome
was vacant. His statement is daled Fcbruary 25; llE2. In it hc
said:

'But in the siSht of Our Lord, what is today,s
Church looking like? These Masses - everyday and
Sundays - do they please Our Lord? Not at all: because
this Mass is the samc one for Catholics arid Protestarts -
thafs why this Mass doesnt please Our Lord and is

invalid. The only Mass pleasing Our Lord ie the Mass of
Saint Piw V, which is cclcbrated only by a few priests
and bishops, I myself belong to them....

'As a bishop of the Roman Catholic Chuich I
declare the See of Rome being vabant [sic] and ii is my
duty, to do cverything to assure lhe preservation of lhe
Roman Catholic Cburch for the eternal salvation of
souls.i rDECLAiATION' 8iv.n ar Munict\ 25th F.b'l,.ry 19s2,
publlsH ln EINSICIII, MUMCH, MARCH t9S2, p. 7.1

This declsration is astounding. It is astounding becaus¤
Abp. Thuo was a$isting at the Ne* Mass the previous monlh
according to Fr. Barbars. It is astounding because of his desire to
havc the hcads of pagan religions present al Vatica.n ll. h is
aslounding becauge seven months later he bestowed episcopal
consecration on an Old Ca$olio bishop. lt is astounding bccause
of his Modemist viewr on thc Mass and his ples for diversity in
worship, as we shall see when we deal with this in a futurc
BULLETIN. It is rstounding because in his autobiography he
complained that to "impose only one manner of celebraiing Holy
Mass" is an abuse of power. It is a3iounding beoause of his
complaint thst, "The Vatican invenh regulalions in order to choke
any panicularity be it liturgical, or be it canonical, of the local
Churches." I|HE 

'ERA 
PH,vol.ltl" No, 3, Nov. lgtt.l Ooe must wond¤r

about ihis statamcnt as aboui the January 13, 1976 stalcment
issued aller the Palmar consecrations. One must wonder if it is the
mind of Abp. Thuc speaking or the minds of olhers. One must
wonder if he knew what he was doing.

Thc Elnsicht Oonnccdon
A possiblo cxplanation for the February 25, 1982

statement may lie in Abp. Thuc's sssociation with the peopls 8t



E nstcht ma3lazine. Fr. Cekada wrote: 'At some point ... Mgr. Ngo
thrcw his lol in with -- or; perheps, fell under the influence of --
yet another organization which had nccd of his episcopal
ministrationg.' lcckadr, 'I*o Blshopr In Evcry C!rrgc,. op. ctr, p. !.1
Elnslchl was the publication of thc iorganization' which met at
Munich. 'Elnsfcil promoted the rathcr abstrus¤ teachings of
Father Guerard in Germany through its publications. It took Mgr.
Ngo under itr wing, and, presumably, provided him vrith some
sort of n:atcrial supporl.i tce&rd., .Two BbhoF tn Bvery c.rrt.,. op. crr.,
p.8.1 Prominent among the Elnsicht paople were Dr. Kurt Hiller
and Dr. Eberhard Heller. (Neither is a medical doctor.) These
wcre lhc lwo 'witnesscs" al thc consecration of Fr. Guerard des
Lauriers.

. When Fr. Sanborn, Fr. Jenkins and I travelled to
Gumany to interview them, we asked about the cons¤cration of
Fr. Guerard des Lauriers. They were also present st the
consecrations of Zamora 6nd Camons. We asked about the mat ¤r
6\d Iorm of the' sacrament. (The nater for an episcopal
consec.atioi is the,laying on of both hands by the consecrating
bishop. The.,/rorn is a sixteen wotd formula.) Neither could testifo
thal Abp. Thuc.laid.hands on the head of Fr- des Louriers. Hiller
was alked if Thuc laid one hand or lwo hands on the head of
Gucrard der l,auriers. He did not know. Heller, on the other hand,
simply refused to answer any such question3. He angrily protest¤d
that he could not be expected to remember such details aller six
year3.

Fr. Sanbord concluded, 8t th¤ time, that the validity of
the consccrations gould not bc proved in thc ext¤rnal forum. lle
said tbe lestimony of Hillcr and Hellcr was useless. H¤ said that
cven if we could prove validity, we could have nothing to do with
thc Thuc bishops because lhey were too 'sordid". The word sordid
means: '1. Filthy; dirty. 2. Vilc; base; gross; despicable."
IWEESTER'S NEw COLLEGTATE DTCTTONARY, lesE.l Dr. Hiller who
had no problems with thc validity of the Thuc consecrationr did
doubt thc validity of tbe ordinations done by Abp. Lefebvre. He
also defended the Palmar consecrations as a good thing. ln the
August, 1982 issuc of E/ns/cir (English Edirion), he said: ",In no
way can he [i-o., Abp. Thucl be reprimanded for the consecrations
of Palmar.'" [Quotod ln Cctrd4 .Two Bithop. ln Evcry caraS c,. op. ctt., p.6.1
The following month Abp. Thuc consecraled the Old Ca$oliq
bishop, Christian Marie Datessen.

Th¤ trinC Rcclltslion
ln February of 1982 Abp. Thuc declared thst the Se¤ of

Rome was vacant and the New Mass was invalid_ He said of the
New Mass: "rhis Mass is th¤ ssrne one for Catholics and
ProteslanF ... and is invalid.' He said: "thc See of Rome being
vacanl ... il is my duty, to do evcrything to assure thc
prBervation of ihe Roman Catholic Church for the eternal
salvation of souls." Yet in September of that same year he
proceeded to consecrate the Old Catholic bishop, Christian Marie
Dat¤ssen, the so-called 'bishop-abbot of the Union des petites
Eglises Catholiquer'. [W.rd, P.r!".o& Balo, .DATESSEN, cllngttlAN
MARIE...', op. c,r., p. 107.1 ln 1984 hc renounced his declaration of
Fcbruary 25, 1982 and was reconciled to John paul lI. In his
recantation and renuncialion, given at Carthsge' Missouri, on July
I l, 1984, he said:

'1, undcrsigned, Peter Martin Ngo Dinh Thuc,
Titulsr Archbishop of Bulla Regi4 and Archbishop
Emeritus of Hue, wish to publicly raract 8ll my previoug

enors concerning my illegitimately ordaining to the
Episcopate, in 1981, several priests, namely Rew. M.L.
Guerard dcs Lauriers, O.P., Moses Carmona, and Adolfo
Zamora, as well as my denial of the Second Vatican
Council, the new 'Ordo Missae', especially the dignity of
His Holiness, Pirpe John Paul II, as actually l¤gitimste
successor of St. Peter, published in Munich in 1982.

nI wish to sincerely ask you dl to forgivc me,
praying for me, and redressing all scandal caused by
such regreltable actions and dJarations of mine.

'I would also like to exhort the above
mentioned priests who had illegitimatcly been ordained
to the Episcopate by me in 1981, and all others whom
they have in their tum ordained bishops and priests, as
well as all their followers, to retract their eror, leaving
their aclually false status, and reconciling themselves
with the Church and the Holy Father, pope John paul
ll..

This was published in the Decembcr 24, 1984 English
Edition of LOSSERVATORE ROMANO shonly after his dcsth.
He ditd on December 12, l9E4 al Carthage, Missouri. He was, it
seems, living at a Novus Ordo Vietnamese seminary at the lime.
It was suggested by certain Thuc followers thst he had been
kidnapped from Rochester, N.Y. and was taken lo Carthage
against his will. For Dr. Hiller th¤ reosntation w8s an
embanassment. And so he, like so many ofthe defcnders of Abp.
Thuc, simply conformed reslity to his desires and denied that it
had ever occurred.

Conclurion To Palt tr
In light of the enstic, tragic, scandalous and sacrilegious

events that markcd the lifc of Abp. Thuc from 1975 until his
death, no hoflest, objectivc person can continue lo msintain that
it is a calumny to question his lrrcidity. Fr. Sanbom wrctc: "put
simply, thcreforc, lhe objecloru' chsrge that Abp. Thuo wa! not
'lucid'is calumny, lt is 8 mortal sin to oontinue to repeat it., tRcv.
Dol.ld Srrrborq fh. lhttr Co&.ctdtont: A Potttcttp. (M.drt!(/n HGithG, Ml:
Csthollc Rlstoration, t993), p. t.l ll is timc to remove thc blindirs and
fsce the facts. Thc evidencc is overwhelming that Abp. Thuc did
not have 'thc full command of reagon.. And since those "who
have not the full usc of reason are incapablc of adrninistering a
Sacramenti, as Msgr. Pohle put it in The Serunents, A Dognslic
Trcdlse, lhe Thuc consecrstions are and must be rcgarded as
ccrtainly doubtful.

That a Catholic Archbishop, in his right mind, would do
the things thrt Abp. Thuc did is not possible. When you consider
his crratic and sacrilegious behavior from 1975 to the end of his
life, it is not hard to sce ihet it is not the behavior of a Catholic
Archbishop and former seminary professor with three doctorates
who was in his right mind - espccially if you believe he was a
"ttaditionalist". It is the behavior of a man who lost ,the full
command of reason". The Thuc consecrations are therefore
certainly doubtful. They must be lreated, in the practical order, as
if they were ccrlainly invalid. For when it comes io the validity
of the sacraments it ii necessary to follow the sder coune, To
abandon the sdet conse is to commit 'grave sacrilege against
religion". This is the teaching of Catholic Moral Theology. tt is
tho teaching of Pope lnnocent Xl, as we shall see in part III of
The Menrql Etate Of Archbishop Thuc.



THE MENTAL STATE OF ARCIIBISHOP THUC:
Part III: The Doubters

CopyriShr O 194 by Fr ClarcIrc¤ Kelly

Introd[ction To Part IU
1r1 Paft I of nrc Mental State of Archbishop Thuc we dealt

with the question of ttrc relationship that exists between the ment3l state
of the minister of a sacnment and the validity of a sacrament. We
surveyed the background ofAbp. Thuc. We considered the Palmar de
Troya fiasc{ in Spain. And we showed, contrary to the claims of some,
that the Vatican decrees on the Thuc consecrations did not concade the
validity of those cons¤crations. In Pan lI wc traced the sequence of
events in fte life ofAbp. Thuc fiom the end of 1975 up to his death in
1984. We pres¤nted the abundant and compelling evidencc that
indicates that Abp. Thuc did indeed lack the full command ofreason.
In Pafi Itr we will deal with thc doubts that have been raised about tho
mental stato of Abp. Thuc by present day defenders of the Thuc
cons¤crations and related questions.

TIIE DOUBTERS
In his 1983 article on the Thuc bishops Fr. Anthony Cekada

said tbat Abp, Thuc was a man of "great pastoral experience and [had]
a brilliant academic background in theology, philosophy and canon
law." [Rev. Anthony Cekada" "Two Bishops In Ev¤ry G.li+e,' me Ronan Cathalic,
Janury, 1983,p.8.1 And yet in spite of this "grcat pastoral experience" and
"brilliant academic backgound" in 1975 hc began to act in a way that
Fr. Sanbom vr'ould later characterize as "bizane." This bizarre behavior
began in 1975 and continucd until his death in 1984. Wlrat he did was
simply not compatible with the behavior ofa Catholic Archbishop ald
former seminary professor with three doctorates who was sound in
mind. This was so obvious that many qucstioned his mental
compgtence. Among those who raised such qucstions about thc mental
siate ofAbp. Tbuc were F.. Anthony Cekada, Fr. Donald Sanborn and
Fr. Noel Barbara.

Fr. Cekada & The Mental State OfAbp. Thuc
In his article on the Thuc bishops, mentioned above, Fr.

Cekada cited thc many inconsistencies ofAbp. Thuc. He spoke of: "...
the Palmar affair, the promiscs made and promises broken to the
Vatican, the involvement with'Old Catholics,' concel¤brating the Ncw
Mass while claiming he really wasn't, then consgcrating someone who
bclieves the NewMassis invalid." [/ril., pp.7-8.1 Fr. Cekada sought
"an explanation" for this behavior. He suggested that it might be found
ir a combination ofold age, Creat personai tragcdy, psychological strain
and mental complexes. He cited a pro-Thuc publication to make his
point. He said: "A newsletter which supports Mgr. Ngo [dinh-Thuc]
describes him as a'timid asiatic who was easily influenccd,'and

continues:

'Once again, realize the fact that Mgr. Ngo, physically and
psychologically *om oat, ... only wants peaca and quiet ... It
should be noted that this pr¤late has acquired sone
conpletes, utd that age doesn't help things."' (Ernphasis added.)

[.16td., p. 8.]

Fr. Cekada also noted that Abp. Lefcbvre "... who knew Mgr.
Ngo, obse.ved that he never recovered fiom the death ofhis brothers."
tlbid., p. 8.)

Fr. Sanborn & l'he Mental Strte OfAbp. Thuc
Fr. Sanbom went even further. He said the behavior ofAbp.

Thuc was "bizarre". And in his anempt to urderstand it he concluded
that therc wcre three possible explanations. Two of the threg were
irsanity and senility. The third was gullibility.

lnsaziry is defined as the: "State of being insane; unsoundness
or derangement ofmind, esp. without recognition ofone's own illness.
lnrcrirt is rather a social and legal than a mcdical term, and implies
mcntal disorder resulting in inability to manage one's affairs and
pcrform onc's social duties. The term covgrs a variety of disorde$, such
as manic-dcptessive insanity, dementia praecox, paranoia, gcneral
paralysis, and the alcobolic insanities." Ir'"rrkr's N^r Cotlesiote Di.tionary
(Springlield, Macs.: c&C Menian Co., PubIstErs, 1958). p. 4la.l Set ilt is dcfin¤d
as the: "Quality of being senile; old age or its physical afld mental
infirmity." Ubid,p. 770.1

Insanity or s¤niliry might very well account for Abp. Thuc's
bizane and abnormal behavior. Whereas gullibility, of itself, would not.
For we are here talking about a man, as Fr. Cekada put it, of "grear
pastoral experience and ... brilliant academic background in thcology,
philosophy and canon law". Such men are not gullible to the point
where they think there is nothing wrong with consecrating a known
homosexual who is the head ofa non-Catholic sect. But gullibility, in
connection with some mental disorder, could certainly explain Abp.
Thuc's behavior.

It should also be noted that it was F.. Sanbom who told the
priests of the Society of St. Pius V that a c¤rtain Vietnamese priost, who
met and spok¤ to Archbishop Thuc, "said that Thuc 'went in and out of
lucidity'."



Bbhop Brrthe & The M¤ d Strte OfAbp. Thuc
Bishop Gilles Barthe was the Nows Ordo Bistrop of

FRE U$TOI,I.,oN Abp. Thuc setded in his diocesc sometime affer the
Palmar Fiasco in Spain. Bishop Gilles apparentty rcccived Abp. Thuc
with a certain mea.srrc of kindnes. And while in the dioces¤ it was the
custon of Abp. Ttuc to aoncelebrate the licw Mass with B&rthc on
Holy Thursdays. Thuc also regularly assist¤d at the New Mass. For
conbary to th¤ myth that has besn crested by the defelders of the Thuc
consectations, Abp. Thuc w8s actually a very tiberal Nows Ordo
bishq. Ifrs introentions at Vatican tr show him to b¤ a lib¤rsl and his
memoirs show him to be a Modemist.

At the Courcil he deolared thaf he was grBa{y consoled by the
presenc¤ ofProtestants. But st the s8me time he said it was a "scandat
coming to the whole world" that "the chiefs of the non-Christian
religions" wclp not invited. As he spoke the Archbishop of Darnantina
indicated to him that they wer¤, in facr, invited. And Thuc then
apologized saying: "l have tried to open a garo which was already
open.' orl anoth¤r occasion Abp. Thuc challenged the Council Fath¤rs
to produce one plain rext of Sacred Scripture which would cxclude
women "from thg sacred functions.'

It is lher¤fqe not suprising thai Abp. Thuc canc¤lebratod the
New Mass with Bishop Barthe three weeks b¤fore the consecmtion of
Fr. Guerard des lauders. That was or l{oly Thursday April 15, t98t.
He consecBted Fr. des lauriers in May. Five months lat¤r Thuc
consecrated Frs. Carurona and Zsmora, Th¤n on J8[uary 24, 1982
Bishop Bartbe issued a statement in which he called into question the
validity of the consecrations of Cuerard des Lauriers, Carmona and
Zamora. He cited the mental state ofAbp. Thuc as one ofhis rcasons
for calliq the validig ofthc consecrations into quostion. liis statement
*'as publistrcd in & Doc'lzer tation Catholique onFebruary 21, 1982 -
No. 1E24.

The Vrtiqn & The Mentd State Of Abp. Thuc
Shortly aftff Bishop Banhe issued his stat¤ment, Abp. Thuc

issued one ofhis own. In it he affimed that he was lucid when he did
the Palmar dc Troya cons¤crations in Spain. He did not r¤fer to thc
l98l consecrations aboua which Bishop Barthe had spoken, IIe was
rEryonding instea4 !o a previous 'declaretion ofPaul Vl. which also,
it seems, called Abp. Thuc's lucidity into question. Abp. Thuc said:

'I testify to have done the ordinations of Palmar in
complete lucidig.

"I don't have anymore relations with Palcrar after
their chief nominated himself Pope.

"I disapprove all what they are doing.
"The dectantion ofPaul M has bcen madc without

me; I heard ofit only afterwards.
"Given the 19, XII, l9El at Toulon io complete

possession of all my faculties." [prinred in rr rs/crJr, Munictr
Crcflnany, March 19E2, ps8p l3J

This protcstation of lucidity, in respons¤ to the "declaration
ofPaul VI," is a clear indication that whar was being questioned by Paul
VI was Abp. Thuc's mentral compsteoce.

Fl. Bsrbffa & The Mertll Strte Of Thuc
Fr. Noel B3lroar4 ofthe publication Forres il Fide, is today

a defender ofthe Thuc consecrations. But it wag not slways so. He was
onc¤ a staunch oppqrent. His change socms to be rooted in his pr¤s¤nt
&ttitud¤ that, as he put it, it is necetsary to break the monopoly of tle
Lefebve bi.rslnps md, in a serious theological mistake.

The theological mistake is that he do¤s not understand that

oe can beconE a heretic as readily by deed as by word- Thus h¤ x{ote:
"... ifone accepts the wont possibl¤ sc¤nario v/ith rcgard to him, [i.e.,
Abp. Thucl namely tlnt he admirdstered the sacramelt of orders and
Aisccpal couecmtior on rmquestionable hcretics alld schismatics n"ith
full awar¤ne$s ofthe fact, such a grave fault would still not makc him
a foroal heretic or schismatic ...." tFr. Nocl Br.bara Fonzs in Fide,No. t2,lct
Irio.3t! 193, 758 Irmay Fbrry Rd- Sr" I-ouis, Mo. 63 125, p. 43.1

The truth is rhat "tho wtrst possible scenario' would compel
us to regad Abp. Thuc as I herctic in the ext¤mal forum, To consecrale
"unquasionable hefttics... with full awar$sss" is an hcretical acl It is
tru¤ that words ar¤ the common way thrt one commits the crims of
her¤sy. But th¤ crime cln bc committ¤d just as readily by an beretioal
deed. As Fr. MacKenzie puts it:

" ... the deli* [i.e., the crime] of heresy is committed most
commonly by words, written or spoken. This is the ordinary
way of cxtFmalizing thought. .,. Words ar¤ thc ordinary but
aot the orly means of commlrniaation. .., The very
commission of any act wiich signifies heresy .., gives
suffrcient ground for juridical prtsumption of heretical
depravity." tRev. FJic MacK¤trzi., TIe DetuJ of&ercty, CltIlON tAVt
STI'DIES, NrlDbcr 77, (Wasll, D.C.: The Catholh Uoivcrsity ofAnEica,
1932), pp. 9, 35J

If Abp. Thuc "... adminisiered the sacrament of orders and
episcqal coneeoatior on unquestionable heretics and schismatics with
full awarene$ of th¤ fact ,..' there would certainly be a "juridicd
pr¤sumption ofheretical depravity". You can be sure that ifJohn Paul
II did zuch a thing, the dcfenders ofAbp. Thuc rvould lose no time in
dectaring tbat it tl/a.s sufficient and comp¤lling proof that he was a
heretic.

The law is plain in this regard, It says that when an extemal
violation of the law takes place uralicc is presumcd in tho extemal
fdurl. Actordirg !o Canon 2200, "... when an extemal violation of the
law ocaws, in the extemal forum the existence of malice is presumed
until the conrary is proved, because il the ordinary cas¤ man acts
knowingly and freely," Fohll A. Abho, t.C.D. & ,qwt. D. Haoa4 J.C.D., ztt
S{CRED C,,trYOJitS (SL Iruir: B.Hed¤r BooL Co., 1952} Vot. tr, p. ?88.1

But even apart from this questiorL it is a fact that Fr. Bartara
did raise questions about drc mental statc of Abp, Thuc just as Fr.
Sanborn did.

Fr. Barbar|rs Three Porsible Anrwers
Fr. Barbara interviewed Abp. Thuc in March of l98l and

again in January of 1982. Subs¤quent to these interviews he suggested
lhree pocsible answers to the que*ion of wheth¤r qr not Abp. Thuc wa$
tn possession of his facuhies". Fr. Barba.ra wrote:

'The relapse into profanation of the sacranent of
order (the lates cons¤cration confened in a s¤ct was orl 24
Sep l9E2) srd th¤ lac& offirmnes in his promis¤ not to lapse
again make it permisible to ask an essential question. l as
this old man, over 85 years of age, in possesion of his
faculties, did hc realiz¤ what hc was doing in imposiag his
hands so e{sit on no matts. whom? Was he truly reryonsible
for his acts? Therc arc only three possible answers io this
distessing question.

'- No, Thuc was not in possession of all his faculties; he was
not responsible and did not incur the pcnalties provided by
lhe Ljw. But then the consecrationr conferred are not valid,
sincc thc consccrator was not in pos.sesion ofhis faculties for
the performance ofa responsible 8ct."



"- Yes. The cons¤crator at thes¤ cons¤crations was in full
possesrion of his faculties. The cons¤cr&tiotrs are valid but
consecrator and consecrated have incun¤d all the penalties
provided by the Llw and Thuc is truly a scandalous bishop.

'- We do not know with c¤rtainty. perhaps he was in
possession of his faculties, and pefiaps he was not. That
\vould l¤av¤ a doubt hov¤dlg over the censules incurreq but
also over tbe validity of all these ordinations." [Fr, N. Barte4iWI{AT ARE WE TO THINK OF TfiE BISHOPS CONSECRATED EY
NCO DINH TIIUC, CARMONA, VEZELIS, MUSEY Erc.T}

CxrdinNl lrrr & Thc lttentd Strte Of Abp. Thuc
The apologi$s of Oe Thuc bidnps cite the Vatic$ to bolster

their defensc of the vatidity of ths Thuc cons¤crations and th¤ mental
stability ofAbp. Thuc. In a previous BULLETIN we demonstrated the
fect that the Vatican did not corcede the vatidity of tte Thuc
consecrations. It s¤¤ms that the Vatican also rais¤d questiorB about his
m¤ntrl st8tc. For example Cardinal Jose Casiillo La.a who was
Itesid¤nt ofthe Pontifical Council for the Interpretation ofLegislative
Texts from 1985 to 1990 and who held other high Vatican posts
reccntly questioned the montal competenc¤ of Abp. Thuc, He stated
quite categorically that Abp. Thuc was mentally unbalanced and that
because of this his actions did trot have the same character as those of
Abp- kfebvre. In a lett¤r to John Beaumoot, dated May 26, 1993, on
0rc slbject of0le cons¤4{ations of Abp. Lefebvre, Cardinal Lard wrote:

"Ngo Dinh Thuc repres¤nts a pitiable situation, as thers is
somc mental imbalan@." lFiltetity,t tuc]r. l9/, p.31.1

Johlr Wcirkittel & Thc Mental Str3e Of Abp. Thuc
Johr Weiskitte I wmte regularly for CATHOLIC

RESTOMTION ztrd SACERDOTIUM. He is apparently no longer
x'elcorne to do so becars¤ ofhis opposition to the Thuc consecrations
and his position that they are doubtfirlly valid at best He has also
written for Fr. FenJftr.r's THE ATIIANASLAN. AI,d sincc Fr. F¤nton,s
illnes he has aszumed responsibility for its publication.

ln the Deaemb¤r l, 1993 issue of ZIt ATITANASUN Mr.
Weiskittel wrote an adicle entitled "Notes Concemiry The Episcop&l
Conseclation' Of Father Dolan". h it he tskes note ofthe fact that the
defenders of the Thuc consecrations have "sought to stifle open
discussion oI" the me al state of Abp, Thuc, 0ohn rGm¤th weistin L.Noe6 C¤&erni0g The Triscoprl Cdseqari@'Of Fath¤r hb!\. TIIE ITMNASUN,
Vd. XIV, )Io. & Dec. l, 193, p. 3.1 They have donc this by trying to make it
a morlal sin even to raise the subject, One Fominent apologist for the
Thuc consecrations who is also a chief defender of the Mount St.
Mchael s¤ct put it this way;

"... Catholic teachbg forbids assaults on Abp. Thuc,s
sacramental intention. An4 in light of statements from the
Archbishop and those who lnew him, Catholic moral
pdnciples dictaie that one cease rep¤ating the bas¤less
calumny that he was incapeble of confening a valid
Sacrament.n [Rcv. Atrrhony Ckada, Thc Vafi! tf of ne Ihuc
Co recmrn rr, (C{tholic Restoratio: Madison Hci8ht6, ML tg3), p.2a.l

And another declared:

*Put sirnply, therefore, the objectors' charge thar Abp. Thuc
was not 'lucid' is calumny. It is a mortal sin to continue to
.epe&t it." tR¤v. Darald S$boft, THE n C CONSECIlr',flOL5T A
roSISC-RlP4, (cadotic Restonrio* ttt dism Heighrs, ML t993), p.8,1

The definition of "calunrny is the untruthful imputation of
smo hult oot actually commited." lD(lninic M. prurffner, O.p., HANDBOOK

OFMORALTHIOTOGY o{¤lr yak ?J. tcncdy & Soo! l9S?),p.13?l To suggest
that Abp. Thuc was not in his right mind v/hen he conseqated non_
Catholics is not a calumny. It is an act of charity because instead of
hputing guilt it suggests rhar hc was not responsible for what he did

The question is: why do the defenders ofAbp. Thuc want to
gifle the debste about his mental state? Why are they afraid to consirter
the facts? The reason is slear- It is becauso tlrc mental sale of Abp.
Thw has a dirca bearing on the validity of the episcopal coNecrations
he perform¤d. And the evidenca that ther¤ waf as Cardinal LaIa put it,
"sone mental imbalance' in him is so werwhelrning as !o b¤ viftually
conclusive. These two facts render the Thuc c{ns¤crdtioN doubtfully
valirl And according to the leaching ofCarhotic Moral Theolog they
must b¤ aEated, in the pnctical oider, as invalid. For to sdminister
doubtfi sacraments is a mortal sin of sacrilege.

They want to stifle &e debote becaus¤ the evidence that Thuc
had'sore mEntal irnbalance', simply caonot be re futed. It s that simpl¤.
Thw John W¤iskittcl asks the question: "So how is it ... that they can
accuse their opponents on this issuc of'calurnny' and 'mortal sin ?
lwebkittrl, op- cir, p. ?.] He says:

'On thc contrary, th¤y shoutd be asking themselves if they
can continue to argue for the validity of sacraments
emanating from a mentally funpaired bishop. ... Hos rte4
can the qrnseqotion of Fatler Dolon ewn begin to be
amsidetd vulid so bng as those performed by hb 'episcopol
gre&tgrandfsrher are debatable?" lweistrjlneL op, cit -p. 7.1

lvtr. Weiskittel also infoms us that Fr, Francis Fenton now
regards the Thuc consecrations to be dubious. He says; .The specific
word that Father F¤nton us¤d to descdbe the 'consecration, of Fath¤r
Dolaa is' questionable,'" tka., p. 4.1

Moral Couequeacer
What are Catholics obliged to do in the prsctical order? Thc

answer may be nrmmed up in four words:j,b//ow the safer aurse. This
is oot a suggestion. It is a moral impErative. When it cornes to the
validity ofth¤ saaraments the Church says that we must follow the s4Jtr
oosr.re. Fr. Davis Orc ooralist puts it this way:

"In confcrring the Sacmments (as also in Consecration in
Mass) it is never allowed to adopt a probable cours¤ of action
8s !o validity and to abandon the safercourse. The contrary
was explicidy condemned by Pope Innocent XI." lHeriry Daviq
5.1., Moral And Pastoral th"alog4 Vol m, THE SACRAMENTS,,
(I.ondo(l: Shced.d Wand 1938)p.27.1

this obligation binds undor pain ofmortal sin. In the csse of
thc aeoesscry sacraments, it binds und¤r pah ofa triple mqtal sin - a
Bortal sin of sracrilege, a modal sin agEinst charity and a mortal sin
againstjustice. Fr. Davis puts it this way:

"To do so [i.e., to abando\ the safet cotse with
regard to the sacramentsl would be a grievous sin against
religion, namely, an act of ineverenc¤ towards what Christ
our Lord has insaituted; it would be a grievous sio against
charity, as the recipieot would probably bc deprived of the
graces and effect ofthe Sacrarnenq it would be a grievous sin
againstju$ic¤, as the recipient has a ght to valid Sacramcnts
whenever the ministe\ whether ex ofrcio ot not, undertakcs
to confer & Sacrament. In the ncctssary Sacrarucnts, there is
no doubt about the t iple sin; in the Sacraments that are not
necessagr, there will always be the grave sacrilege against
religion." trriit , vol. [, 'TtrE SACRAMENTS," p. 27,1



A Probrbl¤ Opinion ID Noa Erough
What this means is 0l8t strict moral certitud¤ is required, Thus

when it colnes to the validity of the sacraments it is not probability that
matters but certahty - strict moral certainty, Thus: 'In conferring the
Sacra$ents ,.. it is aever allowed to adopt a probable course ofaction
as to validity and to abandon the safer course." W9 must therefore
follow lhe saf¤r cours¤ io the matter ofthe Thuc cons¤crations and treat
0iem in the pra*ical ordcr as ifthey were certainly invalid because they
are cedainly doubtful.

Conclusion
St. Thomas Aquinas says that we are to be "slow in teking

ou?cel." And to this he adds the words of St. Augustine who said that
"prudene keeps most careful wath and ward, kst by degrees we be
deeived wawates by evil cowsel," lswumTheol ica Pt. n-E Q. a7, tut
9.)

St. Thomas defines "prudenc.e as correcl laowledge
onenbg rttngs to be done." (tnnnrr, op-ciL, p. lo5.l It is knowl¤dge of
thirgs that w¤ sltould desire and of things that we should avoid. Thus
it is that "Th¤ Acts ofthe virtue of prudmce are thee in number: to take
counsel carefully, to judge colfectly, to direct," tDd, p. l05l The virtue
ofprudenca moves us to carefully s¤sk couns¤l about what is rigbt and
good. lt thenjudges correcdy. And frnally it directs us to ou end. In the
c8se b¤fore us we want to know what is right and good and what is
rcquired of us by God and His Holy Church. Does pnrdence direct us
to embrace the Thuc bishops or to avoid them? I think th¤ answer is
eviderf from what has been said, And it is evident ftom a c{nsideration
of the sins against tlrc virtue of prudence which are:

"pecipitancy, which acts before due consideration has been
9ve1;"

'urdrf oftho4ht, which neglerts to take drle cousideration of
the circumstances;'

"inconstancy, which changes resolutions too quicklyt'

"negligence, which does not take sufficiont carc of the
operdtion of the intellect;'

"ase eness, dec¤it, fraud, which &vise and use evil means to
obtain their purposef

"solicitude for things ofthis world and for the future which
prevent man from aataining lo the fue pupose ofhis life.'
Ubid., p. lfi.l

When we consider the eIlod to impos¤ lhe Thuc conse¤rations
on traditional Catholic people and study the arguments put fonh to
advance this cause it is evident that it is not prudSlce that dirccts the
effort but a desperate imprudence, We s¤e 'rprecipitancy", n "want of
thought", "inconstancy'. "negligence", "astuteness, deceif' and "fraud".
We see "solicitu& for things of this world snd for the future which
prevert men from attaining to the true purpose ofbis life". We see a
great lack ofprudence in th¤ desperato statements of the most important
apologist for the Thuc consecrations:

'l would say that nothing short of an intrinsically evil act
would be able !o constitute a suflicienl reasotr to avoid the
rec¤ption of a traditional episcopal coNecration in dles¤
times.' (Emphasis fui original.) tFr. Donald Sanbqn in . \,Iiflcn
respailsc !o an ill¤rcstad panyl

"'Ilis need is so gr¤at that any circuDrtrntirl evil uray bc

!trd murt be toler.ted ln ordcr to rchieve thb end,"
@mphasis addcd.) [6id]

"... the main point is that whrtever there is to tolerrte itr
Eny rrsocirtioD wiah Thuc, howev¤r proimatc or reBotg,
ir judifirble by the proportionate reason of having to
survive." (Emphasis sdded-) gtdl

Lrt the people be "slow in taking owsef kc[.r thos¤ who say
such things. Let thern exercis¤ the virtue ofprudence for thernselves.
Fc thme who say these things arc not to b¤ relied upon for guidance in
srch serious and controversial matters. Iri us all then keep "zocr
careful watch and ward, lest by degreet we be deceived uaowqres by
evil qunsel."

If we may say it this way: th¤ soul of the traditional
movement in the United States is at st3k¤. The honor of the Catholic
Religion is at stake. The integrity of the sacraments is at stakc. The
salvation of the souls of the faithful is at stake. The salvation of ttle
priests souls is at stake.

The Thuc consecrations are like rhe forbidden fruit, To the
imprudent mind thcy seem "good to 6at, and fair to the eyes, and
delightful to behold". (ce,tal& 3:6) But this is a deadly fruit. It is the
malignant ftuit of sacrilege and doubtful sacraments. Eating it will not
win God's favor but His wrath.

Winning Divbe A$irtancr
We live in difricult times. We live in a time of spostasy. It

nay very well be that it is the graat apostflsy tbat w8s spok¤n of by St.
Paul in his Second Epistle to th¤ Thessalonians. Th¤ Apostle says that
"God sllatl scnd.., thc operation ofelrq" to those who nrecoive not thc
love of the truth". (2 Ite$. 2:10) He will send tham this "operation of
error" so that they will 'believe lying'. And in this God will expose
thos¤ who 'luve not believed the huth, but have consented to iniquity.'
(2 Zr.$. 2: l0,ll)

Iftbese are the latter days, and I arn personally crnvinced that
they are, ifthese are the days spoken ofby St. Paul thcD it is clear thal
above all we must have a "love ofthe tuth". We must b¤ prepsred to
live for the futh and to die for it. We must banish expediency and love
the truth. W¤ must not sacrific¤ thc truth on the altar ofexpedicncy.

lfwe love the hrth and hold frs to th¤ Faditions God will not
abandon us. If we act prudentty He will not be indiffer¤nt to oul cd¤s
fc help. He will corne !o our assistanc¤. H¤ will provide us with all we
need to liv¤ and to die as good Catholics. He will provide for the
prEsent and He will provide for the future. We do not need some quick-
fix imprudent solution !o a problem for which only God can provide a
solution. We need only to "stand fasr; and hold the traditions'. (2 liair.
2rla) God will do the rest. W¤ can be certail ofit.

IJt us then be detemined !o fouow th¤ satr conrse when it
comes !o lhe sacraments This is the principle that protected us from the
reforms of Vaticsn II. It is the principle that moved us to reject the
doubtful bishops, priests and sacraments ofthe Ncw Church- It is the
same pdnciple that compels us to reject the doubtfrl Thuc bishops,
priests and sacraments.

otr Ird told St. Margarct lvlary that His Hean is a Treasure
Chest of love and graces. And the key that opens It is our confidelce.
Let us have recoursc to the Sacred Heart in our need - ever relying on
the intercession of His and Our Most Bleesed Morher-



Tragedy and Truvesty
CorFin b, tua cL.e rsUy

".,. seeking thei owa glory rarher tha\ tha, of Jesw Christ, and being carried away bv the fre of ambitioa ,.."
(Pope Sr. Pius X, Crwi landiu ka'dab,

INTRODUCTION

The A.nnouncemetrt
A f¤w days ago I rcc¤iv¤d a copy of an announc¤ment, It

reads: "Announcement ofEpiscoprl Consccntion." It was written by
a oan who calls himself "Bithgp-!i$neAf". It informs us thst he will
perform an episcopal consecration on Novernber 30, 1993 at St.
Certrudc thc Great Church in Sharonville, Ohio. On that day, 'Bishop"
Pivarunas says, he will "consecrate" Fr. Daniel Dolan. On the first page
of the announcement therc is a pictwe of 'Bishop Pivarunas". Under
it is a caption which tells us that "Bishop Piyarunas" was "Superior
General" of the CMRI of Spokaoe, Washirgton; that hc was himsclf
"consccratcd" two years ago by a Mcxican (Thuc) %ishop" namcd
Carmona; and that he formcd a coalition of priests.

The Biogrrphicrl Sketcb
With the announcement I reccivcd "A Biographical Skctch".

It is a glowing account of the life of Fr. Dolan. It seeks to c8tablish ill
the mind ofthc reader the id¤ that Fr. Dolan is pre+mincntly qualified
to be a bishop. It invokes Archbishop Lcfebwe's name on behalf of this
cause. lt even invokes my name. lt says that Archbishop Lefebwe once
applied to Fr. Dolan the words: 'Zeal lor thy house hath consumcd
m¤". It does not mentiotr the fact that the Archbishop spoke thcse words
in jest. Nor do6 it givc the u.ncomplimcntary circumstanc¤s that
ploDpted him to r8y thern.

Spe*lng For Mys¤lf
It is not for m¤ to speak for Archbishop Lefcbwo - Cod rest

his soul - but I can speak for myseli This I will do because the
"Biographical Sketch" of Fr. Dolan givcs the irnprcssion that I think h¤
is qualified to b¤ a bishop. ln fact it gives a number of falsc
impressions. It gives the impression that "Bishop Pivarunas" is a
Carholic bishop. It givas the impression thar his cpiscopal orde6 are
ccnainly valid. And it givcs thc iryrcssion rhat thc "consccration" of
Fr, Dolan is in accard with Catholic Tradition and practice.

However facetiously Archbishop Lefebvrc or I may have
spoken in the past, wha: I say now I say in eamcst and in a most
serious and sobcr fashion. And what I say is this: the "consec.ation" of
Fr. Danicl Dolan by "Bishop" Ma.k Pivarunas is a ftqgedy aid,.
truvesty. lt is a tlagely bccause many souls will be harrne.d - including
Fr. Dolan's. It is a travcsty b¤cause it flies in th¤ facc of Catholic
tradition and practica.

We will dqmonst atc thes¤ things by a consid¤ration of l) rhc
organi?ation that produced "Bishop" Pivarunas; 2) his ¤piscopal ord¤rs;
and 3) ccnain pnctical consequences that flow ftom thesc things-

I. THE ORGANIZATION THAT PRODUCED
"BISHOP" PTVARUNAS

Thc organization that produc¤d "Bishop" MaIk Pivarunas is
known by various names. It is known as thc Tidentine l,otin Rite
Church, the Mount St. Michacl goup, thc CMzu. The consecrarion
announcem¤nt itself tells us that Pivarunas was the "Supsrior Ccneral"
of rhc CMRI of Spokanc, Washington. To ulderstand the orgarization
you have to lnow something about its origins and history. And the
episcopal orders of its founder. This takes us back to the pontificate of
Pope St. Pius X.

l. St. Pius X Ercommunlcrter Two hests
And A I'Pseudo-Bishop"

In l9ll Pope St. Pius X excommunicated two Catholic
priests. They werc Fr. Hcrb¤rt Bealc and Fr. Anhur Howanh. He
excommunicated thcse priests because lhcy got themselves consccrated
by an apostate pdest and "pseudobishop" named Arnold Harris
Mathcw. Mathcw was ordaincd a Catholic pricst in 1877. Hc left thc
Church in 1889 and becamc a Unitarian. ln 1892 he sntercd inlo an
invalid marriage and bccamc an Anglican ministcr. In 1903 he
cxpressc.d a desirc to retum to the Catholic Chuch. But he wanted to
retum on his own tcrms. The Church, howcvcr, would not dispeflsc him
from his vow of prieslly celibacy and so he did not rehrn. In 1908 he
received episcopal consccration at the hands of an Old Catholic bishop.
He subsequently consecrated Father Bcalc and Farhcr Howarth and with
them was cxcommunicated and anarhernatized by St. Pius X. Pius X
also cxcommunicated and anathematized all others who aided,
counsclled or consented to thc consecrations which he chaBctcrized aJ
a 'sacrilegious" and "nefarious crime." He said:

"ln the pale of a grave and cnduring scandal, it is
with the rnost profound grief of soul that we havc leamed
thar priests of your country, lthat is, EDglandl nanely
Herbert lgnrtiui Bcsle and Arrbur Willlrm Howarlh, of
the clergy of Nottingh an1, seeking theit own glory rather thar
that of Jes(t ChtbL qtd be@ catied away by the Jire of
ambition, Ia'liryhasis .dd¤dl having atlgrnpted on various
occasions to be elevated to the episcopal dignity by non-



C.atholics, have recently procecded with such temerity that,
having obtained thcir wish, they have a[ogantly announced
unto Us ftat they havc procured episcopal conscgation. Nor
do¤s their amouno¤ment lack authcntic testimory; for hc
who rr,ar ths priociple author of this sacrilcgious oime, the
pscudo-bishop Arnold Hlrrlr Mrthew, has not fearcd opeDly
to confirm this dee4 having transmitted to Us leucrs swollsr
with pride." lPope St. Pius X, cruet landir Scarna]o "ftu
ErcommDicstiotr of Amold Hanis Methew,' , n" RoDa, Cartoft.,()(lofu,
1980, p. 20.1

Pius X urged the bishops of England "to guard zealously
against thcir ftauds and snareg." Uri4l He de¤lared 'the aforesaid
consccration to hav¤ bccn illcgitimate and sacrilcgious .,." And tben by
God's authority he declared Madrew, Bealc and Howarth
exoomnunicatcd and anathematized:

"The above-oamed prierts, therefore, mmdy
ArDold Harrir Mrtbery, Herbera lgortiu! B¤sle, and
Arthur Willi.m Howrrtb, and all others who lent aid,
counsel or congent to this nefarious crimg by th¤ authority of
Almighty Go4 We hgreby excommunlclte, rnrthemrtlzg
and solemnly command and declare to b¤ scparated ftom th¤
cosrnunion of the Church anil to be held for schismatics, and
to be avoided by all Catholics and especially yours¤lves.'
Irbid.l

St. Pius Xs Bull of excommunication rcvcals thc mind of the
Catholic Church on the oatt¤r of sceking episcopal consecration at the
hands of a 'pscudo-bishop" like Amold Haris Marhew. This vcq/ point
was made by Fr. Cekada in his "CommqrtaDr' on thc Bull of
excornrnunication which appeared with his 1980 aficl¤ on the Old
Calholics. This was published in the October issue of The Roman
Catholic m g,"1'rc. Fr. Cekada said: "This decree should be a eufficient
indication of how the Church regards those who gct involvcd with Old
Catholic sects." lnev lattrony Celsd&'Comrstrtary'. n" Rot tn Cathollc,o{lo&r,
1980, p, 20.1

2, Th¤ Found¤r Of The Sect
The founder of tbe Mount St. Micha¤l group was "Bishop"

Francis Koffad Schuckardt - a direct "episcopal" descendant of thc Old
Catholic "pseudo-bishop' Amold Harris Mathew, as we shall prerendy
sce. Schuckardt was born on July 10, 193? in Seatdg WashingtoD. Hc
graduated from ODea Catholic High School in 1954 ard ftom Seatde
UniveBity in 1959. He cntcred a seminary but droppcd out before
complsting the first yoar. He was involved with the Bluc Army but was
dismissed from it in 1967. He founded a goup callcd the Fatima
Crusade. In 1968 it bad its headquartcrs in Co¤ur d'Alene Idaho. While
still a layman, Schuckardt begar to distributc Holy Communion to
group members. He also gave B¤ncdiction ofthc Blessed Sacramqrt as
a layaan. In l97l he was conseqated by an Old Catholic bishop
named Daniel Q. Browlr. (The original Old Catholics were ar h¤retical
s¤ct that was organizcd in the nitleteenth ccnhry in German-speaking
countrics to figbt against the dogma of papal infallibility. Thcir
¤piscopal orders arc d¤riyed froln thc Jansonist church ofUaecht. There
are now scores of Old Carholic sects.)

3. Orddned By An Old Crtholic Bishop
Daniel Q. Brown was a married man who left the Catholic

Church and joined the North American Old Ronan Catholic Church.
This s¤ct was founded by Calm¤l Henry Carfora. Carfora was an
cxcommunicated Catholic priest and an Old Catholic bishop. Carfora
assumed the title of "Most lllustious Lord, thc Supr¤Ee Priloate, and
considered his teachings infallible whcn spoken s cathedra."

llndzprden Rhhopr: l" Intzntational Direcrory @etoit: Apogce Book, 1990), p- 73.1

Carfon was succecde.d by Hubert A. Rogsrs whom he consccratcd.
Roger8 subse ucntly consccrated his son Jalles on January 25, 1948.
Ir ScptqDber of 1969 Rogs6 oonseqated Brown. Hc was assisted by
his soo "Bishop' James, who worked for Cokesbury, a UDiled
Metlpdist Church publishing house, and by an epostate Franciscan
pricst namcd Georgc Kocrncr. Fr. Kocmcr had lcft the Catholic Chuch
and bccamc a bishop in trc Nodh Americsn OA Rorran Cstholie
Ch tch. l* ¤or.ies: "KOERNE& GEORGE JOIIN," 'ROCERS, HUBERT
AUCUSTUS" and "ROGERS, JAMES HUBBR'I- i! lbid.,W.223,yga 349.1

4. Ihe Crettlon Of A Scct
Brown split with Rogcrs and foundcd his own church. Seeking

to attract disillusioned Catholics, he called ir Ihe hider.tlae Rite
Csrholic Church (TIRCC). In Octobcr and Novemb¤. of l97l hc
ordained and cons¤crate.d Francis Schuckardt, the folmsr first year
scninarian. Thcy establishcd y¤t auothsr church, still with thefu eyes on
disillusioncd Catholics. The Schuckardt-Brown s¤ct was named thc
Tideatine latit Rita Chrrci (TLRC) - a variation ofthe name Brown
had chosen for his chuch. Schuckardt subscqu¤ntly split with Brown.
ln a Junc, 1975 letter Brown *rote:

"Thc arrangcmcnt (at the time of the coos¤¤ration)
was that we wcr¤ to fonl ts'o dioccscs with ¤ach of us to
head up one. ... However, I was never able to bring him to a
decision about diocesan bouadaries....It became painfully
obvious to mc that he had no iDtention whatev¤r of shadng
cpiscopal authority but, on the contrary, his aim was b 'rake
ovcl and crowd me out." lkt¤r to Rob¤rt Xlorz ofPodr Falq ldrho,
quoled in Bob C:ubfugq Ttidenht2 lAnt Ri/¤ Clutch (Spohne: Inland
Regisier, 1980), pp. 36-37.1

On December 30, l9?7 the fonner Jesuit seminary lmown as
Mount St. Michael's was acquired by Schuckardt. Hcnc¤ the oame, the
Mount St. Michael group.

5. The Demise Of "Pope Hrdristr vII"
Whereas CsIItrel Herry Carfora, the founder of lhe Nonh

Anerican Old Roman Catholic Church, alaimeA thc title, "Most
Illus$ious Lord, the Supreme Primate," Fradcis Schuckardt asscned that
hc was Pop¤ Hadrian VII. It was said that he received the papal tiara
dirccdy from Our Lady of curdalupe. But in April, 1984 four ex-
members of the nidentine Lqtin Rite Church accused Schuckardt of
homoscxual conduct. Thc charges were made to a reportfi from th¤
ABC-TV alfiliate KXLY. Denis Chicoine, Schuckardt's Vicar Genaal,
said in a letter dated June 21, 1984 that hc had known for "several
yca$" of such charges against Schuckardt but he did nothing about it.

Comclius and Mary Scain, who wcrc meobers of thc chutoh,
wrote in a September 12, 1986 letter to "Bishop Rob¤rt McKenn4
O,P,' that "Fath¤r Clcm¤tlt Kubish who served our cornmunity for about
7 yea$ ... tried to expose Bishop Francis as a homosexual. fI¤ lrcJ
dhgroced lrom the pubit by our priesrs esp¤jc,tally Fr. Dcnis [Chicoinc]
in a comrnunity wide sermon," lErnphasis add¤d.]

In the wake of the public scandal Schuckardt left in Jltrle of
1984. He was rucceedcd by Denis Chicoin¤ and then by Mark
Pivarunas the man who will colsecrato Fr. Dolan. Schuckardt
subsequcnily accuscd Chicoine of "sprcading 'lies and slandel against
him and that Chicoing not he, was guilty of g.av¤ moral oferses".
[qloled in Cubbage, aP' ctr, p. 35.] 1993.

6. The Old Crtholic Connection
Thc Old Catholic connection i8 no secrct. The l¤adership of

the Tridefi;re latin Rite Church ait¤d thc Old Catholic-knold Haris
Mathew connection in its defense of Schuckardfs orders. They did this



in a document cntirlcd STAIEMENT ON TEE VAUDITv OF HOLY
oRDExS. The first paragraph says:

'In the past several months rlany of you havc bad various
qu¤stions in regard to thc validity of lhc Ordcle of the Priasts
and Clsrics here at Mount Saint Micha¤l's. This statcmcnt is
an attcmpt to ansrvsr the qucstions lhst have bc¤n raised" We
hop¤ that the infomation provided will answcr any qucstions
that you may havc.'

The STATEMENT goes on to explain the schismatic Old
Catholic comcction. It gives the history of Schuckardt's ordcrs, It
begins with the Old Carhoticg and Amold Hanis Mathew. It talks about
consectations don¤ by Math¤w. And it traces the line from him to
Brown and Schuckardt. It says:

"... in 1912, Matthcws [eic] also consccrated aD Austri.r
noblcrnan, th¤ princ¤ D¤ Landcs-Bqgh¤s et dc Rachc, aad
thcn s¤llt De Land6-B¤{ghes to the Unitcd Statcs to head thc
Old Roman Catholic moyem¤nt in this country. ... In 1916,
Dc Landes-Bcrghcs cons¤¤ratcd Camcl Benry Carfora ( I 87E-
1958). Cadoia, a former Rooan Catholic pricst, had bccn
born, cducatcd and orrlained in ltaly. ,.. After his cotrsccratiol
by Dc Laodcs-Bcrghes, Carfom procr¤dcd to found the Noflh
Amcrican Old Roman Catholic Church, which bccame one of
the largest Old Roman Catholic Churches in the world; by
1958, Carfora's organization numbered some 85,000 membcrs.
,.. In July 1942 Carfora consecrated Hub¤rt A Rogers. ...
Rogcrs bccame the hcad of th¤ North Americar Old Roman
Catholic Chuch. In 1969, Rogcrs consesrated Dani¤l Q.
BrowD to the episcopacy, ... Bishop Brown ... ordained and
consecratcd Bishop Schuokardt in Octob¤. and Novembsr

'9'l." lsurEMENr oN TIIE vAuDrn oF HoLf oftDt&t, A Mount
Sr. Miclncl! public{tioq pages 3 & 4 of$e SIATEMENT.I

The schismatic Old Catholic conncction is simply undeniable.
wc s¤a it ftom Math¤w to de Rachc; ftom d¤ Rache to Carfora; ftom
Carfora to Rogcrs; tom Rog¤rs to Brolvn; atd ftom Brotn to
Schuc,k rdt. The line of schismalic 'pscudo-bishops' is unbroken ftont
Mathew to Brown. It is continued with Schuckardt wlro wilh Brown's
help founeled his own serr" the Mdedne latin Rite Chutch.

7. t'rom Sect Critic To Sect Apologlsa
In 1980 Fr. Anthony Cekada publish¤d a lon& well-

resquchcd article on the Old Cuholics. Hc callcd it 'A Waming On
Thc Old Catholicr: Fdsc Bishops, False Churchcs'. It was publishcd in
the Ootob¤r, l9E0 issu¤ of The Romat Catholic. ln that article he
oharact¤rized thc Triktthe lath Rire Crsrc, as a "s¤ct'. Hc called it
& 'schismatic church'. He put it on his list of "Sohismatic Chuches."
He ruote: "Schuckadt formcd his own sc,ct ...." tRrv. ADthooy c¤ked& 'A
wdning o! Ttl. Old catbolica: False Bi.shoF, Frk Chutcbas," nt ntdtt Caloli.,
&obcr, 1980, p. l9.l

Thc articlc rcflcctcd the unanimity among traditional pd¤sts
on dlg subjec{ of Mount St. Miohael's. It was commonly regard¤d as a
s¤ct by Fr. Cckada, Fr. Dola4 Fr. Sarbom and by thc priests with
whom dty workcd. Th¤re wa!; nevcr a suggcstion dlat it wa6 anything
othcr than a s¤ci. It was inconccivable lhat the lik¤s of Brown and
Schuckar& would producc a traditional Catholic community. Brown
was a fallen away Carholio who joined a schismatic church. He was
ordained and consccrated for lhat scct. Hc was a marded man with two
chiftlren. Hc nas still living with his wife wheD he F¤tended to b¤ a
Catholic bishop. As for Schuck rdt, he ruled his chuch as if he were
its 'popc." And in time he claimed to be just dtat.

Therc was no objcc.tion arnong the pri¤sts to Fr. Cekada's
chancterizatiol of Mount St. Michael's as a schismatic church. Therc
was no outcry against calling Schuckardt's group a rcct b¤aause it was
obviously just that. And if there is an outcry now it is not b¤causo ncv
facts have b¤¤n uncovered which show tha! Fr. Cekada was wrcng to
call the Tridentire Lafm Rlte Church a"schismatic church' and "s¤ct."
Rather it is for othcr reasons. For ce ain priests now have a vcst¤d
inter¤st in convincing thc people that thc "scct" is really just another
Catholic GoDmunity.

One of tbese priests is Fr. Cekada who has promot¤d the
consecration of his ftcnd Fr. Dolan by the s¤¤t's bishop, Mark
Pivarunas, And so ftom being an outspoken critic of the Schuckardt
"scct'' and "schismatic church," as he callcd it, Fr. Cckada has b¤come
itr chief apologisl Hc is publicly associated with thc sect andjustifies
thc colsecration of Fr. Dolan by Schuckardt's successor. Hc has
changcd radically and &amatically, Nor has he made any serious
alrcEpt to rcconcilc thc contradictions b¤twcsr what he says oday and
what he said ilr the past. For the6c contadictions camot be reconciled.
Igtorc them ard, the! nlill go owql - is what he seoms to say.

But they will not go away in spite of the fact tllat he
approv6, justifios and defsndr thc cons¤cration of Fr. Dolan by Mark
Pivarunas, one of thc successors of FraDcis Schuckardt. Pivarunas will
d,o for Fr. Dolao what Amold Harris Mathcw did for Bcalc and
Howaflh. The ncfarious deed and sacrilegious crimc will bc rep¤ated at
St. C¤rtrude the Great Chuch in Sharonville. Aud with the boldncss of
an Amold Harris Mathew who dared to notifo Pope St. Pius X of what
hc di4 Pivarunas bas scnl noticss ofhis crime to bc to the rennant of
faithful Catholics thloughout thc counhy. As St. Pius X said: "We
vigorously cxhort you to guard zcalously against thcir frauds and
srra[es."

II. THE EPISCOPAL ORDERS OF PIVARI'NAS

The Worst Of Two Worldr: A Sect Bisbop
And A Thuc Bishop

In 'Bishop' Mark Pivarunas ws have th¤ wotst oftwo worlds.
He is a dubious Catholic and a dubious bishop. He is a dubious
Catholic because of his association with a schismatic sect. He is a
dubious bishop bccause he is a so+allcd Thuc bishop. The 'Thuc
bishops" arc clergymfi who tracc their orderc to thc latc Archbishop
NGOdinh-THUC of Sourh vietnam. Fr. Cckada exposed and
condeimpd th¤ Thuc bishops in his article "Two Bishops In Every
Gange". It app¤ar¤d in de January, 1983 igste of The Rornat Catholh.
Thc titlc stems from thc fact that th¤r¤ arc so many Thuc bishops in the
world- And their numbcr s¤cms sver to inca¤ase. Fr. Dolatr will soon b¤
added to the long list.

Some Tnticrl Thuc Bishops
In 1983 there were already hundrcds of Thuc bishops.

Among Thuc bishops are ilcludcd many apostat¤ Catholics aad non-
Ca$olic clergJ., They even include, according to Fr. No¤l Baftar4 a
notorious homosoeal who was commonly known as such hfore Thuc
consecratpd him. Thc following is a small sanple of Thuc bishop6.

Clcrncurc Dotningucz-Gonrez is a Thuo bishop who foondcd
a schismatic church in Spain, Hc calls himsclf Popc Grcgory
XVIL He has crcated over 90 "cardinds" and has canonized
ovcr two'thougand "saints".
Rogcr Xozih end Michael Fcnand4 ateThue bishopr who,
according to Fr. No¤l Barbara, 'were chargcd widt
rackaeering, and ... wcrc prosecut¤d iq thc court of app¤als
for frau4 and wcrc sentcnced to cight monrhs in prison with



parole '. IFr. Noel Ba6ara, WaRNING conc¤ming A Sccl Which ls 'Ma&
leltael Forics in fide, 758 lrrDay Fery Roa4 St. Louis, Mo- 63125.1
Jeon Lqbotic is the "beer delivery man" who founded dte
schismatic Latin Catholic Church of France sometimes
referred to as the Latin Church of Toulouse. H¤ was
consecrated at l¤ast drree times. The third time was by Thuc
in 1979.
,4ndrc Enos is ao apostate Catholic priest, a bishop of the
Old Holy Catholic Church and a Thuc bishop.

Othor "apostat¤s oflhe Catholic Church," to us¤ Fr- Barbara's
expression, who are Thuc bishops include: Claude Naata, Piene Sallc,
Jean Oliveres de Mamistra, Patrick Broucke de Tralles, Philippe
Migu¤t, Michcl Main and P.E.M. de Labat d'Amoux. t/Ddl Fr. C¤kada
said that Thuc "also ordaingd another 'Old Catholic' from Marseilles
named Garcia, and a oertain ex-conviat namcd Aftinet who wert oll
later to b¤¤4me a Palmar 'bishop'." [R¤v. Adhony cekad., "Two BisboF I'l
Ewry Garaga," ?he Ronai Calholtc, ta l¤ry, 1983, p. 1,1

Unsperkrble Crimc
To confer holy orders on such men is an urrpeaklble crime,

It is a bctrayal of Christ and the Church. It is a profanation of the
priesthood and the sacramonts. Thuc is rightly regar<led as infamous.
For he "lost his reputation in the opinion of upright and conscientious
Catholics". fJohn A. Abbo, s.T.L., J.c.D. atrd Jerone D. HarDarr s.T.D., J.c.D., fit
Sdcred Cdnorr (SL Loui3: B. Herder Book Co., 1960), vol. Il, p. t54.1 Thuc is as bad
as the vsry worst of the Nows Ordo biehops. To accapt him and his
bishops is as reprehorsible as being in communion with thc mort
radical modernists of the new church. To suggest thilt traditional
Catholic people should seek sacraments from such a soulpc is a scandal
and a b¤trayal of Catholic Tradition and practice,

From Thuc Crldc To Thuc Apologist
It is hard to b¤lieve that a Catholic Archbishop, who was sane

and in his right miod, could do such things. It is hard to believe that
priests would white-wash the crimes of Thuc by comparing him to
Archbishop Lcfebvrc. This was rec¤nily donc ia t|lLe uticle The Yalidity
Of The Thac Consecrations - an article filled with errorr and seriously
defective in its application of theological principles as we will show in
a comprchcnsive study of this whole issue that will appear, we hop¤, in
the not too distant future. It said that there were p¤ople who regardcd
Thuc as a valiant hqo. And thcre wsre thos¤ who considered hin to be
meDtally d¤ficicnt. Tho article says thc truth is in the middlc for hc was
just like Archbishop Lefebwe. It says: "On one hand, while Abp- T$uc
did say the traditional Mass, he was hardly another Athanasius. His
actions and his statements on the situation in the Church wcre, likc
Abp. Lofebvrc's, often contradictory and mystifying. ... On the other
hand, theological zig-zagglrg and ¤rrors of practical judgm¤nt prove
only that a given archbishop (take your pick) is human and
falliblo."lnev. Anthory Cakadr, "Ihe v.lidity of Thr Thuc conscclBiions,"
StCtRDO?IUrv, m PARS VERNA, MCI\,D(C[, pp. 7{.1

To compare Thuc to Archbishop Lefebwe is like comparing
Jack the Rippo to Nicodemus. In 1983 Fr. Cekada, who was ordahed
by Archbishop Lcfcbvre, askcd this question about Thuc bishops: "Can
we really takc all thic seriously and suppos¤ rhai lhe tishops' involved
in such goings-on ale the future of thc Church?" His answer

'Impomiblc [Emphasis added.] Eveo to refer to them as
'naditional Catholic bishops' lcnds too much resp¤ctability !o
the wholc busincss, which is, in this writer's opinion, very
disresp¤ctable indeed," lcefrda, "Two Bisbops h Ewry c'lage,'
op.cit., p. 16;l

Fr. Cekada was quit¤ correct then. He was as clrrcct about his
estimation of the Thuc bishops in 1983 as he was in 1980 about the
Mount St. Michacl sect. In fact he was somowhat prophetic. For hc said
of thc Thuo bishops: "The story will not end herc - it is probablo rhat
'instant bishops' will continue to multiply ¤xponentially, as among the
'Old Catholics."' trr'id l Indccd it will not cnd. For to thc list of "instant
bishops" will soon be added the name of Fr. Daniel Dolan.

1. TIIE THUC CONSECRATIONS ARE DOI]BTFIJL
BECAUSE OF A I.ACK OT PROOF

The Thuc consecrations are doubtful because thc proof
rcquirc.d by the Church $imply does not exist. That th¤ Church rcquires
proof is a fact She even specifies rhe kind of proof that is required. In
thc introductio! to his work Proof Of The Reception Af The
Sacranents, Fr. Sullivan says:

"In addition to a consideration of the differcnt forms ofproof,
special inEiarc¤r whaein the law requests proof that a
sacnrment has been received will also be matter for
discussion. These cases are pcrtincnt, for somctimes th¤ law
givcr not ody statcs that proof oust be fi$ished bur also
determines thc type of proof which is required. Io rhcse
circumstances the subject of thc law is granted no fteedom of
choice. The form of proof which he must present will not b¤
that which is more conveirient for him to secue, but the
particular one otipulated by official pr¤cept." [Rev. Eugen¤ H.
$ livu, Proof Of The Re.eption Of The Sacruments, (fhe
Catholie University Of America Press, Wash. D.C.:, 19,14)
p.x.I

Fr. Sullival says rhat thc Code of Canon Law only provides
for documertary proof to establish thc fact of th¤ reception of holy
orders.'Therc is no canon," he says,'in the Code which makes
provision for substantiating th¤ roc¤ption of holy orders in any way
other than by the cvidcnc¤ of documents." llbtd., p. r2t.l But if the
docuD¤nts are lost oI dcstroye.d thcologians say onc may provc the
reception ofholy orders by th¤ testimony of witnesses. This c,onclusiol
is based on an analogy of law. Theologians draw an alalogy from
canons 779 and 800 which providc for proof of thc reccption of baptism
and confimation by thc testimony of witncsscs if the records arc lost
or destroycd.

The tcstimony that would be required to prove the rcoeption
ofholy orders would be that ofone "qualified witness" or two or thrce
absolutely tustworthy witn¤sscs or more in vsry serious matiers. A
"qualified witncss" would be one who testifics to things don¤ in his
official capacity, such as the ordinary ofa diooese who ordains a priest
or a pastor of a parish who perfonns a baptism.

In the case of the Thuc consccrations the available testimony
is inadequatc. Thuc provided for no assistant priests to be prcsent who
could latsr tcstiry. And the testimony ofthe two laymsn who werc th¤re
is cssentially defeotive.

No A3si6tsrt Priests
It is quite reveali[g that thero were no assistant priests prescnt

at thc cons¤¤rations in qucstion. For it manif¤sts thc recklcssncss and
gross disregard for Catholic practico and TBdition dlat is so
charactcristic of the Thuc consecrations and of Thuc himself, Thc
Church requires two co-cons¤crating bishops at an episcopal
crnscqation. Fr, Clancy says that when the Supreme Pontiff graots a
dispensation from thc requir¤ment of co-consecrating bishops, he
"always commands that the consecratu be assisted by two or three
priests of some sp¤cial dignity." lRev. walrer B. ctorc1, Ihe Riis td



Cere"eni".t qturcd Odbnt 4%,(\Va3tL, D.C.: The Calholic ltniwtrity Press, 1962),
p. 74.] The ao$picuous abscnc¤ of assistant priests is also sigDificant.
This is so becausc assistant priests arc requir¤d not only to l¤nd
Eolflmity but to insurc that th¤ consecration is dotr¤ correctly and h¤nce
validly. Assistant pricsts, beoause of their firnction, would therefore bc
in a position to testiry to thc validity of a olandestine oonsecration. But
there were none present at &e clandestinc Thuc consecrations.

The Two Lrymell
There w¤rc two laymen p.¤scnt at lhc consecrations in

question. Fr. J¤nki$, Fr, Sanborn and I wsnt to Gcrmany to qucstion
thcse men. We discovercd that they could not tcstiry io the vatidity of
thc sacramcrlt canfcned. Nciiher could they tcstify that thc coEect
matter urd form wcre us¤d- Th¤ matto is the lafng-on of hands. Tte
form is made up of sixtecn words. One did not have thc faintcst idea
what the form of the sacaament was. Nor did he know if Thuc use,d one
hand or two hands. Thc other angrily r¤fused to answer any such
questions. He insisted that he could oot b¤ exp¤cted to remcmb¤r such
details aftcr so long. Thc testimony of the two laymen was therefore
seriously defcctive and essentially insufficicot. This is not to fault tb¤m.
Thcy wer¤ not there as witocsscs a8 one of them testified under oath,
After our mccting with the two lalmen, Fr. Smbom said quite
rlefinitively that fio Ttuc ¤ons@iations could not bc prov¤d in thc
extemal fonrm. Hc also said that even if they could bc proved we could
have nothing to do with them because they wcre too sordid.

Erlr¤mely Sigrilicrtrt
It is vcry significant tha, thc laymcn who wcrc prcsent could

not testiry that the sacramsnt was valiclly confefled. It is cxtrcmely
significant in spit¤ of th6 fact that the defenders of the Thuc
comeqations nakc light of it. They ridiculc those who say tlre Thuc
conseqations must b¤ rcgarded as doubtfrrl becaus¤ ofthc iosufficiency
of te$timodal evidencc. Nothing more is reede4 tb¤y say, thar to
establish that a c¤rcrnony took plac¤. Establish that aod validity must
be presumcd regardlcss of the circunstanc¤s. Is this tru¤?

To answcr this question it is occesssry to rcaa[ that the Code
of Canon Law provides only for dooum¤,ntary proof to subst¤ntiatc dle
rcception of holy ordcrs. Tcstirronial cvidencc is rrlni6gd !y s1
analogy of law to thc laws that gov¤m baptism and confirmation. By
way of this sanc analogr of law wc can dctcrnioe the firnction of
wibcss¤s at a privale episcopal conscoration by d¤tennini4 thcir
function at a privatc baptism.

P vrte Conseartdon - HYrt¤ Brptlsm
Thc responsibility of wihess¤s at a pdvate baptism is spelled {

ogi. !y.fr. Hcriben lonc in his work Moral Ihealogl This is a 
,

standard harulbook of Moral Theology. Fr. Jonc says:

'lf possible, two or at lerst one ra,it eJJ should be
pr¤s¤nt in privatc Baptiso, so that lhe administation of
Baptism can b¤ attestcd to (C. 742). Witncsscs ghould obscrvc
everything closely that they nry testiry !o ihe vrlHlty
I¤mpbrsb sddedl of the Sacram¤nt conf¤rrcd-" [Rcv. H¤.ibcri Jc6e,
o.nM. Crp., J.c.D. lorr, ?Xeotop (Westdiostlr,lrdybtrd: Th¤ N.ryD!tr \
Pr6s, 1962), p. 32?.1

The witn¤sscs arc to "tcstiry to thc yaridtty of the Sacrancnt
confcrrc<L' Thcy arc to "observe evcrythiag closcly that thcy may
tcstiry to the valw .-.." H¤ do¤s not say thcy arc to testiry that r
bapisroal ceremony took placc. Ho says thcy arc to testiry to thc
validity oflbc Sacramcnt conf¤rred." This refutes thc coltcntion that the
witness¤s rced only to tcstiry that r c¤.fEmody took place.

2, THE INCORRECT AND CORRECT PRESI'MPTION

The rlcfsnders of the Thuo cousecration insitt that w¤ must
prcsumc validity if a ccrcmony of cpiscopal consecration took plac¤
rcgardl¤ss of thc circumstanc¤s and th¤ lack of proof requirrd by the
Church. They rrc complctely wrong. In the first place proof is
nac¤ssary to establish a clandqstine qliscopal consccration. In thc
second placc, Fr. Cbadci Augustinc, ths famous carrodsl 8aF:

'The gcneral rule is that if thc matter and form r¤quircd for
thes¤ sacramqlts [i.e., 'Baptism, Corfirmation, and Holy
Ordcrs"l have bear properly applied by thc r¤sp¤crivc
ministcr, they are supposed and presumod to havc bcsn
conf¤rred validly," tR.v. P. Cbss. Ausurtine, O.S.B., D.D., professor of
Ctuil,att,l CotwEnury On Tre New Code Ol Carcr I4y, (St. Louis: B.
Her&r Boo& Co., 1925), vol. 4, p. 23.1

Fr. Augustinc does not say; if a ccremony took plac¤ the
saramenls are 'supposcd and prcsumcd to have becn conferrcd
validly." He says: 'if tha m4fret ar,i fom required ... have been
propcrly applicd by the respectivc ministcr, they are supposed and
presumcd to hav¤ b¤c[ confened validly.' This refutcs the notion that
ifa cacnony took plac¤ on¤ must prcsume validity rcgardlcss of rhc
cirqrmstanccr,

Thc oonclusion is iacsapable: the Ihuc consqrations are and
must be rcgsrded as doubtful be,cause of irttffiiefi doarmeitary ad
l$ttno al proof, Wc have no choice in the mat&r. Private opinions,
subjectivc beliefs ald persoml realizations arc lot the objcctive norm
of morality for Catholics. They are the things liberal Prctestrnts ard
mod¤mists appcal to in order to justiS whatev¤r it is tbey wrnt to do,

3. TIIE TIIUC CONSECBATIONS ANE DOI'BTFTJL
BECAUSE OF THE MENTAL STATE OF TITUC

The docum¤ntary or t$timonial evidcncc aec.ded !o prove thc
clandegtine Thuc cons¤caatioN docs not cxist. Ifit does would somconc
please produce it! lhe consecrations arc thq¤fore doubtful. But thcy arc
also doubtful bccausc of ssrious questions about thc mcrral statc of
Archbishop Thuc. ge waE knorvn to go in ard out oflucidity. Bolh Fr.
Sarbom ard Fr, Barbara raised questions about Thuc's m¤ d stability.
this is serious ald signifrcant ¤vsn though Fr. Sanborn would no doubt
lik¤ to r¤treat ftom this position as Fr. Barbara probably would. It is
scrious and significant bccause one must be ia "firll command of
reason" to validly administcr thc sactaEcnts. Thc fu. Rw. Msgr. Joseph
Pohlc, Ph.D., D.D., puts it thfu nay:

"Thc combination of matt¤r and form into a sacramenttl sign
(qtnletlo), and its application to the individual r¤cipiqr
(adniaistatio), - teto fac-tors wiich, with thc role otccption
of thc Holy Eucharist, invriably coincidq - rcqulre t
Dirfutar wbo hr' the full commmd of rcr'on. Ilerrcc
lunatics, childr¤n, and othcn who hrvo not the firll lr¤ of
rerson rre lncrprblc of rdmlnlsa¤rlng r Sscrsm¤trt,'
(Emphasis added.) 0o6epb Pol e, YLD., D.D.,Txc tucrote rs a
Dogt Mfc TEatise (g- Lottir: B. Herd¤r BooL Co., lt44), p. 162.1

Fr. Saabom actually suggcstcd that insadty ras a possible
explanation for Thuc's bizarre be,havior. Fr. Barbara wondered ifhe was
responsiblc for his actions. He spoke about Thuc's m¤ntrl stato ard 6c
efect it might havc on thc validity of his episcopal ooasec'rationr. Hc
said of Tbuc:



'Thc relapse into profalation of thc iscramcnt of
ordcr (thc latcst cons¤c{ation confened in a s¤ct was on 24
Scp 1982) and thc lack of fironcss in his promise not to
lapsc again makc it pcrmissiblc to ask an Gsserltial question.
Was this old ma!r, ov¤r 85 years of agc, in possession of bis
facultiG, did hc rediz¤ what he was doing in imposing his
han& so easily on no matter whom? Was he truly responsiblc
for his acts?

"We do rot lnow wift ccrtainty. Perhaps he was in
possession of his faculties, and pcrhaps he was not. That
wouldleave a doubt hovedng ovcr thc censur¤s inc-ur¤d, but
al$,o otyr the valtdtty of all these otdlnatlont-" (Emphasi$
added,) tfarbs' Aaltara,'WHATARB WB TO THINK OP THE BISHOPS
CONSECRATBD BY NGO DINHTHUC, CARMONAVEZELIS, MUSEY
ETC.?"1

4. AN IMPLICTT ADMISSION OF IIOI'BT AND A DECIDEI)
LACK OF OBJECTIVTTY

The doubts that cxist about thc Thuc coasecratiom arp
objcctiv¤, prualent and positive. They are based on the Code of Canon
Law and principles of Moral Theology. Thcy arc based on the glaring
lack ofproofand serious questions about th¤ m¤lisl staoe ofTbuc. Y¤t
in spit¤ of this there are certain pricsts who simply refusc to acc¤?t the
reality of thc situation. Thcy are dctcrmined to find somc way o justiS
approaching a Thuc bishop for cpiscopal oonsecration. This is their
hidden agcnd4 all thc claims to thc contrary and to complete objcctivity
notwithstanding.

It may be a misdirected z¤sl thar drives 6em or a lack of
oonfidcncc in Divine Providencc. And sad to s&y rhefc arc c¤rtaioly
dlos¤ n'ho arc just "being carried 8w!y," as St. Pius X put it, "by thc
fire of ambition." Thcy olaim that thcir r¤se3rch and writings arc
obj¤ctive. Th¤y attack thos¤ who opposc as6ociation vith the Thuc
bishops 86 not being objectivc. But such claims and attacks oftcn mask
a profound lack of objectivity. Thcy may even bc at titncs symptornatic
of sclf{ec,cption cspociauy in thc carc of vcqr intelligcnt pcrsons.

Fr. Sanbon is I very inlglligd pricst, evco a brilliant pricst
il somc ways. He has done a great aleal of good for thc traditional
cause. He is now, urfortuarcly, one of the most i4ortant dcfEod¤rs
of the Thuc cons¤crations. He olaims to b¤ completely objectivc. He
insists that he has no vested interest in justifing the Thuc bishops. But
his uguarded wonls tell a diff¤rer story. Thcy t¤ll of. pri¤st who is
dcsp¤rat¤ to find som¤ justification - any justificatioD - short of what
is intrinsically evil in ord¤r to justiry gatting consoqrated by a Thuc
bishop. ln his mind any circrmstantial evil Dot only may b¤ tolcratcd
but triJt b¤ tolerated in ordcr to gct cons¤aiat¤d io thcEc tim6. If this
sounrls likc an exaggeration then listcn to whrt h¤ himself h8d ro say.
Here is what he wrote to arl intcrested party. I have a copy of what hc
wrot¤ in my poEscssion. And I quotc:

"Bp, Gucrard des Iauricrs wcnt to Abp. Thuc in
order to obtain qriscopal consecration, in ordcr, in tum, that
the Mass and priesthood bc caded on in this crisis of thc
Church. Despite all the inprudencc and scandals ofThuc, thc
nccessity to have priests far outwcighs any bad ramifrcations
of recciving ordcrs from Abp. Thuc. As s matter of fact, I
would say that nothine short of an intrinsicallv evil act would
be ablc to constitutc a sumcicnt r¤ason to avoid thc r¤cr?tion
of a faditional eliscopal coneecration in thesc times."
(Emphasis in original.)

Fr. Sanbom's words bcspcak a ccrtain desperatioa !o somehow justiry
thc Thuc bishops;

"wa priests are getring oldcr, and our udty is
quickly fading duc to lack of authority. Thqre is a very grave
necd to find a bishop, train Fiests, and give dir¤ction !o the
faithfirl. This nce.d is so gtepdtb^l any circamstantiol evil mal
be ond must be ,oleruted in order to achieve thiE end.'
(EmDhasis addcd.)

These are not tha words of reasol sod objectivity. Thcy are
words of desperation and detdminatior to find somc justification for
gctting conseorrted by a Thuc bishop. Th¤y ar¤ dangcrous words. They
are wor& that must bc takcn into acaount whcn reading his defense of
the Thuc consecratioas. They arc morc than the grain of salt witb which
his clsims to "complet¤ objcctivity' must bo taken. And thcsc very non-
obj¤ctivc a¤ntilncnts of Fr. Sanbom wcre written long bcfore the
'exhaustivc inquiries" were complet¤d. In fact 0rey directcd much of
that research, The srmc is truc for Fr. Cekada who uses what is little
morc tban pure subjectivism to justifu the Thuc cod!¤cnrtions - as wc
shall s¤c.

Thc point I would make is this: the vcry determination of
such pricsts to vindicato the Tbuc consccrations and thc aemcrdow
¤ffort iu behalf of this causc is m irnplicit admissiod that th¤ doubts
about ihc Thuc consecrations are objective, prudcnt ard positive. Ifthey
w¤rc not, such a massive ¤ffort to overcame the,m would not be
required. Fr. Sanbom, himsclf, said that 'PAINSTAKING AND
ASSIDUOUS hours of rcscarclL many hun<hcds of them, by frany
priets both in the United States and Euop¤" were cxpende.d. 6ev.
Don ld saDbort, 'PREFACE," S,{CERDOIIUTV, m PARS VfiRNA, MCl,o(Ctr, p. 2.1

He acknowlcdged that 'Ordinarily episcopal conseorations do not
rcquirc such exhaustivc inquirics." ttbrd.l

He iE right, They only involve such "exhaurtive inquiries"
whcrr th¤ doubts are very rcal indced and bascd on objective fects. It
simply do¤s 'not require such exhaustive inquirica" to overcoEe doubts
that are subj¤ctivc, imprudetrt add negative. Hundreds of hours of
"painstaking rnd assiduous" research on two continents would not bo
ncccrsary in such a case.

Wbrt Thc "Erhrusdve Inqulrl¤r" Produccd
The grcat effort exp¤trdcd to ovcrcomc the doubts tcstifics to

tho objcctivc character of thc doubts. Thc doubti are manifesdy
positive. They are based on a lack of proof and the mantal stalo of
Thuc. But whaq rmy we ask, did thc hundreds of "painstatirg .nd
assiduous hours of r¤6carch" Foduc¤? Tbc defenclers of thc Thuc
consecrations say th¤ effort produced significant &sults. Thc non-
cxistent doubb have bccn ovcrcome5 thcy say. And how do they
accomplish this? They accomplish it by zora I cqtlMe ud a dooret
of Popc Bcnedict )GV. The "moral cartitu&" solution ie Fr. Cckada's
contnibution. To Fr. Sanbom goes the crc,dit for lbe docrm¤nt

trY, Cckrdr'E "Monl Ccrtltude" Solutlotr
Fr. Cckada inadvcrtcntly adErils and quickly forgcts lhat thc

way to cstablish an ¤piscopal consecration is by documeotNry proof. In
dre abacncc of such proof, "you took amth¤r routq' hc Eays. "You
brought the cvidcnce to som¤onc with authority - a dioccsan bishop or
a judgc in a Vrtican tribunal, say. Thc offioial examined thc cvidence
and issucd a decree stating that so-and-so had rcceived a sacrament.
fiese ofEcials cnjoyed ... the powet ,o esktblish in the eyes of clwrch
Iaw the lrct ,hat a gtven sacronental act tooh plac{. (Eryhasis
addcd,) tRGv. An$dy Gtrda 'Tbc Validi9 OfTb. Tbuc CoDsccatioos,. qp,cn, pt.
l2ll.l Thk is actually a fatal admission For it shows rhat it would rakc
the powo ofthc Church "to cstablish in the cycs ofchurch law the fact
that a givcn sacramcntal acl took placc," It would takc tb¤ power of O¤
Church to proy¤ th¤ Thuc coN¤crations "in the eyca of church lrw'.



But what h4pens if you do not have thc docurncntary proof
atld you can't appeal thc casc to th¤ Vaticrn tribual? Then thc
congesration is in a "Legal Limbo." To ga ir out of this limbo ofdoubt
Fr. Cekada us¤E "moral cenituden. Hc substihdcs his notion of moral
certitude for the authority of the Sacrcd Congagation ofthc Sacram¤nts
and lhe l{oly Offrce. He says: "Thc mcans we rsc is morol cenitude,
a simple coac,ept wc'll apply to the Thuc cons¤cratioos, just as we do
to any other sacrament." trDid., p. ll.l

In the fust placc 'moral certitude' is not a substitule for the
authority of the Holy Sce and the Vatican tribuals. Rsther 8 decisioD
of the compctcnt hibunal in the case of a doubtfrrl ordination is what
gives us moral ocrtitud¤, In thc seaond plac,e Fr. Cckada's conc@t of
'moral ccrtitude' has nothisg to do with Catholic Moral Thcology. It
is in fact littlc more than Protestaot subjectivism. It is thc productiol of
nonl truth by subjective realization. Hc says: "moral ccrtitu& occurs
when we r¤alize it's impossible for us to b¤ wrong about a pafiicular
fact, sincc the opposite of that fact is so unlik¤ly that we lnow it would
be impmdcnt to bcli¤ve it." grid., p.l6.l. And this subjectivism is
¤ndolsed by Fr. Srnbom. For it is the foundation upon which Fr.
Cckada buil& his whole case for thc Thuc cons¤crations. And Fr.
Sanbom endorses that case.

Fr. Cekada "rcalizcs' that thc Thuc coosecrations are certainly
valid, He "realizcs" that it's impossibl¤ for hiB to b¤ wrong about this
b¤caulc h¤ "r¤lizes" it would be imprudent to bclieye thc opposite of
that fad. Thef,¤for¤ they are certainly valid b¤cause hc r¤alizcs it.

Such a notion of moral certitudc could conceivably bc used
!o justiry anything. Al[ you would havc to do is "realize'tbat you are
right because "thc opposite of that fact is $o unlikcly that we know it
would bc imprud¤nt to b¤li¤ve it." Morality in such a system is the
conformity of personal behavior to a subjective realization Bthcr rhan
the confomity of our behavior to an obj¤ctive law. And this is tbe
means by which Fr. C¤kada has established the validity of the Thuc
conE¤crations. It is hisjustifiBtioo for irnposing the Eanifestly doubtfid
Thuc bishops and priests on the unsuspecting faiihful.

Fr. Sanborn'g
As for Fr. Sanbom's docume[t of Benedict Xry, it alro tums

out to b¤ a non-proof. Touted as an "iErportant find' it is supposcd to
demonstrate "that ¤ven consecrations at which thcre were to aJsitt4|,
prlests, eve^ l ega y, he to be d¤¤med valtl,' Eev. Doruld sonbonl
?REPACE", opct, p.3.1 But th¤ docum¤tlt says no such thilg. Fr. Sanbom
complet¤ly misr¤pr¤scnts it, unintcntionally I am sul¤. I havo a copy of
the document. Fr. Jcnkins has a copy as wcll. It does not say wllat Fr.
Sanbom says it says. The expresrion "dc¤m¤d valid' do¤s not evcn
spp¤ar in tbe documeDt. As Fr, Jerkins recendy wrot¤ to Fr. Sarbom:

"Fudh¤r$oFe, upon ¤loc¤r ¤xatriEatisn I fiad lhst
your referetrce to B¤ncdict )oV and Alcxa[der VII do¤s not
say wlra you claim it says. It mcrely Eakes th¤ point that the
abs¤occ of assistart priestE does not rgnder a cons6ration
itrvalid. No on¤ cvcr claimed th¤ conhary. Tlrc words 'must
be decmed valid' are not in thc refcrcncc, and constituto a
mislcading invcntion on your part. Surely you rccognizc rhe
diffcrcnoe betwc¤n what thc Church says is required for the
validity of a sacramcnt in itself and what proofs shc requires
that a sac?ao¤nt has actually been administercd and
administered properly so that it can b¤ publicly accepted! In
misappropriating and misrcpresenting the aforcsaid words of
Pope Benediot )(IV you have not only ignored this most basic
distinction; you have outright concealed it.'

Fr. Cckada's "morul cerrifridd solution and Fr. Sanbom's
"inponafi lnd solld,tiol provc nothing cxcept that thc doubb they have

tried so hard to ov¤rcome arc in fact !3 big ard rcal ar the Rook of
Gibraltar. That is why thcy nev¤r really dcal with thc doubs. They
ncvcr rcally corftont thc issues. They nwcr rcally rddress the qucstion
of proof or the mental staie of Thuc with regard !o what the Code of
Canon Iaw and Moral Thcology have to say about such things. Thcy
simply go around the doubts thc way a ship captain would go around
the Rock of Gibraltar - and understandably so. For as the Rock would
siak the ship so rhe doubts sink thcir position oa the Thuc bishops.

The Ordln ions Of Fr. Grccnwcll And Ft Brumborger
Therc is ouc final point that naeds to be addrcssed b¤forc wc

g¤t to lhc praclical consequenc¤s. In anothq despsatc ancFpt lojurtiry
the Thuc bishops csrtrin prieits hav¤ tricd to cquate thc clardcstine
Thuc consecrations lvith thc ordinations ofFr. Joscph Groenwcll and Fr.
Paul Baumberg¤r. But thc fact of thc matter is that thcse ordinations arc
Ore exact non-equivalcnt of the Thuc consccrations. Archbishop Thuc
kcpt rto rccords. Hc issucd no documents. The conseGations worc
clandcstinc. Thcrc were no assistatrt priests present, Thc layrcn prcsent
w¤r¤ oot pres¤rt as wibcas¤s. They could rot tcatiry to thc fad rhat lhe
clrr¤ct matter and folm wcre uscd.

In th¤ case of the ordhations of Fr. Grcenwell and Fr.
Baumbcrgcr th¤re wsre about forty lay p¤oplc pres¤nt including th¤
fartilics of thc two youig Eetl at thc iDsistenc¤ of the ordainiqg bislrcp.
There were fivc traditional priests pres¤rt. Therc w¤re pdcsts on cithcr
sidc of thc ordaining bfuhop. Thcy followc.d word for word as the
bishop pronouccd lhc form of thc sacrament as it is contained in the
Romar Potrtifical, add as it is s¤f apart fiom ft¤ acxt aE Pius )CI
ordercd. They saw ard know dnt the bishop laid both hands or thc
heads of drcsc young men. They can go before the Blessed Sacram¤nt
and swcar unds oath that the corect matter and form wcre used. Thcre
is no confusion in this matter. Furthermore, thc ordaining bishop issucd
multiple ordination documents with his signature ald his seal.

The ordinations of Fr. Greenwell and Fr. Baumbcrger havc
werything the Thuc conseqatioos lack. They have su{ficient md
abundant documcntary and tcstimonial poof.

IIL PRACTICAL CONSEQUENCES Atrd FINAL
CONSIDERATIONS

l. A Ilublom Bishop Is No Blshop
Thc Thuc consecrations arc doubtful. The Thuc bishops

thaefore are dubious bishops. "Bishop" Pivarunas is a Thuo bishop. He
is a dubious bisbop. Fr. Dolan will be a dubious bishop. ln thc practical
order what does this mcan? In the pra*ical order it m¤ans that a
doubfirl bishop is "no" bishop bccausc a doubtfully consccratcd bishop
is Grbidd¤n !o exercire his doubtfirl ordcrs. ln the first place it is a
sacrilcge to administer doubtful sacrarnents. In the sccond place the
pricsts odaincd by a doubtful bishop arc also doubtfit pri¤s$. Th¤
Masscs thcy say arc doubtful Masecs. The absolutions they prcnouncc
in the confcssional are doubtfrrl absolutions, The Last Ritss ttcy
adEinistcr to th¤ dyhg arc doubtful Last Rites. In other words thc
Masscs they say, the absolutions they pronounce, and the last
sacram¤nts they administer uay all be completcly invalid. Ifftcad of
giving thc Body and Blood of Christ in Holy Couuouuion, they rnay bc
giving only a pi¤ce ofbrcad. It may bG only brcad that they givc !o th¤
dlng as viaticum, Thc host in thc monsranc¤ for bencdiction may be
rothing rrore than merc brcad. The oil they us¤ to administs the
Sacramcnt ofExtreme Unotion may be just plain olive oil and nothing
morc becausc it was consecrated by a doubtful bishop. And on and on
it go¤s.



2. Th¤ Srfer CourEe Mu3t Be Folow¤d
Th¤ tenohing of the Catbolic Church that applies in the

pr.ctioal ord¤r is lhat we must follow the safer ooursc, This must be
done b¤causc the Church teaches it. And it must be d,on¤ for the sak¤
of chariry, justicc and rcverence for the sacramcnts. Fr. Jore says:

"In administering the Sacram¤nts onc must, out of rcvcrsnc¤
due to the saorametrt, and often out of justice and charity,
decide in favor of thc opinion that safeguards the validity of
the Sacrament." llold,, op. ctt.,O.4t.l

Fr. Henr)/ Davis says: "In conf¤rdng the Sacramcnts ... it is
nev¤f, allowed to adopt a probable coursc of action as to validity and to
abandon the Safer ooulse.' [HeDry Davis, s.!., Moral and Pa!,toral TIEoloE,
(LondoD: Sheed d W.r4 193S), "SACRAMENIS', vol. III, p. 27.1 It i8 a monal
sin of saoilcge to abatrdon the safor coursc and administcr doubtful
sacramcnts. In the case ofthe necessary sacramcnts it i$ a triple o]onal
sin: a mortal sin of sacrilege, a mortal sin againrt charity and a morlal
sin agabrt justicc, Again to quote Fr. Davis:

"To do so [i.e., to abandon thc safer coursc] would
be a grievous sin against religion, namely, an act of
irrevcrcnce towards what Christ our Lord has instituled; it
would be a gricvous sin 8gainst charity, as the rccipient
would probably bo deprivcd of the graccs and cffect of the
Sacrament; it would be a grievous sin against justice, as thc
recipient has a right to valid Sacraments whenaver the
minister, wheth¤r ex officio or not, undd.&es to confsr a
SaoTament. In the nec6sary SacrameDts, there is no doubt
about the triple sin; il the Sacrarncdts that arc not ncccssary,
thcre will always be the grave sacrileg¤ sgainst religion."
Uba.,p.27.1

Mark Pivarunas is a dubious bishop. He is even a doubtful
pri6q he may bejust a layman. Thercfore his attqnpt !o consecaale Fr,
Dolan will bc a sacril¤ge. On Novcmber 30, 1993 hc will commit
sacrilcge. Fr. Dolan will commit saodlege. And the people in the pews -
who psrtioipat¤ and givc their approval - will share in thc crime. They

will share in this trag¤dy and tavesty of Catholic Tradition and
practicc. And as a recqlt there will commence the beginniag of an
almost ¤ndlc$ chain ofgravc offcnces against thc laws of God and the
sanctity 8nd intcgrity of the sacramcnts. Urmumb¤red will b¤ the monal
Eins against justice and chsrity. And trav¤sty of travcstics, this will all
bc doae in the name of defcnding Catholic Tradition!

3. Eow Could It Hrppen?
How could it happen that priests who workcd so hard for so

loog for lhe pr$crvation of Carholic Traditior could cod up advo¤ating
thc causc of a scct and cnt¤ring into an auiance with its cler$O How
could they willingly associate with dubious Catholics and dubious
bishops? How could such a bag¤dy and Aavesty occur?

We havc already noted rbat some rrtty be impaticnt with
Divirc Providcnce. Others are rulcd by a misdirected zeal. And alas we
have to say that there are even those driven by "the fire of ambition,"
as St. Pius X said of the "pseudo-bishops' of his day. Wiscr and better
men havc fallen ftom grace. Wiscr and bener men havc abandoned the
way of truth. It happcned to David. And it happered ro Solomor.

Solomon ascended th¤ throrra at cighr¤en. H¤ reigncd fony
year8. Hc was th¤ fsvorite ofhis farh¤( David. He built thc Te6plc. He
found favor with Cod. He was renowncd for his wisdoo and
knowledgc. Inded he was thc wise$t of men. He was a philosophcr and
a poel. H¤ spoke 3,000 prov¤rbs 8nd coErposed 1005 songs. Hc rras a
writ¤r of sacred scriptur¤. In his youth he aske.d for wisdom. And in his

old agc "his heart was tum¤d away ... to follow strange gods .,,." Ho
who built the Temple !o the rrue God in thc snd "worshipped Astadhc
thc goddcss of thc Sidonians, and Moloch the idol of the Ammonites."
(3 Kugs l1: 4,5) To Moloch thc pagans sacrific¤d their first bom sons
by fue. Yct Solomon worshipped this demon god of the pagars. He
built tqnples to falsc gods ¤v¤n in Jerwalem itsclf. God wamed him.
God comnanded him not to do these wicked things. But Solomon
ignorcd thc warnings. Hc pcrswered in his wickcdness. For thc wiscst
of m¤n b¤camc the blindcst of m¤n.

'And thc Lord was angry with Solomon, because his mind
was tum¤d away from the Lord thc God of Isracl, wto had
app¤ared to him twic¤, and had coDmanded him conc.eming
thii thing, that he should not follow stralrgc gods: but he k@t
not the things which the Lord commandcd him." (3 Ki4r I I :
9-10)

If sorn¤thing like that could happcn to a Solomon, thcn to
lcsser men it could happ¤n, too,

4, The Church Wtlt Prevail
For ollf patt we must not lose Faid. We must not b¤

impatient with Divine hovidsnc¤. The Church will pryvail. The
Catholic Church is thc Mystical Body of Christ. Our Lord Jesus Christ
is the Invisible Head of the Cburch. The Holy Ghost is the soul of the
Chuch. The intrinsic reason for the indefectibility of thc Church of
Christ lies in her im¤r relatiotr with Christ, who is the Foundation of
tho Churoh (l Cor. 3,11) ard with the Holy Ghost, *4o indwclls in her
as essence and life-principlc." tDr. Lud$,ig oq FudonEd'b of cotlelic
DoSns (Sr. Louis: B. Heder Book Cotrrpstry, 199), p. 291 "Lel the one
proposition suffice: C'lfist is thc Head of the Church, the Holy Ghost
hcr soul.' [Leo )CII , Ercyclical "Divitrruo i[ud"]

When will the Catholic Church faltcr? "The Church will
tottff " said, St, Augustinq 'when hcr foundation tott¤rE. But how shall
Chdsr totter? ,.. as loog as Christ doer not tottcr, neith¤r 8hall the
Chuch totte( in etemity." tQuoEd ht i4,p.2t.1 For the Catholic Church
is invinciblc and indestructible. Sh¤ withstands all the crrors and
i$aults of the D¤yil.

The Son of God does trot need our fe¤bl¤ efforts to savc His
Church. If Hc uscs us to assist His cause, it is a gr¤at privil¤ge for us.
But H¤ does not n¤e.d u8. He does not need us and Hc c¤rtainly docs
not tr¤od the novel invcntions of men who would impose vcry natural
and very faulty solutions on ¤ssentially supernatural problcrns. If God
wants us to havc bishops, then bishops we shall hav¤. Nor will therc bc
any doubt that they are both Catholic and valid. We do not llecd to
ertr into 8n alliance with dubious Catholics and dubious bishopr. This
will not solve our problems or win God's favor. It will bring down His
math upon the remnant of faithful Catholics. Th¤ Catholic Church is,
.s $e first Vatican Council put iq "an uncoaquered stability." She is
"built on I rock'. And she "will continuc to stand until the eod of
timc.' For, as Loo XII, p'rt iti "The Chxrch of Chrjst is ore and
everlsrting." lQtr'.,t diarDrd, p. 296.i Wc wait. And wc trust, Our Lord will
not abandon uJ. And Our Lady will not lcavc our side if wq sand fast
and hold the traditions. "Thereforq breducn, stand fast; and hold the
traditions *'hich you have lcamcd, whcther by word, or by epistle.' (2
Th¤ssalonians 2: 14)

Due to the urgent rature of the present BUUETIN the third part on
Pstriotlsn and America will qpear in the Norembel issue. Ve
apologize fol this but leel tho, it is \ecessary.
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