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"One of the primary obligations assigned by Christ to the office aivinely
committed to Us of feeding the Lord's fiock is that of quarding with the grea-

test vigilance the deposit of the Faith deliver-* to the Saints, rejecting the
profane novelties of words and the gainsaying - ‘nowledge galsely so called.

There has naver been a time when this wotchfulness of the supreme Pastor

was not necessary to the Catholic body: for, owing to the efforts of the epemy

of the human race, there have never been lacking "men speaking perverse things"
(Acts xx,30), "vain talkers and seducers" (Tit.1,10), "erring and driving into
error” (2 Tim.i11,13). It must howaver beesn confessed that these lattar days
have witnaessad a notable increase in the numbar of the enomies of tha Cross of
Christ, who, by arts entirely new and full of deceit, are striving to destroy
the vital energy of the Church, and as far as in them lies, utterly to subvert '
the very Kingdom of Christ.....

That We should act without delay in this matter is made imperative as-
pacially by the fact that the partisans of error are to be sought not only
among the Church's open enemies; but, what is to be most dreaded and deplored, -
in Her very bosom, and are the more mischievous the less they keep 1n the open.
e allude, Venerable Bretheren, to many who belong to the catholic laity, and,
what is much more sad, to the ranks of the Priesthood itself, who, animated
by a false zeal for the Church, lacking the solid safaguards of philosophy and
theology, nay more, thoroughly imbued with the poisonous doctrines taught by
the anemies of the Church, and lost to all sense of modesty, put themselves for-
ward as roformers of the Church; and, forming more boldly into line of attack,
assail all that 1s most sacred in the work of Christ, not sparing even the
Pevson of the Divine Redeemer, YWhom, with sacrilegious audacity, they degrade
to the condition of a simple and ordinary man.

Although they express astonishment that We should number thom amongst
the enemies of the Church, no one will be reasonably surprised thac We should
do so, 1f, leaving out of account the internal disposition of the soul, of
which God alone is the Judge,onc considers their tenets, their manner of speech
and their action. Nor indesd would he be wrong in regarding thom AS THE MOST
PERNICIOUS OF ALL THE ADVERSARIES OF THE CHURCH. For, as We have said, they put
into operaticn their designs for Her undoinu, not from without, BUT FROM
WITHIN. Hence the danger is present o1mest in the very vains and heart of the
Church, whose injury is the more certain from tha very fact THAT THEIR KMOWLEDGE
OF HER IS MORE INTIMATE.

Moreover, they lay the axe nct ¢ the branches and shoots, but to the
very root, “nat is, to the Faith and jts deepest fibres. And once having struck
at this root of immortality, tlsy procacd 2o diffuse poisan through the whole
tree, so that there is no rart of Catholie Truth which they leave untouched,
none that they do not strive to corruct. Further, none is mors skilful, none
more astute then they, in the eoplopment of a thoueznd noxious devices; for they
play the double part of raticralist ani catholic, AHD THIS SO CRAFTILY, that

they easily lead the urwery iato errov: and as audacity is their chiof charactaris~

tic, there is no conclusion from which they shrink or which they do not thrust
forward with pertinacity and assurance.....

It is one of the cleverest devices of the Modernists (as they are com-
monly and rightly callad) to present their doctrines without order and syste- .
matic arrangement, IN A SCATTERED AND DISJOINTED MANNER, so as Lo wakz 1t anpaar
as 17 their minds werc in doubt or hesitation, whereas in reality THEY ARE
QUITE FIXED AMD STEADFAST.For this reason, it will be of advantage, Venerahle
Poclheicn., *o bring their teachings together here into one group, and to point
out their interconnection, and thus to pass fo an examination OF THE SOURCES
OF THE ERRORS and to prascribe remedies for averting the evil results.....

Beginning of the Encvclical Letter "PASCENDI DOMINICI GREGIS" on tha .

Doctrines of tha Modernists,

by

His Holyness, St. Pope PIUS X, 1907.
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INTROGUCTION.

In a previous assay entitled: "TEILHARD DE CHARDIN AND THE DUTCH CATE-
CHISH", published by the International Cathelic Priests Association in 1974,
I portrayed in great detail what many consider the central problem in the
Catholic Church today: the dissemination of Modernism with itz cockle of heresy
through the widespread acceptance of the Teilhard de Chardin interpretations
of Vatican II to the detriment. as His Holynoss Pope St. Pius X predicted, to
the Catholic Faith of millions: laymen, Priests, Bishops.

Such an article could bg viewnd as having started 'somewhers in the
middie' of a very complex, constantly developing process. It is the purpose of
this second article:

1: To look BACK from this somewhat central position to the root-causes of
this present-day situation, to study the 'how' and ‘why' of this development,
2. To Took AHEAD and study its fatal. inevitabls consequences: consequenceas

which have already come to pass and can be studied from authentic documentations,
and the ones still to coms as logical conclusions.

It is good, in this context, to be consoled by the parting words of Our Divine
Saviour: "I wil! not ralinauish wou liks orphans". We CAN know. Mo ARE in a
nosition to understand. Mo MUST foresea. It is His Wil1. It is the will of His
Vicar as clearly appears from his guoted words.

From the above the presant paper divides naturally into two 8B parts.
The first part will consist of two 8 chapters:

(a) a study of the long preparation towards the Teilhard de Chardin brand
of HModernism, and

(b) an even more important study of the careful preparation towards its
acceptancea,

Thase twe aspects are WOT the same and must not be confused, as will be shown.
The second part too will consist of two 8 chapters:

(¢} a study of the conseguences of the acceptance of the Teilhard doctrine
as it affected a particular diocese: its catechetics, the training of
its oriests and related topics; and

(d) a study of what may logically be expected to happen if thesz disastrous ef-
fects arz allowed to develop to their inevitable outcomes, given the
present situation and taking into account the forces that are working
towards a definite and.

To understand all this aven bettar it is necessary not only to Took back and to
look ahsad. but also to branch out sideways and stuﬁg a parallel situation which
1s rapidly develoning in the secular society of our times. This parallel deve-
Topment will be the subject-mattor of a THIRD article, which will enable us to

follow more accurately ¢ho COMETHED tyeond of thinos 0 +thodiv Tagiead conclusinne



1 cannot stross enough, as I have done in provious articlas, the ABSOLUTE
necessity for a Catholic, to understand, to KNOW, what i< meant by CATHOLIC
FAITH. In order teo have a deep love for this priceless possession, a Catholic
must know what it is, and how it is diffaerant from any other faith. Ve Just
read the warning of Pepe St.PIUS X: that the axe is being laid at tho vyory root,
that is to the Faith itself, and we will hear Teilhard proclaim fhat that is his
very intention,

PART ONE. THE LONG PREPARATION TOYARDS THE TEILHARD DE CHARDIN
, BRAND OF MODERNISH. (Ch. 1) and

THE CAREFUL PREPARATION TOWARDS ITS ACCERTANCE. (Ch. 2)

MODERNISHM is the genmeral name given to the school of thought, or systom,
which puts the fundamental t’ruths of the Catholic Faith in jeopardy by 1ts con-
stant effort to subject the whole of Catholic doctrine to the requirements of
human thought. Mhatever the exponent of this 'human thought' may be at a par-
ticular time. In its early days it was RATIONALIST philosophy, (Diderot, d'A-
lembert, Voltaire), then POSITIVISH, SCIEMCE, and finally, in its present-day
virulent Teilhard de Chardin form, the whole of Catholic Dogma must he subjected
toe the roguirements of that pscude-scicnce: EVOLUTION. The immediate aim of
modernism is the total destruction and collapse of ths Catholic Faith. Its ul-
Fimﬂtﬁ aim is the domination of the Cathelic Church by the Prince of Darkness,
Aspects which make medernism more understandable are HATURALISH (Rousscau) and
HUBSNTSH .



To give you some idza of what is meant here: Just imagine what would hap-
pen to those glorious dogmas of the Cathelic Faith as the Divinity of Christ, -
the perpetual Virginity of Mary, the Divina Maternity of Mary, the Ingrrancy of
Scr1pture. if thay could only be acceptad in so faRscicnce with its 'proofs'
and 'disproofs' would have the final say in it. What would be loft of the most fun-
demental doctrine of them all: thc Rlessed Trinity? '

Right from the start of this dissertation twe things must be clearly
borne in mind: -- tho absolute impossibilitv of the Catholic Church ever being
averpowered by the forces of darkness, no matter how reduced and almost invisi-
hla the Church may hocome, and

' ==~ the utter possibility of whole sections, even very larga sec-
tions uf cathﬂ11cs losing their catholic faith to modernism AND THUS MO LONGER
COMSTITUTING THE CATHOLIC CHURCH, no matter how perplexingly big and wall-orga-
nised thair world-wide body may appear to us.

It must further be recognised that it is onc thing to, prepare a world-
wide system of heresy and guite another thing to have it accepted. The former has
received quite a covering in respeonsibic books and publications. The latter is
subtle, is the more pernicious (as the Holy Father called it), has not been
adequately. dealt with, but has causcd the wido-soread damane. fdam and Eve were
botr tempied to the SAME act of discbedionce. but they were alse subjected to
differant preparations of ACCEPTAMCE. The prenaration towards the acceptance of
3 ngy faith is Just as iwperlant as the preparaticn of the pew faith itsclf,



- i s

CHAPTER ONE. ~ SHORT HISTORY GF MOCERNISM. ITS TRAMSITION INTO
TEILHARD'S: SYSTEH.

How far the cancer of Modernism has zaton into the very 1ife of many ca-
tholics becomes jmmediatcly apparent to anyone who takes time &BE-to rcad what
Popes and Councils of the Church have said over the last 140 wears. An axcellent
compendium of the history of Yodernism and its orrors and herasics is containad
in a recent book: "The Enemy within the Gate", by Fr. McKez. The book, however
qood on the description of the Madornism condemncd by St. Pope PIUS X, 15 com-
paratively silent on the transition, vital to us, to thc Modernism of Teilhard
which has swept the Church our timas.

To qive you an idca how far back onc has to go to hear a clear echo of the
difficulties of our own times, I'11 quote the following entry HERDER's Church-
Lexicon:

"CLEMENT AUGUST von DROSTE-VISCHERING....became Archbishop of COLOGNE
in 1835....His condcmnation of writings favouring herctical tendancies
and his disavowal OF CERTAIN PROFESSURS OF THEOLOGY INFECTED BY HERESY,
arcused the animosity of the government against him.... After an im-
prisonment of two yzars, the firchbishop was honourably reoleased.
‘He resigned his position as firchbishop of Cologne and went to ROME

Y, whore he became an adisor to Popa GREGORY XVI."

It was this Pope who in 1835 condomned the works of ons of thoss German
theology professors, one Fr. George Hermes, as herctical for exactly the same
reasons; POSITIVISM, as MODERNISH would be condemnzd more than 70 years later,
in 1807, by Pope St.PIUS X. From 1832 onwards the uninterructed stream of condem.,
natigns from the Holy See. gaining in clarity as the infernal intentions of the
eﬁﬁmg became more cluar, did not lazave anvone who valusd his catholic Faith in
any dnubt as to the dividine Tine between Scisncz and Ravelations.



Host of this is availablzs to any alert catholic, cven today, but maybe
enly a Saint 1ike Pope PIUS X could forzsses the unprecedented upheavals in the
Church of the 2nd half of the 20th century and the ferocity with which the
BREAK with the past would come. For, if most of us are conscious of ONE THING,
1t 1s NOT that we have developed from a bad situation before VATICAN II to a
wors€ situation afterwards, but rather, that such an awful lot of people who
sti11 scem to be inside the Church, appear to have broken with the past and
with Tradition. On the one hand, the devil and his minions GRAGUALLY devalopad
the ruéchésfui tlat us call it } SCHOOL of Modernism, condemncd by PASCENDI,
MANT GENERIS' of 1850, But ant to this gradua1 development of this new faith
something else developed. And it was in this area that at a given instant
something gave, something collapsad, and this is what I have celled the top-
secrot, very elusive and subtic preparation to the ACCEPTANCE of the modernistic
thought, of the deceit. Many cathelics have become modernistic NOT because of
intellectual conviction: they would hardly know how to formulate it, but for
totally different reasons with which we will occupy ourscives in the 2nd
chapter., First: how did the modernism of LOISY and TYRRELL devclop into the
modernism of TEILHARD? How did it co from a 'school' irto a clescly knitted
'system'? Lot us listen to the ones appointed by God to teach us in these matters.

Here 5 the aaeniwn paragrzpa with which Pope St.PIUS X starts the body

of his famous =pcyclical BASCENDT, immzdiately following thz gquola on p. 2i:



"To broczed in an orderly mannsy in the somewhat abstruse subject
it must Tirst of 211 ba noted that the Hodernist sustains and includes

within himself a WAMIFOLD PERSONALITY: he is a philosohher, a pelie-
var, o theoloajan, an historian, a critic, an apologist, a reformer!.
This is a clear description of the various strangs of their SCHOOL. In his lenathy
encyclical the ioly Father deals with cach strand separately in amazing depti.
Mow Tet us briefly Tistan to the words with which another Pope, Pope
PIUS XIT, introduces the body of his argument, in his soually famous encyclical
"HUMAMI GEMERIS" of 1254:

e

v glance at the world outside the Datholic foid will familiarize us
easily enough with the False dirsctions which the thought of the learned
often takes. Some (he means i.a.Teilhard here) will contend that THE
THEGCRY OF EYOLUTION as it is calied - a theory which has not yet been
proved beyond contradiction @ven in the sphers of natural science -
OAPPLIES TO THE ORIGIN OF ALL THINBSKHATSOEVER..... These false evolu-
tionary notions, with their denial of all that is absolute or fixed

or abiding 1n human experience (Tradition) HAVE PAVED THE WAY FOR A

fEM PHILOSOPHY OF ERROR".

(The Holy Father then continues to vizw philosophy, theology, autho-
pity from this central point of wisw: evolution. condemning the aberra-
‘tions in sach caused hy these 'false evolutionary notions'.)

50, in the intervening 40 odd vears separating these two great encyclicals,
what consistod of various strands had now developed into a modernistic 5YSTEM:
avolution, which system proved to be just as fallacious as the strands from
which 9t was composad and out of which itlhad grown, It is from this central
point of evolution that svery thing in catholic dogma, and cathalic Bible exe-
gesis; and Catechetics, and Tradition s being wiowed and taught oy the dis-
pbedient sons and daughters of the Church. 'These false evolutionary notions'.
Pope St. PIUS X clearly showed that no human system, howaver sound, can on its
own aver be the touchston: of Revalation and Faith. What then about the drift-
sand of the theory of gvelution, which s n the brocass of being discarded by
an ever widening circle of sciantists on puré scientific grounds?




That EVCLUTION was chosen by the enamiss of God to become the venicle

of introducing SYSTEMATIC MODERNISM within tha catholic Church on a grand ScaTL
in order to subvert it more offectively from YITHIN, is borne out by numerous
testimonies. -- The very possibility of this happening did not sscape clear-
sightaed nen in DARWIN's own Tifetime. Prof. SEDGWICK of Cambridge, a goed friend
of Darwin, read 'Ovigin of Species! and then wrote to Darwin, Christmas 1859,
warning him that, if his avolutionary teachings were acceptad, 'humanity would
suffer a damage that might brutalize it and sink the human race into a Tower state
of degradation than any into which it has failen since it written records...'

- The following two guotes are from an intoresting book callad "DARWIN,
BEFORE AND AFTERY by Robert E.DL.CLARK, M.A., PH.D.:

"Evolution,in short, gave the dogr of evil a respite from his con-
scignce, The most unscrupulous behaviour towards a rempet1tar could
now be rationalisad. Evil could be called good!.

"In tima, the thoory of avelution permezted human thought in almost
Cevery direction. Tho ultimate result was exactly what Sedgwick had

‘said would happen: brutalisation. The new doctring very soon began tn
undermine religion.” -

Books have been written,tco mapy evon tn enumerate, how the theory of evolution
has inspirad Big Business, Educzzion, Prussianism, Communism: Fascism, Religion,
(only so-~called 1ike tha DUTCH TATECHISM, =.10: 'The life in myv body comes from



the beasts® and right throuch the book), Irveligion, Sex philosephy. Abortion,
Society. On the Jast topic, B.G.SAHDHURST wrots a book: “HOM BEATHEN IS RRITTAIN?Y
1548, from which the following passags is guoted in the discussicn on Army OFfi-
cers trainees: "Oficn onc-third of my audiences are so conditionzd by the theory
of evolution that they cannof belicve that they avs in any way different from

the ocher animals".

How Scientific is all this? The positien in this rogard is very well sum-
mod up by the fellowing quote from: "THE PREMISES OF EVOLUTIONARY THOUGHT® by
R.d. Rushdoony:

“Sigmund FREUD, as an cvolutionary scientist, has been a source of em-
Barrassment to his many dedicated followers a2t cna critical point:

Freus grounded his cvelutionary thinking firmly an the theories of
LAMARCK. The inharitance of acquired characteristics is basic o Freud's
anthropology, biolegy, psycholoay. In the face of extensive criticism
‘Preud 'adhercd throughout his 1ifz to the Lamarckian beliof' (JOMES).

At this point even his devoted disciple and bicgrapher, Dr.Ernest JOWES.
criticised Freud zs "ihat onz must call an obstinate adhorent of this
discredited Lamarckism", Freud, however, was resolute. BECOUSE DF HIS
AOSTILITY TO RELIGION the doctrina of Evolution was intensely important
to Freud, and cvolutionary theory provided for no effoctive mechanism
for svalution apart from Lamarck. TO DEMY LAMARCK and the inheritance
of acquired characteristics was %o posit a god-like power somewhcro

in or behind evelution and to introduce Tllegitimatzly an element resem-
bling the SUPERNATURAL..."

Multiply this incident a million times over and over acain: the blind acceptance
of unscientific wishful thinking against evidence. in order to vent one's splesn
against God, Religion, the Supernatural, the Church, and ohe can appreciate the
picture of the Catholic Church, surrounded by scicntific hostility as a belea-
guered city of God. In order to sec this evan hetier. see "THE TWILIGHT OF
EVOLUTION® by H. MORRIS, mp. 25 - 26 for 'veligious' hostility, and "SCIENTIFIC
STUDIES IM SPECIAL CREATIOM" (LAMMERTS) pp. 338 - 343 for social and aducational
nostility since all have been drenched with evolutionary theoriss, "those

false evolutinmary potions,.."



hihat about erosions caused by evolution within the beleaguered city?

Here, for the saks of space only. we must confine curselves to the writings of
the late PIERRE TEILHARD DE CHARDIN, who, as we will sce, deliberately chose to
remain within the visible confines of tha Cathzlic Church, the belcaguered city.
in order to be botter able to subvert Her from within. However, it is absolutely
impopssible to quote any other modern Modarnist wWidSraised his voice against the
Church from within, who was not deeply influenced by TEILHARD. Even if they

co not follow his absurd system, thay have adopted his principles and have all
clamoured for recognition of evolution as a legitimate theological principle to
explain Bible and Dogma. Monc of thom waitod for approval, all' disrecarded dis-
proval. Hera is an exampla from the writinas of one of those theologians of repute:
Fr. Karl RAHNER, 5.4,

“In the present state of theoloagy and science it cannot be proved

that polygenism conflicts with orthodax teaching on Original Sin. IT
WOULD BE BETTER, THEREBORE. IF THE MAGISTERIUM REFRAIMED FROM CENSURING
POLYEENTSH™,

i "ORIGINAL SIM I THE LIGHT GF MODESYH SCIZNCE", the Tate FroPatrick O'CONNELL

'F' D. d\..i_'n..ll-"—"ill-"'c this prepestaraus ciatm (op 77 - £22).

Roturping thee to TEILHARD udelnue reached z critical stage in our dis-



course, Enough is known about his theories, BUT WHAT ABOUT INTENT? Uas he simply
mistaken or a dupe, or was there more te it? Here we can start %o giscern a glim-
mer of the naked Tace of Satan Rimself in his twofold nreparation. Teilhavd was
cortainly used to introduce a deceitful system into the Church and he knew what
he was doing. But was he also usad deliberatsiy to have the systam ACCEPTED? If
the latter 1s true then Teilhard 98 just as incisnensible as he is inexcusablo
with regard to the damace done, even if, afer the deadly peison has taken offect.
many now pretend that theyv have discarded him as a useless syringa. I am sorry

if we anly have used the clghlights in ths history of Modernism 4n order to come
To this position, but the detailed study of what is to follow is imperative if one
wants to keep a clear head and untroubled eye in the massive confusion all around
us. Me will finish this first chapter with an outline of Teilhard's pesition and
use 1t as an introduction %o the sacond chapter whars we study the widespread
acceptance of his subversion and the underlying causes.



Teilhard's brand of avolution is best described as a THEISTIC PANTHEISH,
WHICH 15 of course a contradiction in terms and therefore HON-EXISTENT. Do not
for onc moment think that the disobedieont sons and daughters of the Church who
poured over his works and propagated them, aver came across a definition as
simple as the one I just used., First-class brains have come to this conclusion
and we can varify the truth of their Tindings. But Tike always in God's Church:
in the early stages it was simply a question OF OBEYING THOSE to whom more 1ight
and enlightment, was given for the carc of the souls entrusted +o them. After the
initial obedience the Light would then gradually be communicatad to all those
“who had dono God's i1l on earth as it was done (and known) in Heaven". But
they who had disregqarded the stronc words of Pope St. PIUS X in 'PASCENDI' and
'LAMENTABILI® and who had acceptod the principles ofmodernism, saw no causs fop
concarn when modarnism gradyally got dressed up as avoiution, and they were
stiffened in their hostility to the Magisterium when this ‘misunderstocd genius’
Was frying_tn put some theism inte it. That was good cnougn for them. That 1t was
pantheism zither ascaped them or they simply did not believe it, Wasn't evolution
proved by science? Then 9t wust he full of @od if it came from God, ran their
arguments. But let us listen 2 bit more than th;y did to the man himself:

"My spirit has alwavs bean naturally panthaistic, 1 f21t its inborn
AMD UNCONOQUERABLE ASPIRATIONS, but I dars net give them free reign
pecause I could not reconcils them with mv faith. But aftor these
- experiences and others Tike them I have found a Tife~long and unalte-
rable peace. I 1ive in the heart of o single elzment, the centre of
cosmic power." (Hwmn of the Universe).
“1 am essentially pantheistic in my thinking and pantheist by tempera-
ment. and my whela 1ife has been soent in proclaiming that there is a
true pantheism of union". (Dugyan in TEILHARDISH AND THE FAITH).
Miss HILDA GRAEF in her bock ™IYSTICS OF OUR TIME" (she places Teiihard among the
mysties) relates that he as a chiid of six nad a Lar of iren hidden which he
used £o bring out from timo to time to 'adore'.l: would Yoid it up and say:
"GODLIRON, " fAnd that his commantary op this childich habit. 80 vears later, was:
“In this instinctive movement which made me trulw worship a small piece
Gv matal., there was 2 strono sense of seif-giving, .. .and my spiritual
11fe has been mevely A DFVELOPMENT CF THIS.®
Fr. NORTH, 5.d. and oshiars confirm Miss GRAEF's acceunt of young Teilhard adoring
piaces of melal - Fr. LERDY, 5.].wentions A Spapney - and adds that his mother



would take the spanner of him and try o substitute devetion to the Sacred
Heart in stead. Fr. DUGGAN sums it all up rathor well with a quote from Teilhard:

"The divine and created, natural and suparnatural are CRGAMICALLY
all of one pieca”.

So, whatever his system is goinc to ba, it is obwious that it is based, as far as
the Catholic Church is concerned, or 3 tntally unacceptable idea. Well, he calls
n1s system evoluticn and, while accepting the scientific '"findinas', he tried to
show that svolution had a within., This was, as we saw, totally rejected by

Freud and was to ba rejected by all outsiders as we will sea. Tha trouble for
Teilhard now 1s that with his 'within', the system not only did not become catho-
Tic or even christian: IT BECAME DOUBLE ORJECTICNABLE.

"Cvolution is not just hypothoscs or theories: it is 2 general condition
tn which all theories, all hvpotheszas, a1l systems must bow and which
they must satisfy if they are thinkable and true..."

says Teilhard, and then sets out to 'prove' 1t. That he was not very convincing
in this becomes apparsnt when one is confronted with the following quatation from
Prof, SIMPSON of Hartford University, speaking for all evolutionists:

"Teilhard's beliefs as to the course and causes of evolution are NOT
scientifically acceptable because they are not based on scientific
premises”.

Why 15 this condemnation so remarkable? Hot only is Prof. SIMPSOM an extreme
evolutionist, but he was made by Teilhard as one of the axecutors aof his literary
will, and so Simpson would have defended him if he could have done so withput
loss of his own raputaticn, Teiihard's brand of evolution did not fool outsiders:
IT WAS STRICTLY FOR DISOBEDIEKRT CATHOLICE. Can this be proved? Can it be shown to
ha anti-catholic?



Tetlhard was well aware that his groping for 2 splution satisfactory
to him must be within 3 new system. He was aguallv well aware of the consequences:

" colloctive optimism, realistic and courageous, must definitely replacs
the pessimism and individualism, whose overgrown noticns of sin and
perscnal salvation have gracually burdsned AMD PERVERTED the christian
spirit. Let us then acknowledge the situstion honestly: not only the

"'Imitation of Christ'' but alsa the GOSPEL ITSELF MEEDS TO UNDERGD THIS
CCRRECTION, and the whole world will make them undergo it.Y (1929).

"Hhat increasingly dominates my intersst is the affort te establish within
myself and to diffuse around me 2 MEW RELIGION in which the perscnal God
is no lohger the great neclithic Tandowner of times gone by, but the
SUUL of the world. as the cultural and veligious stage we have reached
now deomands." (1836).

. "I have come to the conclusien that, in order to pay for a drastic valo-
risation and amorisation of the substance of things, £ WHOLE SERIES 0OF
RE-SHAPING OF CERT/AIN REPRESENTATIONS QR ATTITUDES, WHICH SEEM TO US
DEFTMITELY FIXED BY CATHOLIC DOGMA, HAS BECOME NECESSARY. if we since-
rely want to Christify evolution. Seen thus, and because of an imelucta-
ble necessity, one could say that a HITHERYTO UNKNOWY FORM OF RELIGION is
aradually agerminating in the heart of modern man in the furrow opened
by the 1dea of EVOLUTION." (1953).

The fﬂ]iowing 1s taken from a letter to an ex-priost who had left the Church, and
after noticing that the encyclical 'HUMAMI GEMERIS' was written in condemnation of

Teilhdrd's ideas, wrote him 2 letter inviting him to doin him in his battle to
change the Church from without This is the body of Teilhard's reply:

"Basically I considar - a5 you do - that the Church reachss a period of

mutation or necessary refarmation. To ba more procise: I consider that -
he reformation in quostion {and much move profound 2 ona than that of th
16th copiury} is nin Ionger & sinpls matter of institutiens and ethics,

BUT OF FAITH. Having stated myviews I 51111 cannok see any better means



of bringing about what I anticipate than to work towards this reform
FROM WITHIN. In the course of the last 50 wears I have watched the
revitalization of Catholic thought and 1ife takina place around me

- in spite of the encyclicals - too closely not to have unbounded con-
fidence Tn tha abiTity aF the old Roman stem to vevivify itself. LET

US THEN ENCH HORK IM OUR SEPARATE SPHERE: /ALL UPYARD MOVEMEMTS COMVERGE."

To me and many with me, these are the words and intentions of a herctic. This is

not poetic ligence: these ara the systematic actions of a man who knows what he
is about: "TO LAY THE AXE AT THE ROOT ITSELF, THAT IS FAITH", as was predictad

it would happen by a Saint mors than 40 vears previously. That the enemias of tha
Church understood perfectly well what Teilhard was doing herc, will come out
further on in this article. And just as FREUD needed an unscientific system of
evolution o cling o in his antipathy against God and Raligion, so many
cathelics are clinging to teilhardism in their hostility for an 'oldfashioned
Catholic Church and in their hope to chande Her to their own 1ikina, For

further reading on this matter, sec Fr.D'COMNELL, op.cit. op. h8 - B4,



CHAPTER TuO. THE CAREFUL PREPARATIOM TOYARDS THE ACCEPTANCE
OF TEILHARD'S SYSTEM.

You can lz2ad a horse to water, but vou capnot make him drink.
[T planning a world-wide, comorehensive and subtle heresy is cne thing, then its
acceptance needs an entiraly different preparaticn, i heresy does not necessarily
recommend itself on its intellectual content. It is absolutely impossible that
heresy will ever be embraced in the Superhatural Light of Catholic Faith, which
is the Light of God Himself, communicated here on earth to the human mind as
a free gift from God to boliazve all that God has revealed and the Holy Catholic
Church proposes to us for our consent as naving been revealed by God. We have God's
guarrantee that neither the Catholic Church nor Holy Scripture will ever propose
heresy to us to be belisved. Oniy a mere human faith can acczpt heresy. but in
doing so will darken and eventually extinguish the Supernatural Light of Faith
and plunge the mind in darkness. And so it is in darkness of mind only. by the
feeble torchiight of raason alone, that Teilhard's system scems to fit the answers.
If that is so, then the big question is: "WHO TURNED THE LIGHT OF EAITH OFFz"
The answzr to that ousstion is oeing examined in this chapter.

In the speech given by the Grand Master Jacques MITTERAND at the occasion
of the General Assembly of the Grand Orient of France, held in PARIS from Sept,
3 - 7, 1962, in which speech French Fresmasonary claimed TEILHARD DE CHARDIN as
their own, MITTERAND made an overt reference to the 18th Rule of the KABBALA,
the 10th century top secret mysiical doctrine of a Jewish forerunncr of the Free-
masons, which states:

 "Beware that you do not dish up to the christian dogs theoir deadly
strychnin pill plain, but be sure to wras it up in a large slice
_of soft flash."

Satan wanted desperately the Catholic defenders of the beleaguered City of God to
accept Teilhsrd's HOWRELIGION =5 #h:t thoy would lose their Catkolic Faith and
50 become displaczed persens ih his own concentration camp. He kngwthat many
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- gspecially among the Clergy - for raasons which we will discuss shortly. had
already pro foro internc, i.e. in thair own privatz thoughts, placad many
secrot ques'tiﬂn marks against not a2 fiow doctrines and practicas of tha Catholic
Faith. But to go from private doubts to the wholesale jettisoning of catholic
dogma as required by Teilhard for the embrace of avolution, is too much to ask,
UNLESS THIS EMBRACE OF THE WORLD AND THE FLESH CAM BE WADE ‘HOLY'. fAnd in evoly=
tiony no mattor how unscisntific, this embrace of the world and the flesh is made
to appear holy to meet the SOUL of avolution, Teilhard's new 'personal god'.

And so, when VATICAR 11, under the direct inspiration from God in order
(as is sn often the casz) TO REVEAL OHCE AGAIN THE SECRET THOUGHTS OF THE MANY,
opened & window of compassion on the worid, millions of catholics, well pra-
parad by Teilhard's aberrations and deaf to the warnings of the Church, took this
as their signal THAT 20D HIMSELF HAD SAMCTIONED THIS MAN'S CALL TO THE WORLD, and
out thay flocked to its embrace. The whole beleaguering, after all, prnvnﬂ&ﬁ b
nothino more than a terrible nightmare: did not both camps meat over this divinaly
inspired cvolution and did they not a1l share a common faith in this precious
evolution? Tho whole ghastly mistake of the past: TRENT, VATICAM I, PASCENDI,
HUMANT GENERIS better be forastten, the guicker the better. Teilhard's improved
christianity. buiit on his precious avolution was the religion of the future,
a christianity, which will allow you to follow vour own conscionce, to have
the pilly ahortions. freemasan‘ry, communism: 2ll in name of evelution. an
evoluticn which calls sin nothing more startling then a2 mistake....



Tna constant hammering from the intellzctual world cutside the Catholic
Church: that the Church is wrong, that the Church is fighting a despereto rears
quard action against the Findings of science and evalution. making educated
catholics 1ike CHARLEWORTH mors g mare embarrassed and 11 at pasc. has at last
had its effect. dnd the condomnation of this dosuit-Prisst-Sciontist-Evnlutioniste
Poct-Mystic TEILHARD DE CHARDINwas Just about the last straw. His synthasis
Embracinq ally sciencz, 'dogma', world, thzology, aod, was praciszlyv what overy-
body nau boen Tooking for, This blue-print of thinos to come SIAPLY COULDN'T BE
HROMG, Tz pecple outside were pighit: thers was semething seriously wrong with
the Church. 1t badly nesded updatinc. Yhat better chance than interpreting VATICHH
IT in the light of the teachings of this genius, this second Thomas fAcquinas....

But then, aftar the First exhilaration had dizd down, something fotally
unexpected started o nappen: stowly first, but unmistakebly as time went on:
THE MARIQUS CRISES OF IGEMTITY JROSE. Priests all of a sudden found themselves in
the wr&ﬁg camp. Surely. on the teachings of this man, c&lﬂhacy should be opticnal.
Didn*t the whole Church go over then to this new relinien with its nawly found
freedom?? Modernistic bishaops, Teilhardian religious, frec-wheoling catholics:
211 had the greatest difficulty recognizing their new surroundings. The ‘new
catechetics' did not seem to fit in or maks sensz with the old one. Poverty,
chastity, obzdience 211 locked so hopelessly cutmoded. so incongruous in the
embrace of a world in evolution.... {nd s one could go on apd Tist sign after
sign that the global oxodus from the Catholic Church has created o vast camp of
displaced persons who have Tost their fdentity, their frecdsm and their fadith.
They are Tiwing in make-shift hovels., withouds the secrifice, withaut Hary,
without the Rosary, bui becavse there are so many of them they are convinced that



they are tne Catholic Church and that they have a right to imposo their vicws on
the old reactionaries, the not-with-it-pecple who preferred to etay in their Fa-
thar's House. But why didn‘t 1% work? It oucht to have worked! It locked so much
Tike the real thing. There was only one thing Wrong with it: the Church had for-
bidden it. It was a forbidoen fruif. But suraly....There was a precedence for

this, Just as 211 tha misary, all the dreadful sins, all the wars and death 1n the
world came inte this world through the ONE SIN of our first parents: ORIGIMAL SIN
of discbadience; so the rebellion, the apostasy. the confusian, the hEPESfas, tha
disnbedience to tha Aacisterium, the broken unity, the general sarvalysis and the
crises af jdentity ALL have thoir origin IH THE ONE SINGLE ACT: the almost univer-
sal acceptance of TEILHARD's OBLITERATION of this first original sin in order to
makz 2 breach for his unscientific evolution. fnd into the breach came Evary
conceivable evil EXCEPT EVOLUTIOM....



Here then is part of the gleating speech by Grandmaster MITTERAND, not
only to an assembly of Franch Frzemasons,; but aver theilr heads to the whole world:

, the Catholics, in name of ccumenism, do

not hold fast ©o their past in order to lsoarn from it: they rather do
all they can to disown thair Tradition ip order to tailor their religion
to repewal. Mow why should this happan? Well, pay attention to this,
that you may leara how all this tock its beginning.

One day a scientist rose from their ranks. a genuine scientist,
PIERRE TETLHARD DE CHARDIN, Mawhe without full realization, he committed
LUCIFER s crime, which tha Church of Rome has so often accused us
Fracmasons of perpetrating: he declared that in the phonomenon of homi-
nization or, to use Teilhard's own formula, in the Hoosphere, that is
the sum-total or mass of collective copnsciences surrounding the globe
lika the lowest layer of the atmosthere IT IS MAN [HD NOT GOD who ranks
] L Tirst and is the chief archtect of this orocess. Yhen this collective
consciousness has reachsd 7Ts ancgae, at the Omega-point as Teilhard
himself would put it, then we will have oroducad the new type of man
as we wish him to be: FREE IM HIS FLESH, untrammeld in his mind. Teilhard
thus put man an the altar and since he adored man he could no longer
adore God.

Rome grasped 1% accurately, and through all the backward powers, con-
centrated in its bosom IT COMDEMMED TEILHARD and prehibited the publica-
tion of his works. '

But what nas been the use of this condemnation? you will ask me. Did
it benefit Rome? Did 1% not much more benafit Teilhard? Listen carefully:
During his life Teilhard could not pubiish any of his texts. Only after
nis deatn became it pessibie to bring his books out through the Editions
du euil and Grasset, obviously without the blessing of the Church of
Rome. Tmagine that we had found curselves in such a country as Spain
whera the Church controls everything: neither editions du Seuil nor
Grasset would have had a chance of publishing Teilhard de Chardin's
works, Ah. There they all are, then, all and cach in their successive
refusals to acknowledge his works, trying te presorve BY BRUTE FORCE
all the powers of the past IN ORDER TG CRUSH THE FUTURE.

snd so 1t is LEFT TO US and to ouy mission to scrve the future. Not
satisfizd by being - at home and in our temples - the secret republic
(i.@. the real ncwer behind the State), WE ARE AT THE SIME TIME AND
MUCH MORE THE COUMTER-CHURCH (sic). because we ara the men of 1ife.
the men of hope, of Tighi, of progress, of intellicence and of reason. "

“Bv contrast to us, Froemasocns,

. And then Jacgues MITTERAND tock the blasphemy sven further by identifying
freemasnnary wWith THE truth, and THE light:; The source OF ALL TRUTH [MD OF ALL
LIGHT..... (DAS ZEICHEM MARIENS, Oct. Nov. Dec. 1971, Vol. 5. Mos. 6, 7, 8.)

50 these are the people who have taken Teilhard under their wing, avowing
tu”gmntjnug nis work while aloating ovor the fact that, in total disobedience to
the Maoisterium, his wirks are heing published, blassing themselves that it did
not happen 1h Spatn, And apparest]y appreving of Teilhard's mertel sin of dische~
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dience of making a will begqueathine all his property to stheistic exscutors so
that his works posthumousiy can be published outside the
Churchi. ©nly totally subverted Tellhard dz Ghardin ‘caths
the Holy Father to 1ift the ban on Freemasonary so that Our Holy lother the
Church, tho Spotless 8ride of the Lamb of Gud could 'henefit' from the invasion
by this ‘counter-church’

Jurrsdiction of the
Ties! could clamouy o

aut that is not al1i Teilhard was not only in 211 secracy 2 membar of the
Fregmasons himsclf, he was a member of that yltra-subvertive sect; the Martinists,
who for 200 yaavs had worked tnccasincly for the day that the christian dons
would take the bait of the whole agolomorate of syncrotism, cnostic resicrucian

mumbo~-Jumog and pseudo-scientific clap-trap and swaliow the dzadly strychmin.

The unpracadented scals of the defection £ this new church of darknzss by
so many Priests and laypeople in cur davs, makes it virtually impossible to
suppress the suspicion that, Tiks in the dayvs of the frian heresy, tha Bishops
collectively are involved, i.2. the bishaps as a body. with the onod ones the
exceptions, UWhat is the truth here? The truth here is that the colieas of bishops
is just as desply split and divided as the rest of the Church and that they ara
reaping the thorny hayvast of more than 100 year basking in the false sun of 1i-
baralism by s= many of them. For pracadance I refar to an exceilent article:
"CARDINAL NEWHEAR AND THE AUTHORITY IM THE CHURCHY by Mgr. FLAMAGAM, an NAPPROACHES!
Supplamznt, which would serve as an intraduction. For the contemporary problen
w2 could do worsa than listen very carafully to the words of the late Host Rev.
William ADRIAY, Bishop of NASHVILLE, Tennessez, This prelate wrote a penetrating
article on this very subjuct, ontitled: "HOW BID IT HAPPEM". which started as
follows:



“Ever since the Second Vatican Council I have boen puzzled to know what
causad the sudden outbreak of mass confusion and heartachz that is
affecting our Catholic peonle of America today - even to the extent of
serious rebellion asainst church althority and many defections. In all
my life I have witnessed nothing, nothing remotely approaching this
turmatl that is so desply affscting a1l Catholics:- BISHOES, Priests,
Religious and the Taity. The UPI calis this the most startling farment
of centuries in the Chirch®

Even the non-catholic has baen taken by surprise. De.Martin MARTY, 4
Lutheran theolagian, recently wrotoo-
‘The Roman Catholic remewa] has been beset by fickle theology, sim-

- plistic thinkina, thoughtiessness and a frequent compulsion to

Teave the rocking ship. Catholic theologians have hoen cffering
experiments as solutions, and tentative steps as the last word.
THEY LISTE® MOT T8 ALL THE THOUSAHDS OF YEARS OF RELIGIOUS WISDOM
BEFORE THEM: thoy talk but they have NOTHING TO SAY....!
But now did so many of our catholie clergy so suddenly get this way?

The dramatic story r2ally begins 100 vears aco with the summaning of

tho First Yatican Council by Pope PIUS IX.....

“The Bishop then aoes on in some detail to show that the Dooma of the Infallibility
of the Pope as defined by that Council, was i17-recaived, at least 'in foro in-
terno! (in their privats thouohts and convictions) 5y many Northern European Bishaps.
Ta rationalize their attitude thay sow in it a barb of pernatuzting Italian do-
minance aver the Church and over the Fapacy. And 5o the whole dispute degenerated
into one of political factions and allizncos. Mare at beme in nelitics than in
following thair Savicur on thz Yia Snlorosa in soarch of the lost sheep, these
by and large wealthy bishops soeld afford the Tuxury of Tistening to the political

arguments ef their laheral Sheolpriens utiz Tnircduced ther o wavs of thinking

[
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complotaly alien to the Redeemer's Gospal: evolution of Dogma, power sharing
through colleqiality, de-institutionalizing the powerful 'Chureh of Rome'. As so
often in the Church: the very first nurturing of a doubt in the Wisdom of the
Holy Ghost and the harbouring of thoughts ‘that God could have ulterior motives'
for demanding obedience, even from Bishops (for catholics such a powerful re-enact-
ment of the first temptation in paradisc), forced thesc Bishops to start walking
reads which thaey did not really want to pursue, but From which they noe longer
could extricate themselves without loss of face with their less scrupulous contem-
pories. And so the Light must have gradually dimmed in those leaders of the Faith
in Europe and they relied increasingly more heavily on the artificial 1ight of
rizason, science and social studias to find their way, readily supplied (as

bishop ADRIAN tells us) by such 'luminaries' as KUNG, DAVIS, RAHMER, SCHILLE-
BEECKX, CONGAR, BAUM and a few others, such as SCHOOMENBERG. who wrote the Dutch
Catechism and was able to 'sell' it to the Hierarchy. Rocognize them all? ALL
‘PERITI' at the Second Vatican Council. At the Council the bishops they had intro-
duced to their thinking were at a (dubious) advantage of being articulate in the
modern philosophy and thenlogy built on Teilhard's ideas and the noed was felt by
other bishops to becomz 'undated'. Through privatz lecturass and crash-courses
(INOC) these seriti received an influence far above their worth. Before the Vati-
can Council, these 'periti’ were considered by many as axtremists, but National
Hierarchies could not.mew 211 of & sudden disown thom, now that they were so much
in demand by other bishons.



As is =0 often the case: God creates a2 situation {as the Holy Man SIMEON
explained to us in the Tomple) 'which reveals (in fact: forces open) the secret
thouahts in *he hearts of many'. Spurred on by their skilful poriti, VATCAN II,
which for the Holy Father and the Church in umion with him, bscams a perfectiy
EEQﬁtiﬁate means of roviewing the Church's position. secame for the liberal
bishops on both sides of the Atlantic, the Fierce battleground for collegiality.
Listen once more to Bishop ADRIAN: -

"THE MATN ISSUE at the Second Yatican Council was really that of
coilegiality - or the guestion of how the bishops, as a body, could
sonchaw rule over the Church, the Pope holdina enly a primacy of honer,
not of jurisdictiﬂn independent of the bishops. Tha liberal bishops
knew that, in ordar to destroy the autocratic powsr of the Popz and
the Curia, thev had to stresc the idea of rule by the bishops collec-
tivaly, and thus they could overrule the Pope. filso, such a movae would
overcome the embarrassing doctrine of Papal Infallibility so inimical
to nen-catholics. ™

But the Popg intarvened and correctad the false doctrines created by the bishops,
which Tater drew from HANS KUNG the bitter comment: "The Pope has an exagoerated
view of his office. The papacy, after all said and done, is & human institution
ahd Bas no origin in the Gaspels". But then Hans Kung has already lost his faith
in the Gospel wav back. So then what happencd?

"These 1ibaral thanlogians seized on the Council 2s the means of de-
catholicising the Cathoiic Church whils protending cnly to de-Romanize
it, #s the Council deveioped.some of tha originailly somnolent American
hishens, catching fire from their alert Surobean colleadues, bocame
the able engincers of liocral proposals, going bevond the Europeans in
ferocious, vitupsrative attacks on the Roman Curia. Yet, however bril-
Hiant thz American periti mav have been. they got thoir ideas from the
Euranzan Catholic 11:”*"1‘ thenlooians and pishops.: Thasz European periti
wiv: realiv impossd Phelr thesvies yzon the Council Fathors WERE THEMSEL -
VES OFEPLY THBOED WITH TH2 ERRORS OF TEILHARNTSM AL STTUATION ETHICS,




which orrors vlzimately desteay all divine faith and morality, and all
constituted authority. They makce the porson the centreoand judge of all
truth and morality drraspective of what the Chuvch taaches. Herzin lias
the root of the modern svil.'

Bishon ADRIMY should know: ke was thors, find so we have come full eircle.

The 5
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goservations wers made, as we saw. by GBrandmaster MITTERAHD, only he did not

call 1t avil: bz ealled 1% Tiberation. fAnd se dlso did, aprarently, not a few
bishops at the Szcond Yatican Council. Thow have apparcntly not changed tholr mind

nor their thealogians: the old poriti are still apcund, as wo will see lator on.

CONCLUSTON,

This conclusion of PART ONE sorves as an Introduction o PART 142, in
whieh we will analyse the actual state of a diocese after it was oxposad to
cyclone Teithard, and what this means for the futurs.

Mo deubt, many winds aniscnad by Taithardismg modernism and marxism wers
oresent during the delibzrations of VATICAN IT. But during the Sessions they Wers
poweriess acainst the dirvact protoction from horasy, aiven by the Hely Spirit to
the Catholic Church-in-S2ssion in unicn with Her head, the Vicar of Christ on earth.
The Hely Soirit used their minds dpo, to formulate what HE wanted, not what
thev waentad, Bur% what proved imnossible during ¥atican I@: that thz Catholic Church
would be handed over to Har cnemies, bacame for tho greater part a reality,
whaen lap enomias got hold of the Sntorpretations of Vatican I, DETERMIMED 70
CHANGE HER AFTER ALL. SR




The evil Tailhardism, 25 we saw, 4id not just happen overnight: 3t was
carefully plannzd. But it hit 2n indiffarent humanity, a group of Catholie bishaps.
Prelates; Priests and 1ay intellsctuals: a1l weakened by the same dissatisfaction
with the Catholic Church. and By their joss of Faith in Hor. THEY WANTED HER
CHAMGED. ANHD OVERMIGHT Teilhardism became the blus-print thev had been Tooking fors:
to change the Church after their own ideas and fancios. The First Sin committed
in Paradise, as we Tearnod in the Catachism, darkened the human intellect. This
is totally unacceptable to a modernist, so it can't he true.,.. This light was
abundantly restored by Christ's Redemption in the Light of the Supernatural,
divine Virtue of Catholic Faith. Sut this sacond '‘Oriainal Sin', committed by the
tlest on the teachings of Teilhard: tha sin of releoating the First Sin to the
realm of MYTHS, has darkenad again the minds of bishops, Priests and Raligious,
angd what many Catholics sce as abeminable in tha Licht of their Catholic Faith:
Tailhardism, bocame to all whe 1ost this Supernatural Light, 2 blue-print for renz-
wal, but a rencwal NOT inspired by God, but seen in the torchlight of human thought.

The division batwean these two grouns is the HIDDEY SCHISM which runs
rightlthrnugh'avery diocese on carth, évery sarish, avory convent, every presbytary,
svery seminary and nrobably svery household. "There will bz two peonle ostensibly
doing the same thing", says Our Lord, "onc will bo accepted, the other will be
rejected",

What this means will bo analysed in greater detail in the next PART.

o +
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PART THQ. THE FATAL CONSENUEMCES OF THIS HIDREW
SEHISH.

This Part will alsn consist of two chapters,CHAPTER THREE will deal with
consequences which have alraady taken place in time: facts resultine from the hid-
den schism caused by the factors studicd in the First two chapteps. These facts
can be verified by anyons who has accese to the normal souress of information,
Sihce 1 Tive in the Archdiccess of MELEOURME Sustralia,l can anly deal with the
situation as 1% developed thers,

The finai chaptar of this paper is a view in the future, In it I will dis:
Cuss what may 19qi:a13§”exnected to habpen given the situation as it exists today
and qiven the forcas that are working towards vory definite ands.



CHAPTER THREE. THE POST-VATICAMN IT DEVELOPMENT OF THE ARCHDIOCESE OF
MELBOURNE LHDER ARCHRISHOP ®NOX.

"These European revolutionists, already during the Sessions of Vatican II

and more so after, FLOODED this nation with their propeeanda. Many of
them, Tike Hans KUMNG, Karl RAHNER, Charles DAVIS, SCHILLEREECYY, BAUM,
CONGAR aopeared in sersen in Amazrica on the invitation of some bishap
or ‘sducator’.

They weote and distributed bocks and articles, they invaded aur collegas
and seminarias, even Catholic schouls. Their propaganda was further
abetted by the establishment-contrelled liberal cathalic oress by
sensational, slanted reportindg.

Finally, a factor laracly contributing to this revolutionary movemant
in the Church has heen tha silence and timidity of thosc whose grave
auty is to call a halt Lo thess anti-Catholic movoments within the
Church, chiefly the bishons. : :

and yet, Pape PAUL asain and again odmonished the hishops of the
world to take a rigeorous, courageous stand in nraventing the spread of
these abuses. But the voice of ths Holy Fathar has remained almost
along in proclaining the truths of the Catholic Church, in condemning
the audacious voices of the SCHISMATICS, the horetics. the secularists
and {im deploring widespraad flaunting of constituted authority. The
do-nething attitude of those in authority is nrected with satisfaction
by revolutionists and raformers alike, and evary day they are becoming
more brazen in declaring with dictatorial voice 'THAT THEY ALONE AR
INTERPRETING WITH UNDERST/ANDING THE SPIRIT OF VATICAM II', whereas in
fact they arc distorting and disobeving its decrses,

Evan mare, some Tiberal bishops ars not only permitting;hut also
encouraging, EVEN TO GIVING ORDERS, flacrant disvegard for some of the

g0 keaching of the Hagisterium of the Church and the Decress of Vatican II.
£1€¥u£¢ﬁ?(ﬂilne these radicals were stopped in the Couneil in their attempt to
R, gain move power, by the authoritative voice of the Popa, they are never-
tnelass feverishly determined TO CARRY OUT THEIR PROGRAN OF REEORM
(BASED ON THE ABERRATIONS OF TEILHARD DE CHARDTN) Ifl DEFIAWCE OF THE
HOLY [SEE.»
(Bishop W.ADRIAN, Nashwillaz, Ten.

The ring is all too familiar and too close o home for comfort in the Arch-
diocese of Melbourne. Out of the welter of information in the possession of hun-
dreds of worrizcd parants. Priests and Religipus, dacumenting attacks on almost any
aspect of Cathoiic Tife during the reion of Archbishop K40X, I 4have sclected  the
three main areas of worry: CATECHETICS, THE EUCHARISTIC CONGRESS AND ITS ATTACK
O THE DOCTRINE OF THE BLESSED EUGHARIST and PRIESTLY TRATNING,

The whole is not a tratty nicture. Many readers will be able to document
parallel haopenings  in nther dinceses,
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A. THE Y ING RESENTHENT AGAINST THE MEM CATECHESIS

In 1870 there erunted in the pagas of THE ADVODCATE and THE TRIBUME, two
Helhaurne discasan wasklies, a controversy about eatechetics, which raged for
meva than 5IX months and was Finally quelled by methads that only Modernists
can use ip their pzeuliar “Tove! for pesple. But the rumblings have aone on richt
up to this day. It must always heon horne in mind that, althouch we ars Torced to
doal with catechstics ﬁeamiﬁgiy setarataly; it was never an item in isclation.
A1l sorts of currents were running through the Archdiccesz at the time, one of
the mast poworful to emerge was of coursa the oreparation to the 40th Eucharistic
Conorass.

The immediate causa of the controversy was zn article by the fmerican
Jesuit Fr. PFFIFE which appearad in THE ADVOCATE of July 30, 1970, in which it
was statod

“God roveais, nat so much throuah words 2s through avents
Christ is mat. not 18 doctrinal formulations, rathor Ho
15 met in the exoericnoe of lifs!



I snare the opinion of many that this statement is herotical and meant t2 under-
mine Catholic Faith replacing it by EVOLUTION OF DOGMS, SITUATION ETHICS, PRIVATE
INTERPRETATIONS AS TO THE MEANING OF THE ‘EXPERIENCGES': all fundamentally Teilhard
de Chavdin errors, In the article Fr. PFEIFER mada it clear that this is the
'BASIC TNSISGHT' to the whole new wav of teaching reltigion: the life-situation
method. And right from the start of the controvarsy it bocams cloar that Fr,
PFEIFER's catechatics were the official catechetics of the Melbourns EQQ'(@r
“Confraterﬁity for Christian Doctrina} the official body in the dincese dealing
with relicious iastruction. One of the most telling nbeervations in the controver-
sy was made Dy a3 woman contributor who stoted that. iFf this was such a revolutin.
nary insignt, so basic to tha WHOLE nf catechetics, then it surely must have

been brouaht out clzarly by Vatican TI. Rut having eone throush all the Council
documents, She nevir came across the fundamental thesis or “insight! ner on any
other reference remotaly ressmbling 5t
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Prior to this neated debate in the cathelic pross, theve had appeared in
the MAJELLAN, & Redemptorist menthly, of January, 1970, an article by the Rov.
STINGGH £.ss.R. callac: MCRISIS IH CATECHETICS', in which Fr.STINSON showed with
rimarkable dinsight some of the objections sarents had acainst the now catechetics,
currently being canvassed as relinicus education. This articis of Fr.Stinson brﬂu&ht
a spate of Jattors to the MAJELLAN, clearly showing the cxistence of many dis-
turbzd parents.

Ho serious attemnts and certainly ne official attemots wers being made to
auicten thne anxiety of parcnts and of teachers in the wnrlv manths of 1970. But
at the heicht af the major controvarsy (o be precise FIVE months after it had

tarted in Seat, 19703 something approaching an official attempt to do some-
th1ng was mado. £.g. a catachetical aid called S5AY YES! urder the aushices of the
Helbourne CCD carried an articie in its Supplement of Fobr. 1971, entitled:
'MHERE HAME ALL THE CATECHISHS BCHER', hy Lndvew HSHILTON 5.d.5 which started fo_
Tike this:

"Great chanoss vak Jecured o e Eas Chorch uur1nr th- T';t 10 yoErs or so.
51 ' S miasls SomEt B e ankious el vaguely
AR I ey
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fhey objects] (o) that what we
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nave lost is good, tnat what we have cained to repiace it has yet to prove
its=21f. Perhaps more than anywhere elsa ws faal this in the approaches ta-
ken to religious education in schools. At times this Teeling is unspoken,
(oh those modernists with their FEELINGS) at other times it erupts into
complaints about the strange idoas that teachars are communicating to their
students: ABOUT THEIR MYSTERIOUS RELUCTANCE TO MEMTION GOD OR OUR LORD

IM THETR CLASSES, ABOUT THE POSTPOMEMEMTS OF FISST COMMUNIONS, ABOUT
REPORTS THAT CHILDREMW MAME REEN TOLD THAT THEY NEED M0 LOMEER G0 TO

SUMDAY 1ASS..." (Mv stress, of coursa,)

The trend of the article is NOT to deny that children DD come homz with these re-
ports nor that such drastic changes are taking place, but that these changes are
for the good. 2 caraful reading of the article will reveal mora. it shows that the
autnor, far Trom meating the difficulties of the parents, exhorits them instead to
an IMPLICIT TRUST I THE EXPERTS and to accept the now catechetics....

This most unhapny and unfortunate trend: to ignore tha parents' nrofound
anxiaty and to make out that they are TO SAY THE LEAST unreascnable in being anxious
has remezinad the official attitude in the Archdiocese of Melbourne te this day.

Aut what dismayed most was the fact that this whole article, trend and all,
appeared witn the official IMPRIMATUR of Archbishop KMOX who had so far romained
complately silent on the five months' old controversy. fnd so worrisd parants
could be forgiven if they deow the conclusion 'that the roluctance of the teachers
ta mention Sod or Our Lord in their classes, the postponement of First Communion
attompts, and the dissolution of the obligation to attend Sunday ldass for childran'
carrias the approval of fhe Archbishon of Melbourne, since the article does not
deny that these things happon but tries to explain them, to maks neopiz accept them.



SUPPLEMENT TO "SAY YES", WOL. 1, Mo, 3, MARCH 24, 1971.

Archibishop KMOX would Tlike us to emphasise. 2s a matter of pastoral
prudenca, that we are not in any way abandoning the notion that Christ
came to free ug from sin in ragard to the terms 'salvation-redemption’.

o wrge all catechists to read the article 'Salvation-Redemption’ in:
‘v GUIDE TO TEACHINE BIBLICAL THEMES'.

CRIPAC PRESS PTY.LTD., 203 DARLING RD. CAULFIELD ENST, 3145,

This Tittle note was inserted into copies of the teachers' notes accompanying this
particular issuz of 'S§iY YES'. iz a mattor of pastoral prudenca, extreme Teilhar-
dism bettor not be taught., This printed copy is proof that at lzast on ong oc-
casion tha teaching of 'SAY VES' relative to salvation and redemption caused the
Archbishop to give a corrective. If an frchbishon has reason to helieve, as this
one apparently had, that ths modern ‘aids’, which in reality appear as the official
texts since there are MO OTHERS, are in any way lacking of solid, sound doctrine,
which don't forget ths pavents had been trying to tell him for the Tast 7 months,
then he has the duty to terminate 1%, IT is ‘unbecoming of 2 bishop to try to
ractify mattors surraptitiously with 1ittle slips like this as inserts, and then
half-apeloaetically ask teachers to somehow rectify matters as a matier of :
pastoral prudencz. Moto the date: for 7 months ﬂuwﬂadrentﬁg tzachers, catechists, /
nuns, brothers had hecn trying to tall their Archbishop that thore was sumathing'”“
seriously wrong with the catechesis of ths Archdiecese. And the only POSITIVE res-
nonsa madiv-so far by the Aechbishon §s & 1ittTe note for tho pubiishers telling
them to.be move prudent. ...
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Both the TRIBUME apd the ADMOCATE of Febr. 4, 1971, roport an address of
nis frace, part of which was meant to reassure 'parents who were agitated and wor-
ricd’ about the developmants in the Field of roligicus instruction in the frch-
diocese of Melbournz. Here ara his quotad words:

"Snzaking of religious instruction, may I avail myself of this sccasion to
give soms reassurances to rarents who are ooitated and extromaly worried
about dovelopments in this field herc in the Archdiocese of Melbourna, I
would assurz tham that in the near future 2 magnificent document dealing
with the renewal of catechetics will be availabic. This document was
published by the Wicrarchy of Italy....Much has been writtoen and spoken
about tha sorias known as 'COME ALIVE', Many of those who have writtien
and spoiken have done so without first-hand lnowledge of the text,

1S Archbishon of Melbourns (2t Tast. that sounds most official and im-
pressive. What 1s he going to de?) I chorish the hope that thase texts
which are aids and not catechisms (where is the official catschism then?)
will orove truly helpful to our tzenagers....ote.oto.

The title ef the article: 'CATECHETICS: ARCHBISHOP REASSURES PAREMTS' {sic). made
it Took as if the Archhishon publicly intervened more than 5 months after tho con-
troversy had started, and more than a vear aftar the alarmbells had stoarted to
rinz in his own dioceso. Howevew,it becomes obvious from his spzech that the frch-
bishopr did not moct ONE SIMGLE SPECIFIC QRJECTION OR COMPLAINT from the parents.
In fact, he dismisses ¢riticism against one of his personally sponsored 'zids':

'COME ALIVE' as criticisms written by many who, he claims, have no first-hand
knowledge of the text, BUT HE FAILS TO MENTION THE CRITICISHMS FROM MANY WHO HAD
STUDIED THE TEXT WITH ABSOLUTE COMPETENCE ANMD HIAD REJECTED “THEM THOROUGHLY.

Ha all know the booklet: "WHMAT IS WROMG WITH 'COME MLIVE'.®



Furthermore., tho reoassurances of the frchhishon do H0T rest on a firm nrQ-
mise to put 2 stop to orroneous texts, nor on 2 Tirm ouarrantee to see to the pro-
motion of sound doctring 2s would have hoen his dyty, Ho rested his raassurances
on two FUTURE documents: 1. the translation of tho catachatical directory of the
Italian bishans and 2. the teachars' manual to accompany this directory.

He must have been aware of tha fact that 99.9% of the worried narents would

NEVER see these documents, let alone read them ond be roassurad by them.

50, what DOES he do then 'as lrchbishop ef Melbourne'? He charishes a hope.....
May God have mercy on us.... Dr. KMOX apoearsd DEEPLY IMPLICATED in the spread of
spurious catechetics in his diocese and Tater on all over fustralia. His whole
snzech was just a sop.

_ THE FATHER MAURICE DUFFY AFFAIR.

In that same addrass frchbishon KNOX announced publicly that Fr. Maurice
DUFFY would prepare 'an excellent teachers' manual’ to go with the Directory. And
st the quastion is Teaitimate: "Who is Father faurics DUFFY?"

Fr. DUFFY answzred that guestion himself on dondayniaht, 22nd March, 1971,
in a major addrass on catechetical policy in Melbourne to the combined mecting of
a1l the diocesan catechists-in-training for 1871, (I personally attended togethar
with many othors from GEELONG).Fr. DUFFY know thare was some exnlaining to do
about the way he had Teft the S:rvice of his own discesc of SAMDHURST and was al-
most overnight made o teacher on catechatics at the Chadstons teacher training
cellege, vherc 2 few months prior to this narticular mesting his very students had
publicly criticisad and rebukad hishen FOX of SALE {Ui:tnrfﬁ} for addressing them
at their nassing~dut cercmony. (part from nthor nromotions in tho catechetical

fleld, FriDUFFY2was also thy 'sodkesmen’ ¥or the Soiscopal Commit=ge on catechesis.
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By way of introcuction that night of Mar.2Z, Fr.Duffy jekingly and disarming-
1y 'confassed' to his audiance that he had o the enfant-terrible in Sandhurst,
that his Bishon had trizd several ap;ointments for nim, but had finally 'seen the

Vignt' and had allowed him to ge to Molbourne....Laughter all around.

The first address of the evening had for sole nurnosc to imprass on the
audience that resistance to new methods of teaching is unintzlligent, meaninn:
opposition to the Tifs-situntion mathod of toaching the catechism is unintelligent.
Tha hard sell came afterwards 9n an address oiven by Fr.Duffy, teachoer of cato-
cnetical methods at Chadstonc, authar of Or, i M0X's "adid' COME ALIVE, member of the
Helbourna CCD. adwiser on catachetical methods to the Australian Hierarchy and
their spokesman on these matters....0uite imprassive,

After tho softening-up of tho first effort, Fr.Duffy chose to ianore the
overt reforcnces to the life-situation controversy, but it was his contral thoemz.

In a brilliant attempt he endeavoured to switch the apposition to the life-situation
mathod into opposition to YERY EMLIGHTEMED BISHOPS....Puople fighting this dis-

cradited method (remombor, it was still raging 10 the cathalic press) suddenly

found themselves Tighting bishops.



The core of Fr. Duffy's addrass was a running commentary on the now
directory of tha Australian Bishons (the oac referrcd to by Dr. Knox) on the
teaching of religion. MNohody had access to the taxt except Fr.Duffy, so that was
very conveniant. He really laid it on thick about the enlightaned bishops. As a
sign of their enlightment he made literally the following ramark:

“The very Tirst sentznce the bishops use nere in this section runs like
this: 'You ara al] teachars'. flow this is vory sinnificant. Twenty years
ago the bishops would have said: 'The Pope is the Supreme teacher of
the Church'. BY MO LOMGER STRESSING THAT, the bishops in their enlight-
ment want to make it clear that we arce all teachers®.

That was the quality of his discours. Tt was the only mention the Holy Father qot
that evening: he was mentioncd incidentally, as a side-issue., and even then only

to get the brush-off. There was no bishop present to spoak in defonce of the

Holy Father nor to spaak in defence of the TRUE interpretation of their own direc-
tory. & grave ervor of judooment was committed that night to 12t a man as involved
in modarnism as Fr.oDuffy dis and who made it guite &lear that niaht that he had left
nis awn diocess undar a cloud, speak for all the Bishops on such a sensitive mat-
ter as the interpretation of their own directory. But thore was morc to come.

s mantioned uaﬁ]ier: since this was an address 'to the converted', catechists
of the diocese who had besn subjectod to this tyne of catochesis for quits some
time, the life-situation method nardly needad a mantion, but the controversy stil]
had to be stopped and stonped THAT HIGHT OF THE ORDERS (OF THE ARCHBISHCOP, That
this was the main issue of the avening came out when Fr.Duffy finally told his
audience how Archbishop Knox had confided in him bafore one of his recular trips to
Rome: HOW SORRY HE WAS TO SEE THE CATHOLICS OF MELBOURME IMDULGE IM THEIR FAVORITE
PASTIME: TEARINE AT EACH OTHER IH THEIR PRESS. IT GOT TG STOP. That was the clea-
rest indication of what Fr.Duffy wanted that night:

"CATHOLICS OF MELBOURME: STOP OPPOSING PUBLICLY THE LIFE-SITUATION
METHOD OF TEACHING RELIGION. YOU [RE WOUNDING THE HEART OF YOUR OWM
ARCHBISHOP! .

One could not have a more complote identification of taracts. Rishop ADRIAH was
rignt: thare are hishops who even EINE ORDERS to allow the gprond of modernism.
This was an ORDER 37 ower thars was ono ond Fe Buffv made it elege from whom the
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order came. And this, nntwithﬁtﬁnd?nﬂ the fact that 4O CATHOLIC in #zlbourne du-
ring this controversy did attack his own Avchbishop, But Fr.DUFFY's own studants
in Chadstons had publicly attacked a Bishon in the execution of his duty, not only
in his presonce, BUT ALSC IM THE ﬁﬂTHﬁLIE FRESS, for which MO STUDENT, HO FR.ODUFFY,
HO DR, KNOX had ever publicly znoleaissd, So Fe, Duffy condonss o orass and inexcil-
sable attack on 2 bishop IM THE CATHOLIC PRESS, but decries a legitimate controversy
in tha oress AS MM ATTACK CN THE ARCHBISHOP HIMSELF....Tho inference is a1l too
nbvious: not only does Dr. KHOX wont the coposition to the 1ife-situation methad
silenced. that very night Fr.Duffy pointad cut to his followoers how €6 oo about
achieving that: make out it is an atiack on ths bishoos.

The immediats result of the svening is of course THREEFOLD:
1. The modernists are loft off the hook. No longer are they reguired to rofute
thz arguments of their opponants: simply hang a 'disTowalty charge' arvound their neck.
& Because the protencs has now booen croated that the enlightencd bishens are
on the side of the Tife-siteation innovators, the silent Church of 'old-fashionad
not-with-it-peonlz and reactionaries' has hesn creatad for whom KOBODY in powar
has carec a damn sinco.
3 Thz Dirvectory is now a wvery hapdy haook to quote from AGAINST any Bishop
who dares to inteorfore with the Tife-situation innovators' plans for 'roncwal'.
The attack on bishep FOX shewed that they darved to do it with the official bles-
sing of their modernist teachers and that thay can get away with it.
On top of that the impression has now bosn croeatad that the bishops of fustralia
now officially teach: that the Holy Father is only ono of many teachers. WE know
of course betier than that, but this is tha type of thing that modornists all over
the place get away with nowadays (and much worse} AMD THEY BELIEVE IT.



50 that was that. The modernists closed ranks around the Archbishop against
these dareadful catholics. Fr.BDUFFY aot another nromoticn: after the folding up of
TRE TRIBUME in March, 1971, at the time of this fateful night, Fr.DUFFY was ap-

ointed CENSOR of 'Letters to the AOVOCATE' on catechetical matters while the
mast 1ayal editor CUMHINGHAM nct the sack 'because ne did not implement the
dacrees of Vatican IT....80th measures ware taken by the Board of Directors of the
ADYOCATE . on which FR.REBESCHIMI, privats sacrotary o Or.KMOX has the groatest
influcnce. Maturally, with such policies and such a censor tho controversy fizzlod
out. The 'silent najority’ was effoctively muzzlad. ... THE ADVOCATE became a truly
modernist paper. find the famous directory? NOBODY in the CCD takes the slightest
notice of jt.

Sincz then there have booen THREE PETITIONS to the Archbishop and the
Senate of Priests (one was even publicly discussed in the ADYOCATE) which did not
nave the slightest offect.d well-known PP, Fr.0.BYRUE got apnlauded one Sunday-
mﬂrninglat Mass when he pointzd sut to his parishioners their prime duty to check
the way catechotics was taught at the catholic schanl. He recaived more than
5CO letters from all over fustralia, some axcoodingly rovealing. ...

The "PARENTS [ND FRIENDS ORGAMIZATION' in deseeration sebt up its own com-
mittee to investigate the charges and was appalled at what it discoveraed when it
checked current teaching as asminst thoe Catochetical Directory feom Card.WRIGHT.
Its highly documentad raport wos just complated wheh Card. KHOK 12ft for Rome to

take up his pew appointment. The battle 7w Hoihourre is fav feom over.
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Be THE HMELTOURNE EUCHARISTIC COMGRESS.

The foundations For the 4oth International Eucharistic Coparess were laid
in Europe. It is not hard to gquess by whom.

Teilhard de Chardin had no time for Eucharistic Connressas, In his 1929
essay "THE HUMAM SEWSEY, in which he formally broks with catholicism, an essay
s0 revaaling and top-secret that cven his atheist publishers have paver dared to
publish it in fuil for fear of giving ths g9ame away, he daclares that he, Teilhard,
is a privi1u‘éad being who bas becn allowed to sae that tho religious sense,
the origin, according to the modernists of all religious axpericnces and raligion
th to now, (see PASCENDI for doscrintion and condemnation) was somehow transformed
In making this human secnse the 'new rcligion' of 20th century man, he could not
help but notice in the same article that this clashes violently with Catholicism.
And s, to give himself stature and authority TO CHANGE THE CATHOLIC CHURCH TO
HIS OWN YISION, he boldly comparas himself with Buddha and Mohammed, declaring that
he 1s 2 figure far more serious and rovelutionary and truly greaM@rhan they were.
Mz does not yet suggest in tha same article any superinrity to Jasus Christ, but
three years earliar, on the cceasion of a Eucharistic Congrass which aspecially
enraged him when ho rzad of it in the newspapers, he expressed the ambition TO
TAKE THE SPOTLIGHT AMAY FROM CHRIST I THE FUCHARIST. to bhecome £he focus of the
relicion of the crowd of men which as yot was flocking to the EZucharist to adore 1t.
saon afterwards ho 'roceived the inspiration' to write THE DIVIME HILIEU and, as
he himself expressed 1t, ‘reveal to the general public the sacret oninions about
christianity which until thon ne had only tried to propagatz within the seminaries!

TO TAKE AMAY THE SPOTLIGHT Fi0¥ CHRIST Id THE EUCHARIST....That is the
Clue to what happenad in Melbourns. But 1=t us start with fhe bzginning.




1970 was @ busy year for the thaologians. Firstly, by then a book had ap-
peared on the market calicd: "INTERCOMIIION - WITH ROME?" by the Swede Dr.VILMOS
¥AJTH, Director of the Contre for Ecumenicel Studies at STRASROURG. Ordinary catho-
Tics can learn a 1of from it concornine the "top neonle' of thoir-own Church and
apout the studies in which they are engaged, with the aim of 'inventing' a United
World Reiigion, The book describes in det2i1 how they arc preparad to give up the
Larm 'TRﬂﬁEUHST&HTIﬁTIﬂH' to replace it by the vaguer term 'REAL PRESENCE' which
Protestants also could uso. They are ready to Tet the Sacrifica disappear, leaving
nothing more than a Supper to the mamerial of Christ, acceptabla to all. They also
want to eliminate tha distinctien, so clearly made by the Council of Trent, be-
twoen the Catholic Priest and the Protestant minister. The only 'minor' difference
would be that, while the latter is endewed from below with an extraordinary charis-
matic ministry, tho former exercises THE SAME MINISTRY. but in his case bestowed by
a 'sacramental rite' CARRIED OVER FROM A SYSTEM NOM OBSOLETE.... It is of the
utmost importance that the reader keoeps the contonts of this 19ttle book in mind
fur the remainder of this article. The messacz of the book is painfully clear:
do away with the foundation laid by Christ Himsel# and raplace it with a new
one ‘we all can accopt': A Eucharist without TrandSubstantiaticn.

Nexts with thusc thoueats and theordes clearly soelt out, the FIFTH BENERAL
NSSEMBLY OF THE LUTHESAM WORLD FEDSRITION npened 2t EMIGE far o weok of studiss
from 14-21 July, 1930 Theve wWere some Cathollc ebservers. Jhe Assenbly was adivesged



by Card, WILLEBRAYDS, Eachi of the FOUR points mentioned above were discussed and
agroad upon in the modernist sense. Furtharmore, the mecting condemned 'HUMGHAE
VITAE' and the motu nroorio on Mixed Marriacas as being out of touch with prosont
day thinking and in conflict with the views of many thealaaians, Dr, KMUSTOR,
cnzirmen, axoressad his 'concorn' over tho recont encyclicals concerning the Eu-
charist, bhut also an this point he was convinced that

"even problams of such delicacy 25 the PAPACY itself would icse much
af their gravity if thoeir SYHEOLIC VALUE wore undarstooo."
Exactly the same as the radical hishops had fried to ta2ll the Council Father
during Valbican II. 5o the thoucht 15 koot alive.The Pone goas out, the foundation
Taid by Christ Himself, and din comes an smasculated "supper® but much more:
a collegial ccumenism. The ouast for powor....The dream of the now acumenism.

Is it only the Protestants who talk in this way?

lfﬂh few mcnthgw'ni' Tatar, From Sept. 12-17, 1870, to be precise. o YMORLD
CORGRESS OF THEDLOGTANS was held in BEUEaﬁgu. under the fatherly hand of Card.
SUENENS, orimate of Bzlgium. and under the chaivrmanship of Prof. SCHILLEBEECKX
from Holland. Taking part werc BROWH, RAHMER, KUMG, BAUM, GREELEY, COMGAR amd les-
ser liaghts, &ll disciples of the o-sat names. I repeat the cheervation made about
thesa men by the Tate Bishop ADRIAN:

"Thase Eurcpean pariti who reallv impossd their theories on the bishops
ware themsalves desply imbued with the ervors of Tz2ilhardism and
situation cthics..."



Wall, they hadn't chanoed. Tn Tact they were over more vitriolic. The theme of the
conarass was: "THE FUTURE OF THE CHURCH" and what a future they onvisage....

Thair glear-sightedness about the requirements of the now Teilhard de Chardin
church of the future had considerably increased. In order to approciate that, just
listen to the words of CONGAR at the zlosinag sassion:

"Tha Brussals resolutions ao much further than Vatican I1. Because the
evelution of socizty has accelerated since then. we can no longer content
cursalves with the mere application of the conciliar toxts. AMD OME OF
THE DIFFICULTIES FACING THE PRESENT POMTIFICATE IS THAT IT DOES SEEXK TO
RESTRICT ITSELF TO THESE, We must ask ourselves whether the time of
reforms oucht not to make place now for the task OF FOUNDING THE CHURCH
ANEM. ..M

So, barely 5 or § vears after Vatican II where the Holy Ghost PREVENTED these
heretics from running away with the Church, the Pobe is now being accused of
sticking to the decisions Taid down there and s being accused of pot founding the
Church anaw by taking their advice. There is not a shadow of a doubt that thase
people are determinad to dissaminate inte the catholic camp the ideas and theorics
axprassed by VAJTA and the LUTHERAN COMNVENTION carlicr that year, ideas which came
from these men in the First place anyhow. Hans KUNG's papor wes ths most uutspnkcn
in undarmining everything the Church had acquired from God. fececording to him
"...the whele message expressad in timeless and universal terms becomes
Just ana_wnrd: desys Christ, A1l the rest is ambellistment...”
So thera you have it in a nutshell: catholic is the same as protestant because both
acknowledge Josus Christ, There ds raally no difference between the Catholic Mass
and the Protestant communion service, or batwaen a Priest ovdained in the Catholic
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Church and a Protostant minister: that is oniv a question of embaitishment. khy?
Because Hans KUMG says so. fnd just as their mastor Teithard, those men are acti-
vely in the process of turning the spotlight away from Christ and tuirning it on
thomselves as the architects of this new church they arc creating. The church of
froedom from laws and creeds (RAHUER's paper), the church of no sexual restrictions
(BAUM) and with a democratic government (GREELY). This is teilhardism in practica.
If these are the sentiments, thoughts, theorios and fdetormined efforts of the
highpricsts of teilhardism, of tho mon decply imbuad with his grrors, then there
is food for thouoht for any starrv-cyad admiver of this ‘mystical poet’. Because
it were these very men who forced on HMelheurne tha hybrid Eucharistic Congress
(with $ts COMMAY "0MEGA-POINT PLAYY..}, a congress that 4id not zven leave a
rippie the day after it was finishod,

L The first shot was fired one Tuesday, fov. 30, 1971, at 12.40 om with an
Australian Broadeasting Commissian's newgﬁtem during the Yictorian Stats news
sarvice. Here 7t is verbatim in full, as chtained from the A.B.C. on request:

"Leadars of naarly all major christian denominations in Victoria have
issued a joint Jetter calling on their conaregations to work in unity io
further the christian Gospsl,

The letter is signed by the heads of the Anglican, Roman Cathelic, Pros-
byterian, Methodist, Quaker and § othar denominations.

It wolcomes thoe strengthening of ties Setween christians evident during
the past vear and asks church memhars to pray for the success of the
gcumenical movement.

The letter says Christmas 1971 sheuld be soen as a tima To REAFFIRM THE
SINGLE FACT QF FAITH IN CHRIST AS BEING THF GNE ESSENTIAL REQUIREMENT
FOR_CHRISTIAM UMITY. (Ses noto 1).
Spacial studins o be carried out by the combined churches during the
year (1972} dnclude discussions aimed at vreaching agreemant ON 4 SINGLE
FORM OF COMMUNION SERVICE FOR UNIVERS/AL USE. (Sez note 2.)

At today's ceromony the koman Catholic Archbishop of Melhournz,Dr. KNOX,
said he found it wonderful thet the churches should unite in such a Dro-
gram of christian rencwal. (Sze note 3.)

The Anglican Primate of Australia, Dr.¥00DS. said he nopad 1972 would be
a y$a5 in which a1l christians workad together to deenzn their faith and
LR




When the cathedral was contactsd about this broadcast, Fr.REBESCHINI confirmad
ihat 1t was a true refiection of what had taken place. Dr. KNOX had given a press
interview after the coramony and most of it came from nim. He divuliged that a
threc-tier studyplan was set up for next year and that other denominations would
be invited tc join cathoifc groups in the discussions as a preparaticn for the
Fucharistic Congress. So it was authoritatively stated that {his ceremany was in
mreparation to the Eucharistic Comgrass. I that s so then lat us jook at
NOTE 3:1I7 onz comparas these words with the one quoted above From Hans KUMG's
papar: the messace is just ong word: Jesus Christ,and if ‘today's caremony!
is in preparation to the Fucharistic Congrass, then it buocomes obvious that 'today’s
ceremony’ is meant to introduce KUNG's MESSAGE into the przparation for the
Eucharistic Congress.
NOTE 2:Me just saw that with his paper Hans KUNG gave his biessing to the theology
of VAJTA's book and the LUTHERAN CONVEMTIOM, And so with these words of
the broadeast, the theology of WAJTA and the Luthcrarn Convention were introduced
by today's caremony inte the nreparation for the Fucharistic Congress. It was by
hoW obyious that a determined atiempt was Seing made TO TURM THE SOOTLIGHT AWy
FAOM CHRIST IN THE COMING CONGRESS AME FGCUS IT O A TEILDARD THSPIRED ECUMEMISH.



If Euroncan Teiihardists had iaken over tho congress and its preparation, sharing
Toilnard's distzste for the attention given to Christ in the Blessed Eucharist
and a1l obsessod with his false ccumenism, then it bocame a simpies bet:

i(a) That the procession would bz dona avay with.

{h) That +he Holy Father would MOT be in attendanco.

(c) ) 4/ That it would be an ccumenical congrass on tailhpd fancies of world
copulations. poverty, ecumsnism, racism, ofc. But NOT on Transubstantio-
+ion. tha baautiful Encyclicals on the Rlessad Eucharist, Mary ete,

I still have in my possossion a copy of a Tetter to Dr.KHOX in which I expressed

my confidence that the Hely Father would ROT atiend. The letter was dated Mar, 25,

1972, almost a vear hotore the Cendgress.

MOTE 3:  One may think that the study of the OGHE CONMUNION SERVICE was fulfilloed
shen  the thovoughly modernistic bock UMIT THREE: EUCHARIST AMD LIFE

had swept Australia, net with an IMPRINATUR. that would have been impassiblie, but

with Dr.KHOX's photo. Howsvar., as will come out Tater, something far mora far-

reaching was being carrisd out, something that cven more rivettad the Zuropzan

idzas to the Helbourne Archdiocesz.



After the stage had beon carcfully sot for a Teilhard-inspired Congres
several things hapoened:

1. Many catholics bacame suspicious and lost interost.
2. Many Protestants mistrusted the whole sef-up and never took part.
& he Papal Encyelical "WYSTERY OF FAITH", a jewsl amongst the Papal documents,

was unabtﬂ1nh5’ from the H.0., bannsd, Torgotten. not importent and was
koot just as far away from the Congress as its Sacrod Subjet-Matter would be.

4, But z complatalyv now treatise on the Eucharist was weitten for the purposc,
UMIT THREF: FUCHARIST ABD LIFE. which had just as wmuck to do with "MYSTERY
OF FAITH", tho Holy Father, Fﬂ*%ﬂ o Faith and the Rlessed Cucharist as
Teilhard himseif.

5. The Yoly Father declined THREE personal invifations to attend and instead
wont to a local Eucharistic Congrass.

G. The procession with the Blessed Szerament MRS abolished. Remson given:
the Sngiicans roguestad d4....

7 A regquest hy Dr.KMOY o ROME to ailow the distributicn of Holy Communion

o FYONE whoe nresented him/fhersel? at the Statio Orbic as a trus sign of
unity was turncd down. AFter having wrocked the wholz  show, this would have
been the final triumph of the European organiscers. #nd so the silent protest
of the ccumenical service was held as a 'sign of unity': biscuits which
ought to have heen Communion.....

Fathar KEMMETH RAKER S.J. summed 1% all up rather wall with his article in the
National Catholic REGISTFR. entitled: "ECUMEMIC ATTEMPT WEAKEMS CONGRESS" from which
tha following extract:

"For the first time in the nis &7y of the Conaress there was ne large-scaic
procassion with the Blessad Sacrament as a public manifestation of Catho-
lic belief in the fucharist....The Congress generaily spoaking did not
attract the anticipated crowds: 100,000 visitors LDLCtﬁd oniy 20,000
turned up, Fr.TOOM E” expected confidantly 100,000 poople to turn up at
the ccumenical sorvice, the official tally was 27, a0, Among the catholics
in AUStr*li*_ 1ere 15 considerablc controvorsy over the nature of the
CONYrEssS. .. o b woll-known fustralian Josuit told me he though the Melb.
conaress would ki1l the whole movement started in 1831, He could be right.
Catholics are noi preparzd to maks sacrifices for a Congrass THAT IS MOT
REALLY EUCHARISTIC."

WHATEVER IS TOUCHED RY [ TEILHARD DE CHARGIM THSPIREN REMEUAL LOOKS IMFINITELY WORS

ﬂFTE? THE EXPERTFMCE THAN IT EVER LOOKTE GEFORE.THE MELBOURME COMGRESS PROVED TO
E MO EXCEPTION, WILL TT BE OIFFEQERY MITH THE REMEWAL OF THE PRILSTHOOD?
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C. THE "RENEMILY OF THE SEMIRARY TREIMING.

The Churcn in fustralia has had a proud recard of the solid way in which Sho
has cared for the training of her asniring Pricsts. Thore are signs in this area
that another spirit has taken aver, and the seminary training has bzcoms the
hattleground between the Spivit of God and tho spirit of Teilkard. It is pasy
to start this topic with 2n a prieri, somzthing that goss like this. It is incon-
ceivable that bishops who have allowza Teilhardists to dominate thelr CCD's would
uncommromisingiy and resolutely resist thoir dominant influcnce in the formation
of their Priests, wheva, according to Teilhava's own boast, he had altogether
his most vaceptive audicnce yoars befors any organized resistance was mounted
against him, Sc 1t 1¢ to be expected that the seminary training in Melbourne
Teaves much to be desired and then leave it at that as iF the case has been
conclusivaly daalt with, I hope that people who reason Tike this draw the only
valid conclusion and go on their kness to pray o bit more to Almighty God for
their Prissts and thoir 8ishops and the Seminarians.

The Cathelic Church has boon just as ciear and persistent in resisting
the influence of Teilhard over the jast 50 or so years as She has been clear and
consistent in Her demand that the candidates for the Priesthood be sclidly brought
up on tha philosophy of St.TIDNAS ond tho theology basad on his principles. The
universal disobedience to thase two directives has resulted in tho most ghastiy
confusion in pricstly training. Youno Prissts and not so young onos oo seem to
live in maka-shift shelters of Bonhoofforian spirituality, Teilhardian evolutionism,
Pergsonian cxistentialism and Protesiant theology. Thare sezms 2 be no end to
the 'renewal days' whers do-it-yoursalf repair kits from

ot

he 1atest 'experts' are
handed out to patch up the dijapidated dwellings, In the groater Goelone aroa
where 1 1ivae I have heard the nulbit used to declars: 1. That Adam apd Eve are
really only a2 myth, or elsa. they are OLL OF US; 2. That the existence of hell is
doubtful; 3. That ths Gosrels are not authentic histery but folklors for the usu
cf the early christians; 4. That Original Sin in modern theology is being accepted
as being 'all the evil in the worid: §. That baptism of childran means nothing,
absolutaly nothing, withoui the commitment of the narents: 6. That what ramains of
a man after death fs the memory of himy 7. That the Church does not encourags to
pray the Rosary. (This one on the Faast of the Holy Rosary). I have sat through
innumerable sermons on WRELATED Teve, love in a vacuum...



Thare appears to be utter confusion on: SOUL, SUPERMATURAL LIFE, (MORTAL)

SIM, GRACE, SANCTIFYING GRACE, PENAMCE + MORTIFICATION, THE CROSS AND THE PASSIOH,

COMTRITION, CATHOLIC FAITH, VIRTUES, TRUTH and above all: THE CATHOLIC CHURCH.

1 want to maks two things crystal clear hora:

{a) I do not eriticise in any way 2 vouno Prizst: I adore what he holds in his
sacrad hands aftor the Conszeration, ovon if ha himself has a defactive
faith as caming out of his sermons: T am Triondly with them and often Tike
them as porsons.

(b) | I completely dissociate mysalf from, and utterly roject the explanations
and aims and objectives and methods of the Austraiiap Latin Mass Associa-
tien. T am net & momber, nevaer yas one and nsver will be. Ia particular I #P
raject their exnianntion that the whole confusion in the Church is caused
by the MOVIZ GRBLC. Like arvithing eise  perfectly orthodex in the Catholic
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Church, the HOVUS DRDO is also subject te Teilhard de Chardin mistreatment,
which can turn it into a sorry spectacle. But that is ROT dinherant to the
Heovus Ordo,

So far we have been skirting the svbject. Hhat ars the documents?

15 The official documents of thz Church dealing with the formation of the can-
didates to the Priesthooa are so numerous ang detailed that it is impossiblz
to even enumeratse them here. They have not chandad mucn over the yoars. Tho onss
from Yatican II must of coursg bz understood and interpreted in the Yight of what
went before. They a1l strass toiyness, interior 1ifo, umion with Christ, prayer,
frequent use of the Sacremants as tha soundast foundation for a fruitful apostolate.
2. What about the Church's condemnations of Teilhard de Chardin?
(a) The Supreme Authority of the Holy Office in a Decrec dated 15tk Nov. 1987,
forbade the works of de Chardin to be retainzd in Tibraries inciuding those
of Religious Institutes. His books worc not o be sold in Catholic bookshops and
ware not to be transiatad in other languaces.
{b) i Bocree of the Holy Office, dated June 20, 1982, under the authority of
Fope JOHM XXITI himself, warncd that "...1t 15 sbyicws that in philosophical
and theciogical matters the said works of da Chardin ave replete with ambiguitias
or rather with serious arvors whicn offend fatholic Doctrine. That is why the
neverend Fathers of the Holy Office urge a1l Bishops. Superiors, Rectors to
effectively protect, especially the minds of ths young, against the dangers of
the works of Fr. Teilhard de Chardin and iis {ollowers."




(c) The Vicariate of Rome in a Decree dated Sept. 30, 1963, required that

catholic booksellers in Rome should withdraw from circulation the works of
de Chardin together with those books which favour his avroneous dectrines. (Pope PAUL)
(d) The MONITA have net beon disregardad by tha Holy See. A query sent to the

Sacraa Congregation through the Apostolic Delegatc in Mashinton DC asking
this precisc auestion, reoceivad the following reply: "The judgements and disposi -
tions made by ths Congrogation concarning the writings of Teilhard da Chardin have
not beon changed., Thus tha_ﬁEﬂETJW of June 30, 1862 continuas in affect.” (8/3/67).
(e)  Further ro-affirmations: Gct. 20, 1967, Mar. 23, 1070, and Aug. 4, 1971,

coming from Apostolic Delenates but on the Instructions of the Congregation
of the Doctrinc of the Faith, remove all possible doubt en this matter

3. In 1873 Franjo Cardinal SEPER. Prafect of the Sacred Congregation for the
Doctrine of the Faith had reason to write directiy to Archbishop KNOX
complaining about the teaching at the Archdiocesan Seminary. In his Tetter the
Cardinal listed four cbjections which reguested corraction. They were:
(a) Ho Thomistic emphasis. In other words tho candm#athb for the Pr1esthnnd
were subjected to a patchwork of theological Fare. There still does
HOT exist a systematic philozophy course in the Melbourne Catholic
Colieqge.
()  Protestant bibiiography. The significance of this will be brought out
latar,
(¢} The dogmatic tracts ON THE IMCARNATION and OB THE HbEUMPTIDN OF MARY
' -are established Rovealed Truths and may not be taughg as 'opinions'.

“(d) The MOMITH vz Tailthard de Cherdin. In other words thov wers not

bm.am%me.uﬁ



If this tyoo of intervention from Rome is necessary then it can be safely stated
that a Catholic Collooa is a brooding around of modernism, & Cardinal writing From
Rome can obviously only write about the most obvious excesses. don-adherence
therefore to the monita re Tailhard ¢z Chardin are therefore considored by Card.
SEPER as & serious matiter,
a, At the time of the revelation to the world of the 'substantial agreement'
reacnes betwoon Cathelic and Anglican theolooians. the so-called WINDSOR
Agrasment, or Statemont. Archbishon KMOX rovealod in THE ADVOCATE of 27 Jan., 1972,
THAT THE PRESBYTERIAW POSITIONM MAS CLOSER TOO. Well, I have in my posscssion one
of thosa very privete papers usod in the discussions betwesn the Catholic and the
Presbyterian team. It is a paper on THVERCOMHUNMIOY and is called the CATHOLIC
contribution. I have heard and read many statements by theologians which I cxpectod
to ba callad 'heretice]’ by some other theslogian whom I suspactad to be'mora in
love with truth than with Plato' as the saying i¢. Put no, theologians will boend
backwards to accommodats such 2 statement somehow, somewhere ‘within the pale’,
ut in this casz 2 theojogian of repute who was asked to ovaluate this paner had
no nesitation to call this papsr in part HERETICAL in context., The other less

)

)
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damning phrases usaed by him were: crroncous, faulty, contrary to Church's feaching,
mistzading, irrelovant, arievoys error....I1t is for me of the cvimost importancs to
vead that this theologian catls the paper heretical wherse it teaches that

"Protastant churchcs have valid pricsthood so that cathelics can
receive Chris's Body and Blood 90 a Protastant communion service."



S0 if this is ths CATHOLIC contribution on an official lavael and the author of
this paper teachas seminarians cduring the day time, then Card. SEPER's objection
to Protostant bibliography takos on an ominous significanca:

it this is the top secrst 'official’teaching in the Archdiogesc of
HMelbourne on tha Priesthood, than no seminary profassor would want
nis students to find out from REAL Catholic books whati is the REAL
Catholic teaching on ths Prissthood.

But there is more to it than this. ! must refer the reader here oncs again to
the Australian Broadecasting Commission's MEWSITEM of HOV. 30, 1971, as cuoted on
paga 24 of this articlae:

"Special studies to be carriad out by the combined churches during
the vear (1972} includc discussions aimed at reaching agreement
O 4 SINGLE FORY OF COMMUMICH SERVICE FOR UMIVERSAL USEM,

and further ramind him that, according to Fr. REBESCHINI himself, this informetion
was communicatad to the nress by fArchbishop KHOX himself. Now the full meaning of
this newsitem comos home o us. Met only would the churches on & popular level
discuss these matters while using the text of UMIT THREE: EUCHARIST AMD LIFE in

, A5 reguested by thae European ecumenists,

g

;rﬁparatiqﬂfur the Eucharistic Congress
it now appears that tho stranglzhelid of these theologians  on the fArchdiocesa s
even far greater: tho ton Javel discussions now roveal commlste acceptance of

the demands by YAJTA and the LUTHERANS. Tha bhroadcast not only reveals that

these talks were held with the fArchbishop’s blessina: he was aware of the individual
topics. If this 'grizvously erronzous’ 'catholic' contribution to the discussion

o INTEEEEMﬁUﬂIDH WS dn?iﬁared and discussed in 197%, and the orthodox theu1dgian‘s
assessment was sigped dp Febre, 1974, thon 1t must have taken THO YEARS bafore

this scandalous stats of affairs was loaxed out and came to light. Mo wonder, with
this sort of 'cathelic' contribution, Arenbishor Knox could state in the ADVOCATE

of Jan. 1972° Rab He mjfyfqm/;% il comse clagin (5o, . -
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Dr kiDY's transfor to Rﬂm;F; still & somowhat mysterious atfair to many minds
The speculation is idle since what is available appear to be only straws in the wind.
Thera are indications that the suddan departure from delbourne shocked and dis-

appointad him. In his parting words Yo sajd he was sorry and sad to leave Mel-
hourna. Rome itself apnearad not to be quitz raady for him: thors wasn't any time
to fusc the two Sccretariats he now heads, although this was the intention. So
there are indications tpat his departure from Moelbourns was hurriod which Eintg
not to a promotion, but to a transfer %o get him out of Malbourne.

We have seon that ovor the years frchbishop EROX ddentifiod himself

- with spurioys catechetics and tha stifling of public protests against it

- with the probabls killing of the futurs Fucharistic Congressaes as they
were known ia the past in axchanges of some nybrid gatharing

- with the alarming deciing in the proper training of ths candidates
for the Priesthood;

- with the development of a false ecumenism by allowing questionable con-
tributions in very private but top-level discussions along tha linas

mapped out by YAJTA ana the European ccumenists.....
D, Knox knew that the Administration of the diocese was in chaos. Deep divisions
had appearad hetween him and his immediate sntourage which could scarcely be
kent from becoming nublic. The school orovident fund was in oreat difficulfics.
Parishes are forced to borrow heavily against the 1975 allocation of Federal funds
which are very uncertain in view of the cessation of the 'per capita' rulez of
financing priveto schools. He sold Church property at Tess than half the market
value without the consent of the Catholic Trust., as if it wes HIS to dispose of.
Tha training program oFf his semingvians came under scrutiny and was in need of
rebuke and correcticn from Romaz. His disastvous catechetics course was finally
rejected by Ris own Parants and Friends Oroapization when it was checked against

the Catechetical Directory from Roms and found oravely wanting,





