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EDITORIAL

TrueDevotiontoMary

When people said they could not
deep, | would dwayssuggest that
they say theRosary. It hasyet tofail
to bring on asound deep. Now this
may sound disrespectful to the
Blessed Mother who instructed the
children of Fatimato say theRosary
daily. Thereisareason why faling
adeepwhilesayingtheRosary isa
surething.

Thesmplest reasonis Satan. Yes,
Satan. We do not realize this
because we have been led to
believefor themost part that Satan
—the Devil —doesnot exist. Well,
let me assure you from direct
experiencewith that spiritud “ guy”
that heisvery, very red.

Thelast thing the Devil would want
youtodoisPRAY. Seefor yoursdf
if thisisnot true. Start praying; and
before you know it, your mind and
imagination are wandering
everywhere. Did you think thisis
because you are a scatter-brain?
Not at al. You know that you are
intelligent and can focus your
attention on many material things
and even some spiritual ones. The
latter, however, not for very long.
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Notice how long perceived real or
imagined woundsto our prideand
vanity keep usoccupied for quitea
while. See how we seethewith the
evil spirit of revenge. We have no
difficulty in keeping such things
before our mind’s eye and we
imagine alot of things about the
terrible person who hurt our
“fedings’ (Actudly, ourillusong!)
andif thereisanything lackinginour
slanderous detractions, thereis a
“spirit” ready to help usconjureup
luscioudy loathsomeingnuaionsto
mask thetruth.

Butjusttry tostir upasmilar podtive
sentiment and thought evento the
point of desiring to invoke the
Blessed Mother and what happens?
We fall asleep! That's what

happens.

What happened to our good
resolutions to honor the Blessed
Virgin, Mary?They fdll adegpwith
our beadswaiting for that next Hall
Mary that never comes...

Therearetwollittlebookletsby St.
Louisde Monfort dealing with the
Rosary: “TRUEDEVOTION TO



MARY” and “THE SECRET OF
THEROSARY”.

| would suggest to everyone who
wishes to seriously serve the
Blessed Mother to obtain acopy of
these two booklets and use them
frequently asakind of manual for

sayingthe Rosary fruitfully.

Particularly useful at thiswriting is
the chapter on “Fighting
Distractions’ in order to avoid
discouragement becauise we do not
redizethetrue causeof them: Satan!
Of course, we aso play apart in
these distractions by the merefact
that we allow them in so readily.
“Fighting distractions’ isthe proper
term: 1t ISaFIGHT. It isafight
primarily againg the Devil.

Oneday, agood woman asked why
it was that she had so many
distractionswhen shetried to pray.
| answered: “My dear lady, did you
think the Devil wantsyou to pray?
He does everything possible to
keep you from praying because he
does not want you to be close to
God.”

Turnyour digtractionsinto aprayer:
Tdl theDevil youwill offer themup
for the salvation of sinners. And,
watchhimrun!

THEMAKING OF AGOODWILL ORTRUST:
HAVEYOUREMEMBERED GOD?

LET YOURBLESSINGS
CONTINUETOBLESSOTHERS BY
REMEMBERING THE FRANCISCANSAND THEIR WORK
INYOURWILL ORTRUST!

OurLegd Titleis.

ORDER OF ST.FRANCISOF ASSISI, Inc.

3376 Mt. Read Blvd., Rochester, NY 14616
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The Bishop Speaks

Bishop Louis Vezelis OFM

THE REMNANT ROMAN
CATHOLIC CHURCH
AGAINST THE DEMONIC
DISORIENTATION OF
TRADITIONALISTS
M cKenna the “ Theologian”

Although we have not seen al the
“idiosyncrasies’ of McKenna the
priest, such as locking the church
doors so that late-comers might not
come in once Mass begins (One
wonderswhat aFire Marshal might
haveto say tothat —apublic building
having the peopleinsidelocked in),
it is enough to “flesh out” a
character.

Onehasyet to figure out WHO this
man really is because he goes by
severa names, such as“Fr. Fidelis
McKenna, O.P.,” “Fr. Robert
McKenna, O.P.” and then for good
measure (one assumes) “ Fr.Robert
FidedisMcKenna,O.P'.

Thosewho have bravely persevered
thusfar infollowing theheretical and
schismatic mind-set of thisindividud,
should be encouraged to continue
becausethis* public figure” —upon
whom greatness was “forced” —
despite seemingly repeated, pious
effortsto avoid the " heavy burden”
others would place upon him. This
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“heavy burden” was finally
“accepted” for the*virtuous’ reason
that he did not wish to get involved
in the disagreements between the
bishops. Hisonly too obviousefforts
to get himself consecrated as we
have seeninthe previousarticlesin
The Seraph, havefinally bornefruit
in the figure of the French
Dominican whose “ivory tower
reveries’ have spawned such an
absurd theory concerning popesthat
one can only conclude to an over-
heated imagination.

Aswe shall seewhen treating more
in depth and detail of this man’s
“theology,” we will discover the
mania that possessed him to
exchange loyalty to the sound
doctrineand discipline of the Roman
Catholic Church to succumb to the
demonictrap of vainglory.

If the consequences of al hisfolly
were only limited to himsalf, one
would beinclined to overlook them.
They are not confined to him alone,
because he has spawned so many
fasebishopsand priestswhointurn
will spawn otherslikethemselves.

Casting all prudence to the winds,
McKenna has completely ignored
the injunction of St. Paul: “ Do not
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lay hands hastily upon anyone,
and do not be a partner in other
men’ssins.” (1 Tim. ¢.5, 22).

How many sinsof detraction would
be avoided and the Devil routed if
those who think themselves to be
spiritua would only thoughtfully read
the Epistlesof St. Paul. In particular,
theFirst Epistleto St. Timothy isso
clear and instructive; so filled with
supernatural wisdom for daily
guidance. He continues in this
demon-inspired activity, paying no
heed to the sound doctrine and
discipline of the bishop whom the
Holy Ghogt hasgivento the Remnant
Church.

If there isanyone to be pitied in all
this nonsense, it is the many
misguided souls who for whatever
human reason devoid of supernatura
grace continueto follow thismanto
their eterna destruction.

But, then, pity and compassion must
not blind us to the terrible redlity:
These people havefredly chosento
damn their own souls. This should
be taken as a solemn warning and
those who will despisethiswarning
should know that they do so at their
own eterna peril. There will be no
ridiculous appeal to Canon 209 on
judgment day. All illusions and
delusions will be exposed for the
willful liethat they are.

6

In the military, a simple test of an
individual’sreal valueisto ask him
the plain question: “I1f you were in
combat, would you want thisman by
your sde?’

The answer to that questionisquite
obviousand definitely redligtic.

Would you want some vacillating,
cowardly creature armed with a
deadly weapon next to you whileyou
are defending yourself from an
equally armed adversary?

| think weall know theright answer
to that one, don’'t we?

Before entering upon the answer to
the question whether or not
McKenna is a valid bishop, a
prefatory noteis needed here.

Shortly after my own consecration,
which | can honestly admit cameas
asurprise, subsequent events made
it necessary for me to makeapublic
announcement through The Seraph,
that | would not recognizeanyone
asavalid Roman Catholic bishop
consecrated after August 24, 1982
inwhoseelection | had no positive
deliberation.

| wishtoreterateand emphasizethis
very important intention of abishop
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having the authority to make such
decisonsfor thegood of the Church.

Nor, should any sane person havea
problem with such a practical
application of episcopal authority
being used to protect those who
claim the title “Catholic” from
unscrupul oususurperswho would by
definition and application of this
statement, namely, “usurpers’ have
stolen episcopal consecration.

It would be redundant to keep
returning to McKenna's frequent
contradictory assertionsthat he does
not repudiate the jurisdiction of the
bishopswhilein fact hedoesby his
actions. 1t's much like the robber
beating his victim and shouting
“Help! Help!” at the same time.
Onlookersthink it isthe robber who
isthevictim.

Oneisat alossto follow hisline of
thinking—if “thinking” isthe correct
word. Hisreasoning processes seem
to bebased on astrange Dominican
(?) policy, or, “axiom”. Before
presenting the reader with this
“axiom,” | would like to know its
exact, verifiableorigin.

The “axiom” isthis. “Never deny,
seldom affirm, and always
digtinguish’. McKennaclamsthisis
an axiom followed by Thomistic
philosophers. Doeshemeantoimply
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that this axiom comes from St.
ThomasAquinas?Itwould seemthat
he does, because he refersto these
“Thomistic philosophers” as
“students and disciples of the
Common Doctor, St. Thomas
Aquinas’.

Franciscan philosophers and
theologianshave a| been students of
St. Thomas Aquinas. They have
agreed with all the correct
conclusions flowing from St.
Thomas' meditations on St.
Augustineand others.

But, Franciscan philosophers and
theologiansdo not limit themselves
to St. Thomas who himself did not
set limits upon his works. That's
because St. Thomaswas a brilliant
mind, but his sanctity forbade him
from making himself a “Common
Doctor”. Saints hate superfluity
especially when directed at them.

Asan“axiom” theseideasarelikea
flat tire...flat only on the bottom.
Let'ssee: “Never deny.”

If you “never deny” then you must
awaysaffirm. Thewiseman avoids
using absolute terms when dealing
with people, especiadly. If you use
thisphrasein any Stuation, you have
aready shot yourself inthefoot. We
seethisabuse of thinking or accusing



whenwesay “Y ou aredwaysdoing
that!” “'Y ou never obey!”

It would mean that one must not deny
heresy or any other kind of error
becausethe " axiom” forbidsyouto
deny: “NEVERDENY”. If aperson
never denies, it meansthat headways
affirms, unlessherefrainsfrom any
comment. In that case, he has
nothing to say. And, if he says
something, all that is said must be
understood as affirmed.

Thenext part of this"axiom” states:
“seldom affirm”. But, thisbecomes
irrelevant and contradi ctory because
thefirst part hasaready established
the mentd attitude of themind.

For, he who sometimes affirms is
now contradicting thefirst part of the
“axiom” that would have the mind
“never to deny”. “Never to deny”
necessarily impliesaffirmation.

Consequently, the second part of this
Dominican axiom is meaningless
because themind affirmseverything.
If it affirms everything, themind is
never denying anything. If you must
not deny heresy, you must necessarily
affirmit. Y oucannotignoreit.

However, | seriously doubt that
respectable Dominicans — or, any
honest thinker would subscribe to
such anaxiom.
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A smpleexamplewill clarify this. In
the metaphysical branch of
philosophy called “Ontology,” we
beginthestudy of “being”. Thefirst
redlity facing on€'s inquiry is this
basictruth: “ A thing either is, or, itis
not.” There is no middle term no
matter what kind of “distinction” is
attempted. If one wishes to speak
of a“distinction,” then it would be
that a thing that IS must be
distinguished from a thing that 1S
NOT. Thetruth of this observation
hasvalidity when correctly applied.

If one “never denies,” there is no
way of proceeding to any kind of
objective distinction. In fact, there
would be no need for any
“distinctions” because every
distinction implies positive and
negative elements. Whenever a
distinction is made, something is
affirmed and something is denied
about the subject of the distinction.
But, the axiom says “never deny”.
Has not the axiom been violated by
making distinctions?

Inaletter to oneof thefaithful asking
about fruitful Sacraments and the
need for him to be under the bishop
inwhose territory hefunctionsasa
priest, the following excerpts from
that letter dated November 7, 1984
clearly sets forth McKenna's tota
ambiguity and absurdity.
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Bear in mind that at the meeting of
several clergymen together with
three Bishops: Musey, Zamoraand
CarmonainDallas, TX in 1982 just
before Pentecost Sunday, it was
McKennahimself who wasthefirst
to take the floor and protest before
avery large gathering of laypeople
that prior to coming to this meeting
in Dallas, hewas having doubts, but
now he has no doubt and proclaims
that “We are in a state of Sede
Vacante!” Soon to follow him was
theHungarian, VidaElmer.

Without wishing to belabor the
constant wishy-washy, back and
forth “position” of McKenna
between Pentecost of 1982 and his
letter of November 7, 1984 where
he makes the amazing declaration
that the bishops consecrated by
Archbishop Ngo havenojurisdiction
(authority). Observe hisreason:

“Now thefact of thematter is, as
you certainly know, that the
bishops in question did not
receive their appointment from
a Pope (whether or not there
happens to be one). Therefore
their own jurisdiction or
Apostolic Succession is not
altogether certain—despite much
evidence in their favor.”
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You will notice that McKenna
publicly stated with such* authority”
even to the point of ignoring the
position of those of us present at the
meeting who were the ones
uncertain of thewhole Sede Vacante
position and the agreement of al
present not to insist on that point:
“Weareinastate of SedeVacante!”

If we were in a “state of Sede
Vacante” back inDadlas, TX in1982,
what happened in 1984 that he
dogmatically holds (most modestly,
of course) that the new bishops
(Musey, Carmona, Zamoraand now
Vezdlis) do not have any kind of
authority nor can their Apostolic
Succession be “dtogether certain”?
He promotes these ideas far and
wide as if it were some kind of
teaching of the Church. Certainly, it
appealsto anarchistslike McKenng;
but it is a far cry from orthodox
Catholicism.

Oneisauthorized (although without
authority according to McKenna) to
ask of McKenna: “If these bishops
do not havewhat theHoly Ghost has
given them on the day of their
consecration, then WHO continues
the unbroken line of Apostolic
Successon?’

According to Pope Pius XIlI,

heretics, schismatics and
excommuni cates are not membersof
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the Roman Catholic Church. Whom
would heresurrect from among the
deceased pre-Vatican |1 bishopswho
has not capitulated, directly or
indirectly, to the heresiesand errors

promoted by the “ Popes of Vatican
e

Also, if McKenna, hasmadeso much
of his “doubting the jurisdiction of
these bishops’ which he claimsnot
to “repudiate,” but does so in the
same breath for the ssimple reason,
as he states, that “they have not
received a papal mandate How can
anyone be consecrated then? How
would he expect them to receive a
papa mandate (authorization) from
someonewho isnot aPope? Indeed,
how can even HE be consecrated if,
as he protests, a papal mandate is
necessary? He hasalready stated on
morethan one occasion that the See
of Peter is vacant. Might it be a
deliberate demonic spirit of
disobediencethat blindstheintellect
and forces a person to resort to the
most absurd effortsto hidetherea
truth: Namely, on€ sfrudtration at not
having been consecrated? Then, as
wewill see, dl obstaclesvanishlike
the pimples on a face with the
application of vanishing cream.

Most peoplereadily forget that there
are generally two reasons why
people do things: One, the socially
acceptable reason that is cheap
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window dressing, and thereal reason
whichishidden and lurksbehind the
shameful mask of silence.

Incidentaly, McKennapretended to
“congratulate’ mefor taking theside
of thebishops (Musey, Carmonaand
Zamorad). Thedecision had nothing
to dowith any specificargumentation
of Bishop Musey withwhom | spent
an entire day listening to al the
arguments proving that these men
(John X X111, Paul VI, John Paul |
and John Paul 11) were not valid
Popes. The truth isthat | was very
troubledin spirit upon leaving Ddlas,
TX. I knew that theremust beasign
from God to dispd al reasonable
doubt. I did not know what that Sign
might be. | was so perplexed with
thisquestion that | had forgotten that
itwasthe Vigil of Pentecost (1982).
| sat inthe airplane wondering how
this problem might be solved. For,
solved it had to be — one way or
another.

And, as | said to Bishop Musey:
“The evidence must be such that no
reasonable person can deny
whatever it might be.”

Then it happened: | was watching
thelatenight newson TV. Thetime
coincided with thetimein England.
There, in full view of millions of
people, Karol Wojtyla, aka “Pope
John Paul 11" was embracing a
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layman attired in the episcopal robes
of an Archbishop and saying: “We
are sister Churches; we are all
seekingthetruth.” That wasit! How
could a true Pope recognize what
the Popes since Pope Leo XIII up
until Pope Pius XII inclusive have
always declared: Anglican Orders
areinvalid because of default of form
and intention.

Yet, this alleged “Vicar of Jesus
Chrig” istelling thislayman dressed
asan Archbishop that the Church of
England — the leaders of which
butchered priestsand laypeoplefor
refusing to deny their faith in the
Roman Catholic Church - is
somehow a“sister Church”.

If McKenna changed his mind
(Again!?) then he must rightfully
obey his “Pope” without giving
scandd to theworld by flaunting his
disobedience.

An appeal to somekind of sophistic
absurdity by twisting terminology
doesnot changethe objectiveredity:
Either the man occupying the Chair
of Peter (The office of Pope) is a
valid and legitimate Pope, or, heis
not. It's just that simple. We can
forget dl the sophistic squirming and
throw asdethevell of vanity and say
with simplistic honesty: “Like the
emperor and his new clothes,
McKennais stark naked!”
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Thosewho sincerdly recognizethese
men since the death of Pope Pius
XIlI to bevalid Popesare bound in
conscience not only to obey them
but must also obey the bishops in
union with these Popes. Therefore,
ether Joseph Ratzinger isatrue Pope
or he is an imposter. Either the
bishops united with them are valid
bishopsand orthodox, or they arenot.
If they are, then it followslogically
that they, too, must be obeyed.

We will deal in time with the
absurdity propounded by Bishop.
Guerard des Lauriers, OP (RIP) of
a“material pope” but not a“formal
pope.” For now, | can assure you
that when desLauriersexplainedthis
theory to me, | wasforced to do all
within my power to keep from
laughingin hisface.

Perhaps age and the tooth of time
had gnawed at his brain so that he
forgot the ontology that even St.
Thomassubscribed to, or, hislack of
courage to face redlity forced him
to invent (imagineer) some fine-
sounding falacy that numbed hisright
reason to protect him from what
every good Catholic would shudder
to do: Be forced to recognize a
heretic gtting on the throne of Peter.

When it comes to bishops as
successors of the Apostles as the
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foundation of the Church
(Apostolicity isone of the marks of
the true Church), almost every
Catholic has been conditioned to
equate the Roman Catholic Church
with a Pope. Where the Pope is,
that’ swherethe Churchis. But, like
everythingin our existence, thereare
few absolutes — if any. Besides,
history has shown that there have
been many “anti-popes’ — false
popes. Yet, the Church survived
because even among heretical
bishops, there were always at least
a few doctrinaly correct and true
bishops.

As one Doctor of the Church
expressed it: “Ubi episcopus, ibi
ecclesd’ - Wherethebishopis, that
iswherethe Churchis.

Agan, | repeat: ObserveMcKenna s
own avowa for alegedly refusing
episcopal consecration, and by the
same act implicitly denying the
authority and Apostolic Succession
so essentia to thetrue Church:

“Thereason | myself refused to
accept the bishopric was that |
saw | would not have absolute
certainty of Apostolic
Succession.” He was apparently
invited by some one to be
consecrated. By whom | have no
real idea. Nevertheless, it must be
noted that he refused theinvitation.

12

Now kindly consider what had taken
place in Baton Rouge, LA prior to
al his“doubts’.

At ameeting in Baton Rouge, LA,

hefranticaly sought to have himsalf
consecrated immediately. Hedid not
seem to have acrisis of conscience
then, nor did hehaveaproblemwith
the Chair of Peter being vacant. |

cannot for thelife of mecomprehend
how he would expect two bishops
and an archbishop to proceed to a
bizarre " consecration” without the
papal mandate he now requires.

What might have precipitated this
sudden change of mind?

To a person addressing these
guestionsto McK ennawho wanted
to find out his true mind regarding
the bishops and the fruitfulness of
the Sacraments, he givesthe answer
as follows: “By choosing to
believe Bishop Vezelis rather
than first ask me my view of the
guestion, you have put your self
in an unnecessary crisis of
conscience, and deprived
yourself of true and fruitful
Sacramentshere.”

Here we find a priest arrogating to
himsdf apostionthatisnot his. Itis
the bishop who judgesand interprets.

McKenna and al the rest of those
“independent” clergymen have had
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ample opportunity to submit
themsdlvesto oneor the other bishap,
depending upon their geographical
location. They failed to do so despite
the fact that they know they must
beunder abishopinorder toexercise
their priestly orders validly and/or
fruitfully.

The serpent cannot hide forever
behind the veil of saccharine
sanctimonious submission to
authority.

A man whose own community had
to keep him away from people by
having himdo* research” now seeks
to teach a bishop whose priestly
experience spans a lifetime of
obedienceto legitimate authority in
preaching parish missions,
conducting Religiousretreatsin both
English and Korean, acting as
military chaplain for our American
troops, professor of psychology and
logic, remedial English and
mathematicsfor both the University
of Maryland and the University of
Hawaii, intheU.S. Army Education
system, pastor of a large parish in
Kores, teacher of spiritudity to Friars
and extraordinary confessor to the
community, and confessor to the
loca bishop. | donot think it boasting
to suggest that | have had a very
rounded amount of experienceasa
priest. | may not have been
shipwrecked and adrift on the sea,
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but | know what it feelsliketo bein
peril from false brethren.

Besidesadl thesethings, | havenever
abandoned my studiesin philosophy
andtheology. | havededlt extengvely
in those questions that concern
questionsof marriage.

| cannot imagine anything so
monstrous as to deceive people in
matters of the utmost spiritual
importance. That the Masses and
Sacraments administered by
McKennaaresacrilegiousand empty
of any kind of sacramental graceis
a part of Catholic theology on the
Sacraments dating well before even
S. Augustinewhoisthefirst to desl
with this question most thoroughly
and authoritatively.

Hereiswhat St. Augustine sayson
this subject that condemns
McKenna;s errors. This rather
lengthy citation from St. Augustine
is extremely important in our day
becausethevery thingshewroteand
preached against have surfaced once

again.

Hewrites:

“An answer must now be given
to those who make no promise
of escapefrom eternal fireeither
to the Devil and his angels or
even toall men, but who pretend
that at least thosewho have been
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cleansed in thebaptism of Christ
and have partaken of His Body
and Blood will be saved from
eternal suffering however
wickedly they havelived, or into
whatever heresy or impiety they
may have fallen. The answer to
such wishful thinkersisgivenin
the words of St. Paul: ‘Now the
works of the flesh are manifest,
which are immorality,
uncleanness, licentiousness,
idolatry, witchcrafts, enmities,
contentions, jealousies, anger,
quarrels, heresies, envies,
murders, drunkenness,
carousings and suchlike. And
concerning these | warn you, as
I havewar ned you, that they who
do such thingswill not attain the
kingdom of God’ (Gal. 5, 19-21).
Now thisisthe declaration of an
Apostle; yet it is false if the
classes of sinners mentioned are
ever to possess the kingdom of
God by being freed from the
flames after some indefinitely
long term of suffering. But the
apostolicdeclaration isnot false;
therefore, such sinners will not
attain the kingdom of heaven.
And if they are never to possess
the kingdom of God, they areto
be retained in eternal
punishment, for the simple
reason that outside the kingdom
thereisno middle placewherea

14

man can find himsalf free from
pain.

Thisbeing so, wehavetofind the
right inter pretation of thewor ds
of the Lord Jesus: ‘This is the
bread of lifethat comesdown from
heaven, sothat if anyoneeat of it
he will not die. | am the living
bread that has come down from
heaven. If anyone eat of this
bread heshall liveforever. (John
6, 50-51).

First, in regard to the heretics
and schismatics whom | am
answering. Their interpretation
of this text is denied by the
Catholics whom | am about to
answer. These Catholicsarethe
ones who do not promise
liberation for all who have the
sacraments of baptism and the
Body of Christ, but do promise
liberation toall Catholicsin spite
of the wickedness of their lives
because these and these alone
have eaten not merely the
sacramental symbol, but the
reality of the Body of Christ, by
reason of their incorporation in
His Body, in the Body of which
the Apostle says: ‘Because the
bread isone, wethough many are
one body’ (1 Cor. 16,17). And,
therefore, the one who is
properly said to eat the Body of
Christ and todrink the Blood of
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Christ,ishewhoisincorporated
in the unity of His Body, as one
of those members of Christ, of
the sacrament or whose Body the
faithful regularly partake when
they communicate at the altar.
Hence, heretics and schismatics
who ar e separ ated from theunity
of thisBody can, indeed, receive
the sacrament, but to no avail —
in fact, to their harm —since the
result is to increase the pain
rather than to curtail the length
of the punishment. The truth is
that they are not in the bond of
peace of which the sacrament is
the outward sign.

To turn now to those who
properly under stand that noone
can be said to eat the Body of
Christ whoisoutside of the Body
of Christ. They are wrong in
promising eventual liberation
from eternal firetothosewhofall
from the unity of Christ’s Body
into heresy or, still worse, into
the superstitions of paganism.
First, they have failed to notice
what an effrontery it isand what
adeparturefrom sound doctrine
to say that practically all of the
founders of impious heresies,
who left the Church to become
heresiarchs, are better off asfar
as final salvation is concerned
than those who were at no time
Catholicsbut havefallenintothe
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trapsof theheretics. This, infact,
would be the caseif it weretrue
that the ex-Catholic heresiarchs
are to be ultimately saved by
reason of thefact that they were
baptized in the Catholic Church
and at one time received the
sacrament of the Body of Christ
in the true Body of Christ. But
thefact isthat it isworsetobea
deserter from the faith and, by
reason of desertion, an enemy of
the faith than to be one who has
never lost what he never had.”
(City of God, Book 21, chap.25).

If anyonewould prefer McKenna's
heretical position to the sound
doctrine of St. Augustine and the
traditional teaching and practice of
the Church then such aonemust be
prepared to accept excommunication
from the Roman Catholic Church.

For, what has been quoted at length
from St. Augustine, Doctor of Grace,
iswhat | hold and must hold evenin
theface of universal denia of these
truths.

Let all who read these words be
aware that their attendance at the
Massesof evenvaid priestswho are
not in union with thisbishop (Bishop
LouisVezdis, OFM), Bishop Giles
Butler, OFM or with Bishop
Madriga arenot only contributing to
their own eternal damnation but are

15



not receiving any supernatural fruit
from the outrageous deception of
those who are outside the Body of
Chrigt.

Thetruthisthat anyoneattending the
Masses or receiving Sacraments
fromMcKennaarereceiving nothing
but condemnation.

Now, is McKenna even a bishop?
Theanswer resswith theapplication
of the doctrine and practice of the
Church coupled to the moral
principlesinvolving the reception of
the Sacraments.

That McKennaisnot avalid bishop
follows from his own statements
which manifest a clear intention
NOT TO RECEIVE EPISCOPAL
CONSECRATION.

He not only declined, but refused.

He further emphasizes this refusa
with the declarative statement that
he “saw that he would not have
absolute certainty of Apostolic
Succession.”

This must obviously indicate an
intellectud conviction that cannot be
ignored, and a free act of the will.
Among the many things he
dogmatically asserts as “ doubtful”
are basically the things that the
Catholic Church believes and
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teaches, whilethe bizarrethings he
understands, he “sees” with a
peculiar “certitude” of his own.
Another reason why we cannot
accept hisvalidity asabishop comes
from hisown affirmation: Hemakes
itacondition for hisconsecration that
there must be three bishops. This
condition was not realized and
therefore, hisconsecration would be
invalid — according to his
understanding of St. Robert
Bellarmine. This is more clearly
expressed inwhat followsbelow.

And, if by somequirk of fateheisa
bishop, heis not aRoman Catholic
bishop. He is nothing more than a
“doubtful bishop” — according to
Canon 209.

Tobelogical with hisown premise,
McKennamust doubt everything. It
isby anact of hiswill that hechooses
to doubt despite all the positive
evidence beforehim.

Following histhinking, no oneshould
condemn abortion because those
who say the thing in a mother’s
womb is just a blob of tissue and
those who say it is a human being
areentitled to their opinionsbecause
there is cause for a doubt of fact.
What is that “doubt of fact”? The
fact is. No one can be absolutely
certain WHEN the rational soul is
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joined to matter to condtituteahuman
being.

Logicaly, then, McKennaand those
like him must accept the conclusions
of their own false thinking. The
Church has never declared with
absolute certitudethetimewhen the
immorta soul isjoined tothematerid
substance to constitute a human
being.

The Church teaches that the safest
course must be followed. What is
that course? The little thing in a
mother’ swomb must be considered
to be ahuman being and therefore,
abortion isdeemed the murdering of
ahuman being.

This example should instruct the
honest seeker for truth to realizethe
futility of McKenna's pretended
theoretical doubt regarding
juridiction (mora authority) inthose
whom the Holy Ghost has placed
over them.

With some sort of triumphant glee
thinly hidden, hehaulsout St. Robert
Bedlarmineand wishestoimposehis
own twisted i deas upon the bishops
by trying to useasaint’ sopinionsto
beidentified with hisown.

Sincewedo not havethe actual text

of St. Robert Bdlarmine, S.J., weare
forced to assume — and assume
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rightly! —that Bellarmine sthoughts
arenot “modified” by McKennawho
hasnot foundit difficult to“interpret”
thewordsof otherstofit hismold of
thought.

Sinceitisimpossbleto havethekind
of “absolute certitude’ demanded by
him, itislikewiseimpossiblefor him
to havetherequired interna intention
for thevdidity of the sacramentsand
here, for the validity of episcopal
consecration.

Thereisyet another obstacle to his
validity asabishop. It residesin his
insistence of having three
consecrating bishops as a
condition. A condition attached to
acontract that is not realized voids
the contract. He" accepts’ episcopal
consecration on condition that

there be three bishops
consecrating: the main
consecrator and two co-

consecrators. He stated this in a
Western Union Mailgram to Bishop
George Musey dated 4/20/84. In it
he states: “...MY ONLY
CONDITION IS THAT YOUR
EXCELLENCY HAVETWO CO-
CONSECRATORS...".

What boggles the mind is that
McKenna is able to create a
subjective“virtual” reality with the
help of adisoriented imagination that
permitshim to dowhat herepudiates
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in others: To act as a bishop with
authority.

What he denies in the bishops
consecrated by Archbishop Ngo, he
arrogates, assumes, takes upon
himself without the least doubt by
appealing to an obscure Canon of
Church Law, Canon 209. A law that
certainly cannot apply to the matter
at hand without falling into the trap
of heresy.

If McKenna can doubt whatever
displeases his fancy, why should
others not be permitted to do
likewise? Everyone is entitled to
follow the same disastrousdirection.
Frankly, dl the Traditionaigsactudly
do thiswithout the absurdity of trying
to justify their crass heresies and
schism by using the Church’slaws.
But, isthisnot thetactic of the Devil
and hisadvocates. To havethevictim
dig hisown grave before executing
him?

Whatever ceremony McKenna
participated in on French soil is of
doubtful vdidity. Consequently, every
thing he has done as a “ doubtful
bishop” can have no objective
certainty. Therefore, whatever
priests he has “ordained” are
doubtfully valid; whatever bishopshe
has “consecrated” are doubtful
bishops; whatever abbots he has
“installed” are doubtful abbots;
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whatever Religious groups he has
given formal approval cannot be
considered of any value such ashis
preposterous “approval” of the
Schuckardt Sect of Spokane, headed
by the schismatic Bishop Pivarunas.

Briefly: Everything McKenna
attemptsto do that requiresthe
authority of a valid bishop is
without a doubt null and void.

These conditions were not met. In
fact, he went to France to be
“consecrated”. Why was he not
consecrated by Bishop Musey? Why
could there not be three bishopsfor
his alleged consecration? If it was
Musey who invited him to be
consecrated, why did McKennago
to France? Did he embrace des
Lauriers’ absurd theory (Note:
ONLY a theory, not a certainty!)
simply for the purpose of flattering
the old man into consecrating him?
Thisisavalid question.

Whatever happened to the merry-go-
round ing stence on threebishopsand
apapa mandate?

Equally important is the matter of
“Doubtful BishopMcKenna s’ wild
consecration spreethat has spawned
amessof invalid bishops.

We have the names of those whom
he has attempted to consecrate or
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ordain. He has attempted to
consecrate those whose priestly
ordinations are not above serious
doubt. Among thesearecertainly dl
those whose ordination stemsfrom
Marcel Lefebvre. He has almost
fanatically rejected the sound
doctrine of the Church regarding the
three elementsrequired for validity
of any Sacrament, but especially the
Sacrament of Holy Orders.
According to the teachings of the
Roman Catholic Church’s sound
doctrine, those whose Baptism or
reception of Holy Ordersis subject
to even the dlightest doubt must be
ordained without any condition.
McKenna has attempted to
consecrate such non-priests. Hehas
also falled by gross negligence in
attempting to consecrate aman who
was already validly consecrated by
Old Catholics. The name of that
manisFrancisSupski who ministers
to Bircher-Feenyitesin Rockford, IL

He has attempted to consecrate a
man from Europe, Oravec, whose
priestly ordinationisunder aserious
cloud.

He has attempted to consecrate the
non-priest Sanborn who purportsto
receive his ordination from non-
bishop Marcel Lefebvre. Likewise,
he attempted to consecrate aformer
member of thebogus* Society of S.
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Pius X” by the name of Neville.
There are others.

These are meant only to establish a
pattern of unscrupulous abusesof the
Sacraments of the Roman Catholic
Church.

Remnant Catholics had an
opportunity to band together under
true bishops when the four bishops
signed asolemn promise beforethe
Blessed Sacrament on August 25,
1982.

Because of the historic and
religioudy important nature of this
matter of bishops, wewill terminate
thisportion of the seriesfor the next
issue of The Seraph.

(To be continued)
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THENATIONSTHEBUILDING

IN thelast conference, we watched
thebirth of the Church on the day of
Pentecost, in the little cenacle at
Jerusalem; and tracing the earliest
indicationsof itsgrowth, wefollowed
the Apostles in their career from
Pdesting, through all the different
lands, where driven by persecution,
and carried on by the zea of their
faith, they spread the new doctrines
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throughout the world. In different
landsthey planted thislittle seed, and
then watered the soil that had
received it with their life blood. We
must push our research still further,
and watchwithinterest, how warmed
by the sun of God’ sprovidenceand
protection, the buried germ sprung
forth into athriving and sturdy tree,
which, spreading its brancheswider
and wider, gave shelter to an
innumerable throng and withstood
the storms of centuries of
persecution.

In connection with this subject,
namely, the propagation of the
Christian faith in the first three
centuries, three questions present
themselves as especially worthy of
consideration, inasmuch aseach has
been the subject of attack by those
who would consider the spread of
Chrigtianity to be of no weight in
establishing the divinity of its
doctrines. And firgt, is it true that
from the very start, the number of
converts to the new faith was very
considerable, in fact, wonderfully
great; or were the followers of the
new religion a mere handful, an
inconsderablefew? Secondly, what
wasthe character, intellectually and
socidly, of thefirst believers? Were
they people of no position, a
credulous and infatuated multitude,
or were they rather of all classes,
many of them among the richest,
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noblest, and most learned of their
day?Thirdly, canthe propagation of
the faith among the nations be
attributed to purely natural causes,
or must we look for an explanation
of itsmarveloudy rgpid growthinthe
divinity of itsoriginanditsprovidentid
protection?

For a truthful answer to these
questions, we must, like true
historians, read thetestimony of those
who have left to us a faithful
description of the Churchinthefirst
centuries of its existence. Renan,
speaking of the propagation of the
faith, asitisrecountedinthe Actsof
the Apostlesandinthe L ettersof St.
Paul, writesthat thereislittleto boast
of in the success of the Apostlesin
evangdizingthenations, “for,” says
he, “they considered that they had
spread the Gospd in acountry when
they had made afew addressesand
preached afew sermons,” that asa
rule, they considered themselves
quitefortunate when they had made
adozen or so of converts; that not
unfrequently, the churches
established in different placesby the
Apostles, of whichwehear somuch
inthe Actsand Epistles, consisted of
fifteen or twenty people, and that all
the converts brought to the faith by
S. Paul inthe East, and inthe West,
did not exceed athousand. Sothat in
Renan’ seyesthedescriptions given
by St. Luke and St. Paul of the
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growth of the infant Church are
smpleexaggerations, or, indeed, open
lies.

Gibbon and Montesguieu, admitting
thewonderful growth of the Church,
pretend to explain it all by the
operation of purely natural causes.
But, after al, unlike Renan, they do
admit that the number of converts
was very considerable, and indeed
€normous.

The accusation that the early
Chrigtianswereof thelowest classes
of society, peopleof little repute, and
credulous women, is almost as old
as Chrigtianity itself. For Origen
himself was obliged to refute this
calumny which was common enough
evenin histime, and Minucius Felix
also assures us that this was a
common accusation against the
followersof Christ. Henceif to-day
we hear it said that, after all, the
Catholic Churchismadeup of people
of no education or position, and is
simply agathering of the credulous
and illiterate of the world, we must
remember that thisassertion hasbeen
repeatedin all ages, back tothetime
of Christ Himself. But assertionsare
not arguments, and words are not
facts.

In studying the history of any event

of any country, it is necessary to
gather our knowledge from
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documents which can be proved to
be the most trustworthy description
of theeventsnarrated. Accordingto
this criterion, the story of the
propagation of thefaithintheearliest
timesis best studied in the Acts of
the Apostles, whose author is St.
Luke. It matters not now, whether
the student be a Christian, aJew, or
aMohammedan. Weareconsdering
the credibility of thedocumentsfrom
apurely historical standpoint. Putting
aside, therefore, the question of
inspiration, and looking at it Smply
as a book of human authority, this
testimony of the Evangelist Luke
fulfillsall therequisitesof credibility.
How can our opponents prove that
St. Luke did not know the facts he
describes? how can they prove that
he was deceived or intended to
deceive hisreaders?

He was a writer who described
contemporaneous facts; he was,
moreover, a learned man and a
veraciouswitness. Someof thethings
of which hewrites, he saw with his
own eyes, and therest he describes
asthey were narrated to him by the
Apostles themselves, that is, by
immediate witnesses.

If, therefore, from a purely critical
standpoint, we deny credence to a
man who possesses all these
prerogatives of credibility, of what
facts of history can we be certain?
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Now let us open the Acts of the
Apostles to the place where is
recorded insmpleand conciseterms
the story of the day of Pentecost.
We find there that the number
baptized and received into the
Church on that occasion was three
thousand people. Again, later on, the
same author tells us that on the
occasion of the miracle wrought by
St. Peter at the gate of the Temple,
five thousand people believed and
were aggregated to the faith. Here,
therefore, within afew daysfromthe
birth of the Chrigtian Church, wefind
that the number of convertsmade at
Jerusalem alone was over eight
thousand. Now when we consider
that inthenatura order of eventsthe
influence of thisgrest number would
be very considerable among their
relatives, friends, and circle of
acquaintances, added to thefact that
it became aduty of each oneinturn
to spread the knowledge of the true
religion and become himself an
Apostle, it is evident that in a very
short time, thisnumber would be at
least doubled. In point of fact, St.
L uke confirmsthe supposition, when
he says “that the multitude of
believers increased every day,” so
that it was necessary to choose
sevendeaconstordievethe Apostles
of some of their minor duties.

In thislight we can understand how
terrified the high priests and
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Sadducees became at the sight of
such great desertion among their
followers. What €l secan beassigned
asareason of thebitter jealousy they
entertained towards the leaders of
the new faith? Nor were their
conversonsamong the peopleaone,
for upon the same authority we know
that many, even among the priests,
renounced theold religion and gave
their allegianceto the new doctrines.
If, therefore, as is narrated in the
Acts, a great crowd of the priests
became subject to the faith, it is
evident that theinfluence of thisfact
alone would have its effect upon a
very wide circle of the Jews.

Itistrue, indeed, that seeingtherapid
spread of the new tenets, a fierce
persecution was raised against the
ChurchinJerusdemduringwhich S
Stephen was martyred and the
disciples scattered. But this
dispersion of the Christians of
Jerusalem was the very best means
of carrying the faith to other lands.
The disciple Philip, one of this
number, evangelized the Samaritans,
andwith such fruit, that even Simon
the Magician, who had for a long
while deluded the people, himself
received Baptism and brought over
agreat number of convertswith him,
so that it became necessary that the
Apostles, Peter and John, should go
among them to administer to them
and properly congtitute the Church.
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How can we explain the necessity
of thisgpecia attention if wesuppose
that the number of converts was a
mere handful ?

Again we learn that the inhabitants
of Lyddaand Saron, countrieslying
southwest of Jerusalem near Joppa,
who had heard the Gospel from the
apostle Peter, and who had seenthe
dead raised to life, in great crowds,
embraced thefaith. Theword which
the Evangelist usesto designatethe
number of convertsis very strong,
for he says: “And all that dwelt at
Lyddaand Saron saw him and were
convertedtotheLord” (Actsix, 35).
Mark that he says“dll.” Therefore,
the two towns, en masse, came over
to the faith. Later on, we read of a
likeaccessonin Joppa, whereagain,
after hearing the preaching of the
Prince of the A postles, confirmed by
another miracle, the resuscitation of
Tabitha, St. Luke says: “et
crediderunt multi in Domino.”

Now Joppa was a city of no small
population: “many” isacomparative
term. Itisevident therefore, that not
adozen or fifteen, but alargenumber,
perhaps hundreds, entered the fold
onthisoccasion.

The persecution which the Chrigtians
wereobliged to endureat Jerusalem
andin theimmediate neighborhood,
drovetheminto such distant regions
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as Phenice, Cyprus, and Antioch.
Thislast city was the metropolis of
Syria and the seat of the Roman
Proconsuls. Hereagain, it isrecorded
that agreat number gavetheir names
to thefaith (Actsxi), so that for the
work of organization of this great
body, the Apostles sent to them
Barnabas, whointurnbrought “ grest
multitudestothelLord.” (Actsxi, 24.)

Theconversonsmultiplied sorgpidly
and the Church grew to such large
proportions that St. Barnabas was
obliged to call for more assistance,
which he received in the person of
. Paul, himself aconvert. Suchwas
the zeal and continuous labors of
thesetwo missionarieswho duringa
whole year took up their residence
in that city, that the Church at
Antioch became one of the most
numerousand best known, andit was
there that the disciples were first
called Christians. At that time,
Antioch contained at least two
hundred thousand inhabitants: now
will Renan please explainto ushow
aChurch congigting of ten or adozen
people could have arisen to such
extraordinary prominenceamongal
the congregations of that time. It is
not exaggerating in the least to
calculatethat at least atenth part of
the citizens of Antioch became
Christians. We can therefore
estimate the number of the faithful
inthetime of St. Paul to be at least
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twenty thousand souls.

Now if we follow St. Paul and
Barnabasto Iconium, the capital of
Lycaonia, we see again the
enormous stridesthefaith continues
to makeinitsconstant progress. St.
Luke designates the faithful as
“ copiosa multitudo,” avery great
multitude, both of the Jews and of
the Greeks, and he adds, “ every day
thenumber increased.”

The same story is told of
Thessalonica, where the defection
among the Jawsfromtheoldreligion
became so threateningly gresat that
the obstinate Hebrews raised a
persecution against them. Isit likely
that they would have arisen against
a handful of dissenters? Now in
reality, the accusation made against
the new converts which moved the
magistratesto take measures against
them, was that they had set the city
in an uproar. Now in a city like
Thessalonica of a numerous
population, it would require agood
share of the inhabitants to be
considered capableof disturbing the
peace of the whole city. By this
expression is intended to mean a
religious revolution. It is hard to
understand how  Renan’'s
interpretation can be madeto agree
with the plainwordsof the narration.

Inthe nineteenth chapter of the Acts,
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weareagain enlightened on the point
of this marvelous increase in the
number of the Christians. The proof
of thiswonderful growthin the city
of Ephesusisof anature so singular
and striking asto leave no doubt as
to itsmeaning. The preaching of St.
Paul was followed with such fruit,
that thetemple of Diana, the goddess
whose worship was especially
cultivated there, was utterly
deserted. Not only in Ephesus, but
all over Asia the same results
followed the labors of this apostle.
The proof of this is manifest from
most competent authority, and from
a source which can scarcely be
denied. Demetrius, asilversmith by
trade, who gained a livelihood by
manufacturing articles used in the
worship of Diana, complained bitterly
to hisbrethren that histradehad been
ruined by the preaching of the
Apostles, inasmuch asthe people, not
only of Ephesus, but of al Asia, no
longer venerated images made by
hand, and so“not only thisour craft,”
says he, “is in danger to be set at
naught, but al so the temple of great
Dianashall be reputed for nothing:
yea, and her majesty shall begin to
be destroyed, whom al Asaand the
world worshipeth.”

Now, how can we suppose,
considering thematter inall fairness
and impartidity, that Demetriuscould
have madethisplea, with any show
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of sense or hope of attention, unless
it wasan evident fact that inthe city
of Ephesus and the country around,
an aarming number of conversions
had taken place.

Another singular fact may be
adduced to prove how futile and
faseisthe supposition of Renanand
adl hisfollowing. It ssemsthat magic
or witchcraft was practiced as a
science among these people who
seemed to have possessed whole
libraries on this curious art. The
Apostles naturally condemned this
practice and the books used by the
magicians. Just at thistime, some of
their number had attempted by this
art to perform wonderful deeds, but
with small success; in fact the
magicians themselves were visibly
injured by their diabolical
pretensions. Whereupon all these
people who possessed the books
brought them to the Apostlesto be
burned; that is, they submitted tothe
teaching of . Paul. Wecan cdculate
the number of these new converts
from the value of the books which
they brought. This we are told
amounted to fifty thousand pieces of
silver, asum equal to about twelve
thousand dollars, which in that day
was a very large sum of money,
representing agreat many people.

Before St. Paul had preached in
Ephesus, he had labored in Corinth,
and founded in that city a church
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numbering avery large congregation.
. Lukenarratesthat Crispus, aruler
of the synagogue, believed, and all
his family, and many of the
Corinthianswere baptized. Indeed,
Christ Himself had said in His
apparition to the Apostle, “1 have
many peopleinthiscity” (Actsxviii,
10). St. Paul lived in Corinth ayear
andahdf, whichisof itsdlf sufficient
proof that the harvest of souls must
have been very richin that place.

Now, again, if Renan reads history
aright, what does St. Paul mean
writing tothe Colossians (i, 6) when
he assuresthem that “the Gospdl as
they had heard it, had been spread
throughout theworld,” andinwriting
to the Romans (i, 8) that “their faith
isspoken of inthewholeworld.” He
was not writing in hyperbole or
exaggeration; he was telling the
smpletruth.

We know from the character of St.
Paul that hewould never havegloried
in afeeble conquest, such aswould
have been a few conversions here
and there in the principal cities; he
would have accounted that very
small fruit. When, therefore, we hear
of St. Paul boasting of the wide
spread of the Gospel, we can easily
argue that aready the numbers of
thefaithful had grown to enormous
proportions.
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Here | might notice the opinion of
someauthors, who, though they are
obliged to concede that during the
apostolic timesagreat multitude of
peoplein various countriesembraced
thefaith, nevertheless contend, that
from the time of Nero to that of
Trajan the harvest of preacherswas
very smal. Now, fromthebeginning
of the reign of Nero to the end of
that of Trajan there was a period of
sixty-two years, and, not to dwell too
long upon this discussion, | will
content myself with bringing forward
thetestimony of writersof that very
time, who provethat thisopinionis
entirely unfounded.

First of dl, CorndiusTacitus, in his
fifteenth book of “Annals,”
recounting the infamous calumny
cast upon the Chrigtiansby Nero, that
they were the cause of the burning,
of Rome at that time, but which no
one believed, takes occasion to
indicate something of the proportions
which the Christian religion had
attained; and he writes that the
Chrigtiansthrived in great numbers
not only in Judea but in Rome; that
of these agreat crowd were put to
death, not as guilty of arson, but as
enemies of the human race. If,
therefore, Tacitus says a great
number of Christians suffered
martyrdom, it isplain that in Rome
at that time, the number of Chrigtians
must have been very considerable;
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for certainly not all were denounced
to the magistrates, but by far the
greater part went into hiding to
escapethis punishment.

Then, again, Pope St. Clement,, who
in hisfirst letter to the Corinthians,
written, according to thejudgment of
critics, a short time after the
persecution of Domitian and before
the death of that emperor, recalling
to the memory of the faithful of
Corinth the martyrdom of the
gpodtles, S. Peter and St. Paul writes
that in Rome was gathered a great
multitude of thefaithful. Therefore,
by the testimony of Tacitus, the
pagan, and . Clement, the Chridtian,
it is plain that even at the times of
the heaviest persecutions, the
Chrigtian flock wasextremely large.
But if weconsder the Churchwhich
flourished at this same time in the
provincesandinthekingdomssubject
to the Roman Empire, there can be
no doubt that the number of the
faithful reached very large
dimensions. For Pliny the Y ounger,
proprietor of Bithynia, wishing to
consult the Emperor as to how he
should act towards the Christians,
informs Trajan that the cities and
towns of that province were filled
with them; so that there seemed a
danger that the contagion of their
superstition, as he designates
Chrigtianity, would spread over the
whole country; and he complainsthat
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the temples were desolated and the
sacred solemnitiesentirely forgotten.

| do not wish to deny that by the
fierceness of the persecution of
Domitian the Church suffered some
loss. But neither can it be disputed
that when the unjust and cruel
decrees of that tyrant were
abolished, the Christianstook on new
strength and vigor, spreading again
morerapidly than before, bothinthe
East and inthe West. Of thiswehave
ample testimony in the writings of
Lucius Ceecilius Lactantius, who,
writing of the persecution of
Domitian, says: “Ontherecision of
the acts and decrees of the tyrant,
the Church wasnot only restored to
itspristine state, but shoneforth even
more clearly and vigorously,
stretching out itsamplearmsto East
and West until no corner of theearth
wasthere so remote unto which the
religion of God had not penetrated.”

(Tobecontinued)




Could You Explain Catholic Practices?
Rev. CharlesJMulldy, S.J.

SACRAMENTALS

Sacramentalsareactionsor objects
set aside or blessed by the Church
and whichintheir performanceor
use bear some resemblance to a
Sacrament. They are intended to
excitegood thoughtsand toincrease
devotion. The Sacraments were
indituted by Chrig, thesacramentals
wereingtituted by the Church.

The sacramental sdo not givegrace
directly; they enliven our piety and
increase our devotion and thusare
meansof our obtaining graces. They
do not remit sin or the temporal
punishment dueto sin, though the
fervor they engender may causethe
remission of venial sinand even of
sometemporal punishment dueto
sn.

The Sign of the Crossisoneof the
most frequently used sacramentals
of the Church. Itisnot only aprayer
but also aprofession of faithinthe
unity of theHoly Trinity andinthe
Incarnation and death of our Savior
when we use the words, “In the
name of the Father, and of the Son,
and of theHoly Ghost. Amen.”
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Blessings and things blessed are
sacramentas. Thusholy water isa
sacramental, as are the
consecrations by aBishop and the
holy oilsand chrism so consecrated.
Palms, and ashesdigtributed on Ash
Wednesday, rosaries, scapulars,
medadls, etc., blessed by the Church
aresacramentals.

Weshould begrateful tothe Church
that she hasgiven usso many means
toinspireour devotion and thusaid
us to obtain many graces to love
God and to serve Him with grester
ardor.
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The Dialogue of Saint Catherine of Siena

Translated by Algar Thorold

A TREATISE OF
DISCRETION
(Continued)

How the soul, after having
mounted the first step of the
Bridge, should proceed to mount
the second.

“Y ou have now seen how excellent
isthe state of him who has attained
totheloveof afriend; climbing with
thefoot of affection, he hasreached
the secret of the Heart, whichisthe
second of the three stepsfiguredin
the Body of My Son. | havetold you
what was meant by thethree powers
of the soul, and now | will show you
how they signify the three dtates,
through which the soul passes.
Before treating of the third state, |
wish to show you how a man
becomes a friend and how, from a
friend, hegrowsinto ason, attaining
to filial love, and how a man may
know if he hasbecomeafriend. And
first of how aman arrivesat being a
friend. In the beginning, a man
serves Me imperfectly through
servile fear, but, by exercise and
perseverance, hearrivesat thelove
of ddight, finding hisown ddlight and
profit in Me. This is a necessary
stage, by which he must pass, who
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would attain to perfect love, to the
love that is of friend and son. | call
filial love perfect, because thereby,
aman receives hisinheritancefrom
Me, the Eternal Father, and because
ason’sloveincludesthat of afriend,
whichiswhy | told you that afriend
growsinto ason. What means does
he take to arrive thereat? | will tell
you. Every perfection and every
virtue proceeds from charity, and
charity isnourished by humility, which
resultsfrom the knowledge and holy
hatred of sdlf, that is, sensuality. To
arrive thereat, a man must
persevere, and remain in the cellar
of self-knowledge in which he will
learn My mercy, inthe Blood of My
only-begotten Son, drawing to
Himself, with this love, My divine
charity, exercising himself in the
extirpation of hisperverse salf-will,
both spiritual and temporal, hiding
himsdf inhisown house, asdid Peter,
who, after thesin of denying My Son,
began to weep. Y et hislamentations
were imperfect and remained so,
until after theforty days, that isuntil
after the Ascension. But when My
Truth returned to Me, in His
humanity, Peter and the others
concesl ed themselvesin the house,
awaiting the coming of the Holy
Spirit, which My Truth had promised
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them. They remained barred in from
fear, because the soul alwaysfears
until she arrives at true love. But
when they had perseveredinfasting
and in humble and continua prayer,
until they had received the
abundance of the Holy Spirit, they
lost their fear, and followed and
preached Chrigt crucified. Sodsothe
soul, who wishes to arrive a this
perfection, after she hasrisen from
theguilt of mortal sin, recognizing it
for what it is, begins to weep from
fear of the pendty, whencesherises
to the consideration of My mercy, in
which contemplation, she finds her
own pleasure and profit. Thisisan
imperfect state, and I, in order to
develop perfectioninthe soul, after
theforty days, that isafter thesetwo
states, withdraw Myself from time
to time, not in grace but in fedling.
My Truth showed you thiswhen He
said to the disciples ‘1 will go and
will returntoyou.’

“Everything that He said was said
primarily, and in particular, to the
disciples, but referred in genera to
the whole present and future, to
those, that isto say, who should come
after. He said ‘I will go and will
return to you;” and so it was, for,
when the Holy Spirit returned upon
thedisciples, Heaso returned, as|
told you above, for the Holy Spirit
did not return alone, but came with
My power, and the wisdom of the
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Son, who isonething with Me, and
with His own clemency, which
proceeds from Me the Father, and
from the Son. Now, as| told you, in
order to raise the soul from
imperfection, | withdraw Myself
from her sentiment, depriving her of
former consolations. When shewas
in the guilt of morta sin, she had
separated herself from Me, and |
deprived her of grace through her
own guilt, because that guilt had
barred the door of her desires.
Wherefore the sun of grace did not
shine, not through itsown defect, but
through the defect of the creature,
who bars the door of desire. When
sheknowsherself and her darkness,
sheopensthewindow and vomitsher
filth, by holy confession. Then I,
having returned to the soul by grace,
withdraw Myself from her by
sentiment, which | do in order to
humiliate her, and cause her to seek
Mein truth, and to prove her in the
light of faith, so that she come to
prudence. Then, if she love Me
without thought of salf, andwithlively
faith and with hatred of her own
sensudlity, shergjoicesin thetimeof
trouble, deeming hersdlf unworthy of
peace and quietness of mind. Now
comesthe second of thethreethings
of which | told you, that is to say:
how the soul arrives at perfection,
and what she does when she is
perfect. This is what she does.
Though she perceives that | have
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withdrawn Myself, shedoesnot, on
that account, look back, but
perseveres with humility in her
exercises, remaining barred in the
house of self-knowledge, and,
continuing to dwell therein, awaits,
with lively faith, the coming of the
Holy Spirit, that is of Me, who am
the fire of charity. How does she
await me? Not in idleness, but in
watching and continued prayer, and
not only with physical, but also with
intellectual watching, that is, withthe
eyeof her mind aert, and, watching
withthelight of faith, sheextirpates,
with hatred, thewandering thoughts
of her heart, looking for the affection
of My charity, and knowing that |
desire nothing but her sanctification,
whichiscertified to her inthe Blood
of My Son. Aslong as her eyethus
watches, illumined by theknowledge
of Meand of hersalf, she continues
to pray withthe prayer of holy desire,
whichisacontinued prayer, and also
with actual prayer, which she
practices at the appointed times,
according to the orders of Holy
Church. Thisiswhat the soul does
inorder to risefromimperfection and
arrive at perfection, and it isto this
end, namely that she may arrive at
perfection, that | withdraw from her,
not by grace but by sentiment. Once
moredo | leave her, so that she may
see and know her defects, so that,
feeling herself deprived of
consolation and afflicted by pain, she
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may recognize her own weakness,
and learn how incapable she is of
gability or perseverance, thuscutting
downtothevery root of spiritual sdif-
love, for this should be the end and
purposeof al her self-knowledge, to
rise above herself, mounting the
throne of conscience, and not
permitting the sentiment of imperfect
love to turn again in its death-
struggle, but, with correction and
reproof, digging up theroot of self-
love, with theknife of sdf-hatred and
theloveof virtue.”

How an imperfect lover of GOD
loves his neighbor also
imperfectly, and of the signs of this
imperfect love.

“And | would have you know that
just as every imperfection and
perfection is acquired from Me, so
is it manifested by means of the
neighbor. And simple souls, who
often love creatures with spiritual
love, know thiswell, for, if they have
received My love sincerely without
any self-regarding considerations,
they satisfy the thirst of their love
for their neighbor equally sincerely.
If aman carry away thevessd which
he hasfilled at thefountain and then
drink of it, thevessel becomesempty,
but if hekeep hisvessdl standing in
thefountain, whilehedrinks it dways
remains full. So the love of the
neighbor, whether spiritual or
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temporal, should be drunk in Me,
without any self-regarding
considerations. | require that you
should love Me with the samelove
withwhich | love you. Thisindeed
you cannot do, because | loved you
without being loved. All the love
which you have for Meyou oweto
Me, sothat itisnot of gracethat you
love Me, but because you ought to
doso. Whilel loveyou of grace, and
not because | owe you My love.
Therefore to Me, in person, you
cannot repay the love which |
requireof you, and | have placed you
inthemidst of your fellows, that you
may do to them that which you
cannot do to Me, that isto say, that
you may love your neighbor of free
grace, without expecting any return
from him, and what you dotohim, |
count asdoneto Me, whichMy Truth
showed forth when He said to Paul,
My persecutor — ‘ Saul, Saul, why
persecute you Me? This He said,
judging that Paul persecuted Himin
Hisfathful. Thislovemust besincere,
becauseit iswith the samelovewith
which you love Me, that you must
love your neighbor. Do you know
how theimperfection of spiritud love
for the creature is shown? It is
shownwhenthelover feelspainif it
appear to him that the object of his
love does not satisfy or return his
love, or when he sees the beloved
one sconversation turned asdefrom
him, or himself deprived of
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consolation, or another loved more
than he. In these and in many other
ways can it be seen that his
neighborly loveisdtill imperfect, and
that, though hislovewas originally
drawn from Me, the Fountain of all
love, he took the vessdl out of the
water, inorder todrink fromit. Itis
because his love for Me is still
imperfect, that hisneighborly loveis
so weak, and because the root of
self-love has not been properly dug
out. Wherefore | often permit such
aloveto exist, so that the soul may
in thisway come to the knowledge
of her ownimperfection, and for the
same reason do | withdraw myself
from the soul by sentiment, that she
may bethusledto enclosehersdlf in
the house of self-knowledge, where
is acquired every perfection. After
whichl returninto her with morelight
and with more knowledge of My
Truth, in proportionto the degreein
which sherefersto grace the power
of daying her own will. And she
never ceasesto cultivatethe vine of
her soul, and to root out the thorns
of evil thoughts, replacing themwith
the stones of virtues, cemented
together in the Blood of Christ
crucified, which shehasfound on her
journey acrossthe Bridge of Chrit,
My only-begotten Son. For | told
you, if you remember, that upon the
Bridge, that is, upon the doctrine of
My Truth, were built up the stones,
based upon thevirtue of HisBlood,
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for it isin virtue of this Blood that
thevirtuesgivelife.”

ATREATISE OF PRAYER

Of the means which the soul takes
to arrive at pure and generous
love; and here begins the Treatise
of Prayer.

“When the soul has passed through
thedoctrineof Christ crucified, with
trueloveof virtueand hatred of vice,
and has arrived at the house of self-
knowledge and entered therein, she
remains, with her door barred, in
watching and constant prayer,
separated entirely from the
consolationsof theworld. Why does
she thus shut herself in? She does
so from fear, knowing her own
imperfections, and also from the
desire, which she has, of arriving at
pure and generous love. And
because she sees and knows well
that in no other way can she arrive
thereat, shewaits, with alively faith
for My arrival, through increase of
graceinher. How isalively faithto
be recognized? By perseverancein
virtue, and by the fact that the soul
never turns back for anything,
whatever it be, nor rises from holy
prayer, for any reason except (note
well) for obedienceor charity’ ssake.
For no other reason ought she to
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leave off prayer, for, during thetime
ordainedfor prayer, theDevil iswont
to arrive in the soul, causing much
more conflict and troublethan when
the soul is not occupied in prayer.
Thishedoesin order that holy prayer
may become tedious to the soul,
tempting her often with thesewords:
‘Thisprayer availsyou nothing, for
you need attend to nothing except
your vocal prayers.” Heactsthusin
order that, becoming wearied and
confused in mind, she may abandon
the exercise of prayer, which is a
weapon with which the soul can
defend herself from every adversary,
if grasped with the hand of love, by
thearm of freechoiceinthelight of
theHoly Faith.”

Here, touching something
concerning the Sacrament of the
Body of Christ, the complete
doctrineisgiven; and how the soul
proceeds from vocal to mental
prayer, and a vision is related
which this devout soul once
received.

“Know, dearest daughter, how, by
humble, continud, and faithful prayer,
the soul acquires, with time and
perseverance, every Vvirtue.
Wherefore should she persevereand
never abandon prayer, ether through
theillusion of the Devil or her own
fragility, that is to say, either on
account of any thought or movement

33



coming from her own bodly, or of the
words of any creature. The Devil
often places himself upon the
tongues of creatures, causing them
to chatter nonsensically, with the
purpose of preventing the prayer of
the soul. All of this she should pass
by, by means of the virtue of
perseverance. Oh, how sweet and
pleasant to that soul andto Meisholy
prayer, made in the house of
knowledge of self and of Me,
opening the eye of theintellect tothe
light of faith, and the affections to
the abundance of My charity, which
wasmadevisbleto you, through My
visible only-begotten Son, who
showed it to you with His blood!
Which Blood inebriatesthe soul and
clothes her with the fire of divine
charity, giving her the food of the
Sacrament [which is placed in the
tavern of the mystical body of the
Holy Church] that isto say, thefood
of the Body and Blood of My Son,
wholly God and wholly man,
administered to you by the hand of
My vicar, who holds the key of the
Blood. Thisis that tavern, which |
mentioned to you, standing on the
Bridge, to providefood and comfort
for the travelers and the pilgrims,
who passby theway of thedoctrine
of My Truth, lest they should faint
through weakness. This food
strengthenslittle or much, according
tothedesireof therecipient, whether
he receives sacramentally or
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virtually. Hereceives sacramentally
when heactualy communicateswith
the Blessed Sacrament. Hereceives
virtually when he communicates,
both by desire of communion, and by
contemplation of the Blood of Christ
crucified, communicating, asit were,
sacramentally, with the affection of
love, which is to be tasted in the
Blood which, asthe soul sees, was
shed through love. On seeing thisthe
soul becomesinebriated, and blazes
with holy desreand sttisfieshersdlf,
becoming full of lovefor Meandfor
her neighbor. Where can this be
acquired? In the house of self-
knowledgewith holy prayer, where
imperfectionsarelost, even as Peter
andthedisciples whilethey remained
in watching and prayer, lost their
imperfection and acquired
perfection. By what means is this
acquired? By perseverance
seasoned with the most holy faith.

(Tobecontinued)
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