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Chapter VIII 

The Dissolution of the Priesthood 

“When people want to destroy religion, they start by attacking 

priests, because where there are no priests, there is no  

sacrifice, and where there is no sacrifice, there is no  

religion.”  -St. John Vianney 

 

“The people will not be happy, but the day will come when the last 

king is strangled with the guts of the last priest.” – The Mason Diderot 
 

We have just examined the ways in which the Vatican II Popes have contributed to the current apostasy 

by actively weakening their own office.  This has been done doctrinally, liturgically, and by example.  

The same systematic degradation has extended to the priesthood as well; bear in mind, the agents of the 

apostasy had this as their explicit goal.  Without repeating the full quotes: 

• Pope Pius XII stated on May 23, 1958 that laicism (a type of anti-clericalism denying any 

distinction between priest and layman, and refuting the hierarchical nature of the Church as 

instituted by Christ) was one of the root causes of the modern apostasy. 

 

• The Freemasons desired to win priests over to modernism and their own program for destroying 

the Church from within, ideally without their ever realizing that such a betrayal had occurred. 

 

• In his 1925 encyclical “Quas Primas,” Pope Pius XI wrote of “the plague infecting society…the 

plague of our time is laity, its errors and its impious attempts.” 

 

• “It is the priesthood they [the enemies of the Church] desire to be rid of; that they may clear the 

way for the destruction of the Church, which has been so often attempted yet never achieved.”  

Pope Pius XI, Encyclical Ad Catholici Sacerdotti. 

Some background 

The Church’s teaching on the priesthood is that a priest is a man whose soul is indelibly configured to 

Christ and that he bears a supernatural power in order to confer supernatural graces and save souls.  The 

Catechism of The Council of Trent reads: 

“In the first place, then, the faithful should be shown how great is the dignity and excellence of this 

Sacrament [Holy Orders] considered in its highest degree, the priesthood.  Bishops and priests being, as 

they are, God’s interpreters and ambassadors, empowered in His name to teach mankind the divine law 

and the rules of conduct, and holding, as they do, His place on earth, it is evident that no more noble 

function than theirs can be imagined.  Justly, therefore, are they called not only Angels, but even gods, 

because of the fact that they exercise in our midst the power and prerogatives of the immortal God. 
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In all ages, priests have been held in the highest honor; yet the priests of the New Testament far exceed 

all others.  For the power of consecrating and offering the body and blood of our Lord and of forgiving 

sins, which has been conferred on them, not only has nothing equal to it on earth, but even surpasses 

human reason and understanding. 

And as our Savior was sent by his Father, and as the Apostles and disciples were sent into the whole 

world by Christ our Lord, so priests are daily sent with the same powers, for the perfecting of the saints, 

for the work of the ministry, and the edifying of the body of Christ.” 

St. Francis of Assisi said, “If I should happen at the same time to come upon any saint coming from 

Heaven and some little poor priest, I would first show honor to the priest, and hurry more quickly to kiss 

his hands.  For I would say to the saint: ‘Hey, St. Lawrence, wait!  His hands may handle the Word of 

Life, and possess something more than human!” St. John Vianney said, “Leave a parish twenty years 

without a priest, and they will be worshipping animals.”  Priests are essential to the life of the Church, 

and so unacceptable to those conspiring towards the current apostasy.  This is because; 

•  According to modernity, “nothing is sacred,” hence the priesthood as always understood by the 

Church must be purged of every notion that the priest is some kind of bridge between the human 

and divine.   

 

• Those seeking a one world order with a one world church (an explicit goal of the United Nations 

and many others) would be impeded by a group of men who believe that they are not 

interchangeable with the ministers of any other religion and that their office is superior due to its 

divine origin and powers.   

 

• The only hierarchy endorsed by socialism is the existence of two classes: the elitist cadre of 

tyrants which controls everything, and the rest of vanquished humanity.  Therefore… 

 

• “A last tribute to the priesthood is given by the enemies of the Church.  For as We have said on a 

previous page, they show that they fully appreciate the dignity of and importance of the Catholic 

priesthood by directing against it their first and fiercest blows…The most rabid enemies of the 

Catholic priesthood are today the very enemies of God; a homage indeed to the priesthood, 

showing it the more worthy of honor and veneration.”  Pope Pius XI, ad Catholici Sacerdotii 

To get such men to lower themselves to a purely earthly self-understanding would require, not 

eliminating the Catholic priesthood, but depleting it of its substance.  This has been systematically 

occurring in many ways for decades, and the fruits of this movement within the apostasy are 

unmistakable.  It has already been noted how the communists and masons worked to infiltrate the 

priesthood, and that part of the Masonic program was to deceive priests into adopting their own 

humanistic mindset, while letting them believe that nothing has changed (the success of this plan was 

foretold at LaSalette). 

 As modernism gained hold within the Church, so did the diluted sense of priesthood.  One of the 

communist influences within the Church was the “Worker Priest Experiment.”  Indifferent to their 
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sacred character and the divine mandates with which their days should have been fully occupied, 

modernist priests opted to work as layman instead.  When Rome banned further activities by the group 

in 1951, many priests simply quit priesthood and abandoned celibacy, proof that their communist and 

modernist overlords succeeded in eradicating their own identity.  Biographer Alden Hatch wrote that 

John XXIII was very fond of this movement.  

Paul VI’s close friend and confidant, Jean Guitton, recounted these words of Paul: “I had an intense 

vocation to live in the world, to be a layman, as they say today.  I did not feel cut out for the clerical life 

that, at times, seemed to me static, closed, more interested in preserving than promoting, implying the 

renunciation of earthly tendencies in the measure of its condemnation of the world.”  This same friend 

wrote of Paul, “I noticed how his thoughts were of a secular kind.  With him, one was not in the 

presence of a ‘clergy,’ but of a lay, promoted, unexpectedly, to the papacy.”
1
  Perhaps these 

observations reveal in Pope Paul a man whose formation was imbued with the systemic diminution of 

the priesthood long underway, and the state of the priesthood under his papacy would manifest the 

effects. 

Even at the current time, the priests whom the remaining faithful would qualify as “conservative,” 

offering them the hope that the true faith is reemerging,  those who understand this desire to deplete the 

priesthood of its God-given substance and strive to live in accord with this conviction, often find 

themselves thinking, speaking, acting and acquiescing in ways which demonstrate just how difficult it is 

to overcome both the overt inundation and subtle permeation of this spirit of “anti-priesthood” which 

has for so long been in the very air they breathe.  We will now look at some ways in which the Church 

herself has in recent years sought to dilute, downgrade, and obscure the true nature of the priest. 

Part I:  Permanent Deacons 

I have known many permanent deacons who are the finest of men; devout, faithful, and driven by a 

sincere desire to serve Christ and His Church.  Yet, I have also known many who are overt heretics, and 

some who are so clueless that it is difficult to imagine by what standard they could be considered 

Catholic at all, let alone Catholics who have received some form of “advanced education,” sent to 

shepherd the rest of the flock.  However, the gifts or deficiencies of any given deacon, or deacons as a 

whole, are not the point; the point is the objective reality of the introduction of the permanent diaconate 

after the Council, the mentality behind it, and the results.   

Celibacy: From diminishment to elimination 

Clerical celibacy has long been a central distinction of the Catholic clergy.  Apart from its practical 

considerations, it is meant to be both a sign and a manifestation of the fact that a priest lives to configure 

himself more closely to Christ, to be freed from earthly attachments, and to sacrifice present joys and 

rewards for the world to come.  Heretical sects, schismatics and liberals have almost always repudiated 

celibacy.  Now, for the first time since the Catholic Church mandated celibacy, there is a married clergy 

within the church, the permanent deacon, acting as a type of hybrid between priest and layman.   

Using permanent deacons to diminish the value of a celibate clergy, as with every other manner of the 

apostasy advancing in the Church, is one that quickly progressed down the slippery slope.  For the first 
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time in a millennia and a half the Church ordained married men, and shortly thereafter, for the first time 

ever, ordained men were allowed to marry.  Note how this also relates to the symptom of the great 

apostasy by which any manner of sacrifice or restraint is repudiated:   

• For centuries a Catholic man beheld two beautiful callings: the married state and Holy Orders.  

He had to choose one, and live with his choice all his life.  Now, true to Western narcissism, a 

man is no longer compelled to choose, but may claim both while sacrificing nothing.   

 

• As has often happened, when the wife of a permanent dies he is afforded a dispensation by which 

he can remarry, something previously unheard of in the Church. 
 

• The disintegration between states of life and the conviction that a man should make no firm 

commitment has been further endorsed by the Church as tens of thousands of priests have 

received dispensations to marry, and divorced men have in turn become priests.   

 

The diaconate and the minimization of the priesthood 

As we read in the Acts of the Apostles, the role of the first deacons was to carry out the administrative 

tasks so that the Apostles could be free for their sacred duties.  In most parishes, the opposite happens.  

Deacons carry out the work of the priests, leaving priests to chair meetings, manage the business, and 

oversee the maintenance of the parish.  In most cases, demonstrating the two-fold effectiveness of the 

underlying agenda, the parish priest is grateful for this state of affairs.  It is the deacon who is sent to 

pray the vigil at funeral homes, offer the graveside blessing, lead novenas and holy hours, and conduct 

sacramental preparation.  The priest is, all too often, relieved to not have to perform these tasks.  Doing 

these things would mean missing a parish council meeting or cutting short his day off, two “absolutes” 

which should only be violated under the direst of circumstances.  These observations are meant to be 

judgmental, but of the state of affairs, not the priests in question.  Many of these priests are fine men, 

who genuinely love their people; yet, the success in eroding their own identity and getting the priests 

themselves to regard their work as superfluous and even burdensome, to be “outsourced” whenever 

possible,  is evidenced time and again, day after day, parish after parish.  “How can I work this into my 

schedule” regarding things so essential to the pastoral ministry is quickly circumvented by, “great – I’ll 

just get the deacon to do it.”  It is often an instinctive response, elicited from a subconscious long since 

conditioned to react in such a way.   

This minimalization is most apparent during Mass.  A deacon gives the sermon as the priest sits idly by.  

The deacon recites parts of the Mass and proclaims the Gospel, which, quite obviously, the priest could 

just as readily do.  The underlying motif is apparent; if a priest doesn’t have to do something, then he 

shouldn’t.  The efforts to minimalize the priest have borne fruit, as a minimal number of men now seek 

priesthood.   

My own experience offers an example that is not uncommon in how the diaconate has diluted the 

priesthood and diminished the number of priests.  In the parish where I was assigned as a transitional 

deacon, a young man looked into the seminary program.  When faced with the necessary sacrifices, he 
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decided against it.  Ten years later he re-introduced himself to me along with his wife and two children.  

He informed me that he had just been ordained a permanent deacon and, of course, thought it was his 

place to call me by my first name.  This is just one example of how the message sent has been received:  

why sacrifice?  I can have it all.  Now, he can drive to church with his wife, dress in his liturgical 

vestments and preach to his own children, enjoying the benefits of Holy Orders and a layman all at the 

same time.  No Cross of Christ required, just the best of both worlds.
2
 

Ultimately, the deacon is a midway point towards protestantizing the Catholic priesthood.  Catholics are 

now quite comfortable with a married clergy, and the Church now ordains married men and allows the 

ordained to marry.  Such a watering down would be necessary if Catholic priests are to congeal into the 

amorphous one world religion which is the stated goal of the great apostasy.  This is not mere 

speculation, but a plan well underway… 

 

Part II:  The Downgrading of the Priesthood 

Just as the Vatican II’s relentless program of ecumenism has fostered indifferentism, it stands to reason 

that the Church would likewise put her ministers on par with others.  Again, we will begin by examining 

an intermediate point towards the dissolution: 

Ordaining protestant converts to Catholicism 

Upon converting to Catholicism, ministers from protestant denominations are now routinely ordained as 

Catholic priests.  Ironically, as their conversion highlights that they have come to see that Catholicism is 

indeed the true religion, their subsequent ordination fosters indifferentism and waters down the 

priesthood in many ways. 

This action basically equates protestant ministers with Catholic priests, disregarding the supernatural 

character of both the priesthood in particular and the Faith as a whole, as it is because they have done 

similar jobs on the human, external level that they are regarded as good candidates.  The fact that their 

whole lives they have believed and taught heresy, never made a single confession or once received Holy 

Communion or picked up a rosary in no way prohibits them from achieving Holy Orders in the Church, 

virtually simultaneously with their conversion.  Of course, they keep their families intact, and make no 

vow of celibacy.  St. Hildegard of Bingen wrote that the devil subverts the Church “through subtlety and 

mockery.”  Indeed, this is a not so subtle mockery of every Catholic man, lay and ordained… 

Why should a protestant convert be entitled to both Holy Orders and a wife and family, but not the 

Catholic priest?  Because the Catholic priest was never non-Catholic.  Why should the faithful Catholic 

layman with a wife and children not likewise be allowed to become a priest?  Because he was never a 

protestant minister.  Religious indifferentism is implicit in this practice.  The Church is stating that, in 

the hierarchy of the “Ecumenical, one-world-order-tending Church,” the protestant minister, with all of 

his heresies and errors, denied the graces of Holy Communion and Confession, still ranks ahead of the 

Catholic layman, and ahead of the Catholic priest in terms of his entitlements.  Again, the swiftness of 
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the slippery slope is manifest: not only is Catholicism no longer above other religions, it would seem 

that there are penalties attached to its lifelong adherents. 

 An incident from my life is one I am sure has been played out a million times over.  A teenager from a 

good Catholic family, herself quite devout, told me of the new “married” priest at her parish.  He was an 

Anglican convert, and she told me in her usual bubbly manner, “Now we have a single priest and a 

married priest!”  Just like that, the value of celibacy is eradicated from the mind of a faithful Catholic, 

and it is reduced to an individual’s lifestyle choice.  Yes, many faithful Catholics do not care for this 

triumph of protestantism in the Church, but I have heard many more come to say, “Yeah, why can’t we 

have married priests?” as the consciousness of the faithful is already conditioned to accept further 

dilutions and  alterations of the priesthood in the future. 

Negotiated conversions 

The situation has become so ludicrous, that on occasion protestant ministers would not convert until they 

were guaranteed to be ordained as Catholic priests after the fact!  Not only does this betray their own 

indifferentism, as they will not convert simply because the Catholic Faith is true, it betrays the erosion 

of faith on the part of the bishops who ordain them.  The insincerity of their conversion is not a factor, 

and the unmitigated hubris and sense of entitlement they display is by no means an impediment.  Again, 

the supremacy of Protestantism over Catholicism in the minds of bishops is made manifest.  If a 

Catholic man told a bishop he would be willing to go to seminary only if he were guaranteed a specific 

assignment upon ordination, he would be shown the door; a protestant lays down his conditions for 

conversion and is told, “but of course.” 

The Vatican II Church & clerical relativism 

The Vatican’s posture towards protestant ministers confirms this position of equivalence (if not 

superiority) of protestant ministers and authentic Catholic priests with valid Holy Orders.   In the 

Directory of Ecumenism, it is stated that, when having joint services with non-Catholics, protestant 

ministers are to join the Catholics “according to their ecclesial rank.”  Yet, according to Catholic 

doctrine, they have no rank apart from lay non-Catholic.  By putting their invalid holy orders on par with 

the Catholic priesthood, the Vatican II Church is explicitly and formally downgrading her own 

sacramental theology and her own ministers.  In fact, Pope John Paul II repeatedly gave the Catholic 

symbols of the episcopacy to protestant ministers.  Either:   

1) he genuinely believed they were priests and bishops, contrary to Catholic doctrine, or  

2) he was guilty of falsification, that is, confirming them in their erroneous belief that they are what they  

    are not or,  
 

3) he genuinely saw no distinction, true to the Directory on Ecumenism. 

Likewise, true to the Directory’s indifferentist directives, John Paul repeatedly co-led prayer services 

with protestant “bishops.”  Laymen and laywomen, members of heretical sects, who teach that abortion 

is fine, stood side by side with the Vicar of Christ, gaining his not-so-silent assent to their delusion, and 
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honoring those who use their imaginary role as truly ordained ministers to advance the Culture of Death 

in the name of Christ.  Truly, Rome has lost the Faith and the Church has doubted, while indifferentism 

and relativism gain an ever more visible sanction.  

 

 

Priests of the Chinese National Catholic Church 

This is a schismatic, heretical sect that does not recognize the Primacy of the Papacy, and promotes 

abortion.  The Vatican has given these priests faculties to come to the United States and serve in 

Catholic parishes, even as their countrymen who are priests for the true Church suffer persecution and 

imprisonment.  Unequivocally, we witness the Vatican II Church legitimizing schism, engaging in a 

repugnant moral relativism, and mocking her own faithful children who languish in prison while 

apostates are rewarded with faculties and revenues in the “promised land” of America.  

 

Part III:  Seminaries 

The most effective means by which to undermine the priesthood is to strike at the source, the seminaries 

where they are trained.  For this reason Masons sought out seminarians, and modernists gained control 

of most of them (a century ago Pius X conceded they had advanced to key positions)
3
.  In doing so, it is 

no longer a question of getting the clergy to stop believing in their supernatural character, but to have 

them never believe in the first place.  The ideal for the modernists and all of the Church’s enemies 

would be to simply eliminate any potentially orthodox priest before he ever started, rather than having to 

weed him out later or, worse still, have him “infect” his fellow seminarians with the true faith and 

authentic piety.  This was written of by Archbishop Elden Curtiss, a former seminary rector and 

vocations director: 
 

“It seems to me that the vocation ‘crisis’ is precipitated and continued by people who want to 

change the Church’s agenda, by people who do not support orthodox candidates loyal to the 

magisterial teaching of the pope and bishops, and by people who actually discourage viable 

candidates from seeking priesthood and vowed religious life as the Church defines these 

ministries…I am personally aware of certain vocations directors, vocations teams and 

evaluation boards who turn away candidates who do not support the possibility of ordaining 

women or who defend the Church’s teaching about artificial birth control, or who exhibit a 

strong piety toward certain devotions, such as the rosary.”
4
   

 

I can relate to Archbishop Curtiss’ mention of those who scorn Catholic piety and regard those who 

practice it as undesirable candidates.  When I began seminary, on our first day we were “greeted” by the 

rector.  Apparently, somehow in the very act of moving in, seminarians and staff had gleaned that we 

were a pious bunch, quite a stark contrast in the seminary which, for decades, had been known as “The 

Pink Palace.”  Our “welcome” was an angry lecture on the fact that we weren’t going to last long if we 
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thought we could change anything and that he would not tolerate seminarians “walking around with 

rosaries like pious little holy cards.”  The derision in his voice as he spoke the word ‘Rosary’ indicated 

that even to mention the word was as tortuous to him as the splash of holy water upon the possessed.
5
   

 

I could provide numerous stories from my own experience, but instead will simply hope that the reader 

will accept my testimony that the bishop’s observations are true, and exist on a grand scale.  For further 

reading, I recommend Michael Rose’s “Good Bye, Good Men.”  This book investigates the state of 

many American seminaries, and the fact that they are controlled by anti-clerical factions within the 

Church.  Orthodox, heterosexual candidates are systematically persecuted and weeded out, leaving only 

those who do not believe in the divine character to be ordained.  I and people I know are firsthand 

witnesses to some of the stories related by Mr. Rose, and they are entirely true. 

Yet, despite all of this, a fair number of men make it to Holy Orders having retained their faith and not 

sacrificed their integrity in the process.  These seminaries do all that they can to eliminate such men, but 

with the counter-leverage of bishops and vocation directors to consider as well as the need for revenue 

in the face of diminishing enrollments, sometimes they must concede defeat.  Yet, oftentimes, it is but a 

temporary setback… 

 
 

Priesthood: A typical trajectory 
 

 It is true that a new wave of bishops and vocations’ directors have emerged who, even if not decidedly 

orthodox or pious themselves, likewise lack the viciousness and malice which is overt in the liberal wing 

of the machinery; they have good hearts and don’t regard being orthodox and prayerful as an 

impediment to Holy Orders.
6
  However, the wider concentric circle of the reality persists; the 

seminarians who made it to ordination in the days when overt homosexuality and public heresy were the 

rule in seminaries have not disappeared, and in fact remain as empowered as ever, albeit the boundaries 

have shifted and their tactics have necessarily responded to the change in climate.  (Many would like to 

think that this sad reality ended with the 70’s, but it was on April 24, 2002, that Bishop Wilton Gregory, 

head of the USCCB, had to concede, “It is an ongoing struggle to make sure the Catholic priesthood is 

not dominated by homosexual men”). Orthodox seminarians who have to “lay low” and endure the 

persecutions (some petty, some severe) of their modernist faculties console one another with the hope 

that, once they are priests, the shackles will be removed and they can live, practice and speak the faith 

freely.  There is some extent to which this is true, yet, a greater extent to which it is not.  Ironically, 

bishops tend to foster close relationships with their seminarians and this gives the seminarian a sense of 

surety that he would be “backed up” if he were badgered for an unjust reason.  Yet, while these bishops, 

will on occasion protect a seminarian from seminary faculties and rectors, they often become quite timid 

and strangely silent in terms of their own diocesan-machinery, composed of liberals of a different ilk, 

who always seem to find their way to the key “levers” of the machine.  I have heard many a young priest 

describe how, after ordination, he felt “fed to the wolves” by the bishop who once seemed so paternal, 

yet now kept a safe distance, as the new priest had to fend for himself.     
 

Again, dear reader, I apologize for the excessively anecdotal nature of this section; such “resources” 

seem inconsistent with the grave matter of this work and the reference of primary sources I have tried to 
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rely upon.  However, in the day to day workings of the Church, this is where the apostasy happens and 

the means by which it is achieved, as perhaps you have encountered in your own parishes and 

experiences.  The next means of attack upon the newly-ordained, orthodox priest comes in the form of 

his first assignment.  Those who could be neither “fixed” nor weeded-out in seminary are typically sent 

to an assignment deliberately chosen to orchestrate a combative and demoralizing environment for the 

new priest.  Not atypically, diocesan chanceries have contact people in such parishes who regularly offer 

negative reports, and the newly ordained priest quickly finds himself (although never told the fact or the 

reason) on the “never a pastor” list.
7
   

 

The explosion of nuns and laywomen who now run parishes is the most obvious example of the 

convergence of these many elements.  In most dioceses where this happens, it is not the shortage of 

priests that precipitates this; there are still many available who could become pastors of those parishes.  

However, since they are on the “never a pastor list,” this will never happen.  In one archdiocese, as is to 

be expected, the local newspaper ran bold headlines and lengthy stories about this state of affairs when 

the first wave of “pastoral life directors” was named.  When interviewing one of the new “lay-

pastoresses” the woman told of a “religious conversion” she had had three years earlier.  Now, that same 

year, eight seminarians were ordained for that diocese, and that after six years of formal formation and 

their own “religious conversion” some years before that.  Yet, none of these eight were deemed fit to be 

a pastor, and a lay-woman who had a “conversion” the very year they were ordained was deemed a more 

suitable “pastor” by the “conservative” Cardinal who technically ran the diocese.  The Cardinal was 

quoted at length in the articles as to what a wonderful, positive state of affairs this was; a fruit of the 

New Springtime of the Second Vatican Council!  This scenario is played out time and again, diocese 

after diocese, revealing the advancement of the apostasy in overt fashion.   
 

•  Both anti-clericalism and anti-Catholicism are explicit, as it is because of his “Catholic” 

understanding of priesthood that the conservative priest is deemed unfit. 

 

• “I Will Not Lead” – A symptom to be discussed in a later chapter, demonstrating the systematic 

renunciation of authority and responsibility on the part of the Church’s shepherds. 

 

• Laicism:  Most parishes which have a “pastoral life director” for a pastor also have a priest 

officially named as the “sacramental provider.”  Hence, the reverse hierarchy of liberalism is 

unabashedly manifested by the bishop, as a priest is now the employee of a laywoman.   

 

• The previous point also highlights the active promotion of a priestless Church: if a priest is 

available to be the “sacramental provider,” he obviously could be named the pastor.  Even if 

other duties prohibited him from being a fulltime presence in the parish, the “lay-pastoress” 

could be hired as his assistant, not vice versa.  Yet, that would not advance the agenda of 

liberals, so the emasculated priest has to learn his place and do what he is told.  I could relate 

numerous stories of such priests who, when complaining to the chancery that the Masses they 

had to offer were rife with abuses mandated by his governess, were told to “obey” the orders of 

their superior.  Hence, “My Will is Enough” (a chapter to come) for any liberal in any place of 

authority, and the lay-pastoress holds a higher place in the hierarchy than the Vatican itself, as 
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she is free to contradict its mandates with the full support of the emasculated bishop and his anti-

clerical chancery. 

 

• The triumph of liberalism could not be more overt.  In my diocese and, from what I gather, in 

most, only liberal women need apply for such positions.  For the bishop to appoint a man is not 

divergent enough from the priesthood he seeks to eradicate, and to appoint a conservative would 

slow down the avalanche-like speed of the dissolution of the faith.   

 

Part IV:  Clerical Abuse 

 

The term “clerical abuse” is usually associated with the sexual abuse of minors by priests (the 

seriousness of which I in no way intend to diminish), yet, the far more pervasive, albeit disparate in 

gravity, reality is that priests are the recipients of abuse by the same churchmen and church entities 

always crying out in sanctimonious hypocrisy for “the rights of man,” “freedom of conscience,” and 

“the dignity of the human person.”  Again, my intent is to delineate a clear parallel, not suggest 

interchangeability; the mentality behind this clerical abuse is the same mentality behind the abortion-

rights lobby.  The fact that a fetus is, by every scientific and biological standard, a living human being 

cannot be denied, despite any propaganda to the contrary. Ultimately, those who promote abortion can 

state as their only honest justification the child’s complete and utter dependence on the mother.  By this 

same mentality priests are repeatedly and unabashedly abused by bishops and their chanceries.  A priest 

is absolutely helpless as an individual, as he can do nothing as a priest whatsoever without a mandate 

from or at least the permission of his bishop and, like the unborn child, he has no recourse when 

attacked.  In short, bishops and chanceries overtly abuse their power over priests simply because they 

can.  They documented cases which prove this reality could (and probably should) be a hefty tome unto 

itself.
8
 

   

Pope John Paul II once noted the hypocrisy of the prevailing pseudo-liberal machinery in that they 

incessantly employ enlightenment rhetoric of “the rights of man” in an unprecedented manner when it is 

precisely the overlords of these same entities who violate these same rights in an historically unequaled 

fashion.
9
  Yet, it would seem that the Pope did not recognize this same reality, with the same unabashed 

hubris, being carried out within the Church entrusted to him in the same unprecedented manner.  In fact, 

in the same sad fashion of all of the Vatican II popes, John Paul openly lamented realities to which he 

himself gave legal sanction, never seeming to grasp the laws of cause and effect he set in motion.   

 

The New Code of Canon Law 

     In accord with the dignity of their divine office and their necessity for the salvation of souls, as well 

as the dictates of simple justice, priests were always afforded their appropriate rights within the Church.  

While all through the history of the Church you will surely find examples of priests denied their due 

rights through the hubris and injustice of their superiors, the 1983 code marks the first time that most of 

their rights were simply revoked.  Even the few rights which remain are never enforced, and it has fallen 

to numerous associations of faithful laymen to defend priests who are systematically and unabashedly 
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denied their rights and abused by their bishops.
10

  Within the Church, priests are now treated as they had 

been by heretical sects in ages past.  Not only are they afforded no particular rights by virtue of their 

office, they are afforded less rights than liberal society affords their actual criminals.  This comment is 

not in regards to abusive or criminal behavior, but simply the day to day running of the Church.   

The anecdotes are infinite, and the documentation is readily available.   I will limit myself to a couple of 

examples that concern Cardinals who are actually regarded among the “conservative” appointees of 

John Paul II.  One chancery priest was threatened by his Cardinal Archbishop because he simply 

informed a priest of the rights he had under Canon Law, rights the Cardinal was brazenly disregarding.  

Another priest wanted to read his personnel file and informed the Cardinal that it was his right.  “Not in 

my archdiocese,” was the answer.  The anti-clericalism of modernity has found itself enshrined in the 

Canon Law of the Vatican II Church, but even that doesn’t matter since, true to the spirit of the 

Apostasy, virtually every bishop is “a law unto himself.”   I have known many priests who had negative 

reports about them given to their chancery which were total fabrications.  Not only would the chancery 

official not tell him the source (a right the priest allegedly has), guilt is always presumed, regardless of 

the priest’s response and the evidence (or lack thereof) at hand.   

 

The Divinization of Psychology 

If you would indulge me in a brief historical detour, when Russian operatives were training American 

Communists to undermine American society and control the minds of citizens, psychology was their 

primary tool.  The following is a direct quote from the manual they gave to their agents:  “The 

psychiatrist is aptly suited for this role [subverting minds, extracting obedience, and destroying the lives 

of those they can’t control] for his brutalities are committed in the name of science and are inexplicably 

complex, and entirely out of view of human understanding…As long as the psychopolitical operative or 

his dupes are the only authorities as to the difference between sanity and insanity, their word as to the 

therapeutic value of such treatment will be the final word.  No layman would dare adventure to place 

judgment upon the state of sanity of an individual whom the psychiatrist has already declared insane, 

and the individual himself is unable to complain.”
11

,
12

 
 

It could be argued that simply because the Communists misused a legitimate discipline, as they did with 

virtually every discipline, that does not render it void of any genuine and useful application.  This is fair 

enough, yet the same framework, mentality, and tactics are still employed, as we see demonstrated time 

and again.  The Communist plan relied upon the self-granted superiority of “the expert,” allowing them 

to create a closed world, entirely under their control, with no external standard to which they could be 

held accountable or even questioned.  The essential part of the charade is getting everyone else to play 

along, to obey, because they are “the experts,” so who are we to disagree?  Ours is not to question why, 

ours is to obey or die.  We see this liberal tactic time and again in society; climate control “experts,” 

financial “experts,”  environmental “experts,” tenured academics, living in their self-created, self-

defined, self-sustaining world, appealing to their own expertise which, of course, no outsider is allowed 

to question; and the outsiders acquiesce and live by the rules they dictate from their insulated thrones.  



 

68 

 

This has been their tactic in destroying the faith as well:  liturgical “experts,” Scripture “experts,” 

catechetical “experts,” spiritual “experts” create the same illusion, and have garnered great success. 

 

It is in this vein that I refer to the “divinization of psychology.”  It is not merely a question of the Church 

employing psychology as a tool of evaluating individuals, it is granted the infallible and unquestionable 

nature which those wishing to control the population had desired; bishops do nothing without consulting 

the demigod of modernity, and mere questioning, let alone disobedience, is unthinkable.  These are 

statements of fact, dear reader, and are yet another manifestation, perhaps one of the gravest, of how evil 

men have been given control of the Church, and the Church’s leaders clearly demonstrate their rejection 

of both Church teaching and the supremacy of the Faith.  Here are some ways in which the hierarchy’s 

virtually unanimous, willful subservience to psychological “experts” is made manifest: 
 

•  The reversal of what is absolute and relative:  We have seen (or will shortly) how the Vatican II 

Church has taken what used to be held as absolute (the Faith, membership in the Church, the 

definition of the Church, believing in Jesus, the conditions for Holy Communion, Final 

Judgment) and made it relative in light of the new “absolutes” of globalism, ecumenism, 

indifferentism and universal salvation.  This inversion of what was absolute and what was 

relative reaches its summit in the explicit words of Popes that the Church does not desire to 

gather all of humanity into her fold, but that all of humanity is obliged to adhere to the governing 

institution of the New World Order.  In like manner, psychology is superior to the Faith. 

 

• The “dignity of the human person” and the “inviolable rights of conscience” are patently 

revealed as a farce.  Again, it is the liberal world’s own version of the priest (Skinner stated that 

psychologists would be the new priests), the psychologist, who is the confessor, mystic and 

judge, who is superior to the Catholic priest and even the Pope himself in terms of his “rights” 

and his authority to place demands on people.  His insights are infallible, no matter how often 

they are proven wrong, and his judgments irrevocable and allowing of no appeal.   

 

• Habituating people to their own degradation in the name of a self-appointed authority:  By way 

of a secular parallel, in airports people are subjected, literally, to sexual molestation and having 

pornographic photos taken of them and stored forever.
13

  This is a fact: if the same actions were 

committed outside of the airport, even by a police officer, they would be arrested and subject to 

criminal prosecution.  What is done in airports legally qualifies as child molestation and child 

pornography.  The point is not that the government paid child molester really thinks a child is 

concealing a W.M.D. in his pants; the point is to habituate the child and everyone else to their 

own subservient state and to not question the “authority’s” right to do whatever they want.  This 

is the state with mandated psychological evaluations as well.  This is a fact acknowledged by the 

Vatican, that is why… 

 

• The Vatican has on numerous occasions stated that, because it is a violation of the conscience of 

the individual, no one may ever mandate a comprehensive psychological evaluation.   “There is a 

large part of his inner world which the person discloses to a few confidential friends and shields 
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against the intrusion of others.  Certain matters are kept secret at any price and in regard to 

anyone.  Finally, there are other matters which the person is unable to consider…And just as it is 

illicit to appropriate another’s goods or to make an attempt on his bodily integrity without his 

consent, so it is not permissible to enter into his inner domain against his will, whatever is the 

technique or method used”  (Pope Pius XII, 1958)
14

. Of course, the categories of faith as taught 

by a Pope and the “rights of man” have little stock in a Church where everyone is “a law unto 

himself,” and not a single bishop regards himself as bound by this “absolute” right. Bishops turn 

to people schooled in an ideology which rejects the origin, nature, and destiny of man to teach 

them about men.  Hence, they are truly disciples of Skinner: “It isn’t the person who is 

important, it’s the method. If the practice of psychology survives, that’s the main objective.  It’s 

the same with cultural practices in general: no one survives as a person.”
15

 

 

Seminary Candidates 
 

No young man can even begin to pursue priesthood until he is approved by a psychologist, thus giving 

these people total control over who can and can’t be a priest.  The reader may object that psychology is a 

legitimate field and many men and women who are faithful Catholics understand and exercise their 

profession in the light of Catholic moral teachings and the supremacy of grace over our natural faculties. 

Yet, in the first instance this is a mute point, and in the second instance only underscores the corruption 

of chanceries all across America and the world.   
 

•  In the first instance, it is again a question of the Church no longer believing in herself, her 

doctrine, or her moral principles.  All of these “absolutes” are transferred to our godless secular 

counterparts.   

 

• Any priest who used his position in the confessional to extract information from a penitent 

regarding his sins, in particular sins against chastity, beyond what was necessary for a valid 

sacramental confession would be seriously reprimanded. Yet, the secular priest, the psychologist, 

does precisely this, and it is the Church which mandates it.  

 

• Not even the Pope himself can force someone to make a general confession of his entire life; the 

secular supreme pontiff, the psychologist, can and does.   

 

• If a priest were found to be taking notes in the confessional and placing them in a file with the 

penitent’s name, he would be the recipient of an excommunication which only the Pope could 

lift.  The psychologist does this, makes copious copies, and it is filed in multiple locations.  

Hence, every chancery has in writing what is beyond a general confession of every priest in the 

diocese which any of a number of people is free to review for whatever reason.  Is this anything 

less than the type of degradation to which a gulag inquisitor would subject the one they were 

interrogating?   Is it just a coincidence that this is precisely the tactic used by cults and secret 

societies to degrade potential recruits and then blackmail them at a later point?
16
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•  Again, in the first instance, it is not a question of the faith, beliefs, or approach of a given 

psychologist; in fact, this distinction proves the point.  Psychology is by no means an “absolute.”  

When the same candidate goes for his physical, there is an absolute science and standards to 

which the entire profession adheres; if the candidate has high blood pressure, a disease, or is 

obese, these things are facts determined by a standard agreed to by everyone in the field, and 

even a layman can do research and verify the results.  Psychology is a subjective and relative 

profession.  Even the “objective tests” they use have their results tainted by the biases of the one 

administering the test and interpreting the results.  A woman who conducts polygraph tests for 

the N.S.A. admitted to me that even they don’t work; whoever is conducting the test, even if they 

have no agenda, influences the result.  While all psychologists may agree with a set of principles 

and standards in some theoretical way, the fact is you can always find a psychologist with equal 

credentials to contradict the conclusions of another, which brings us to the second instance: 

 

• As in every manner of the “openness” of the Vatican II Church, it is an openness exclusively to 

the left.  Psychologists who are also committed Catholics (in fact, not just name) always find 

themselves marginalized and excluded.  One such group, The Catholic Medical Association, felt 

compelled to address a letter to the U.S. bishops in the light of their injustice, incompetence, and 

malice in destroying vocations before they even began: 
 

    “There are numerous reports that mental health professionals who do not support the teachings 

of the Catholic Church on sexuality have been chosen to evaluate candidates for the priesthood 

and reject candidates who do accept the Church’s teachings on the grounds they are ‘rigid.’ 

There are also reports that some mental health professionals do not report homosexual attractions 

and conflicts in candidates for the priesthood to diocesan officials or religious superiors.  Mental 

health professionals chosen to evaluate candidates for the priesthood should be Catholics in good 

standing who support the Church’s teaching on sexuality, life, contraception, homosexuality, 

celibacy of the priesthood, the ordination of only men, and the hierarchical structure of the 

Church…Non-Catholics and Catholics who do not support the teaching of the Church should not 

be employed in this task.”   
 

When seminaries have been forced to accept orthodox candidates, they do not relent in trying to have 

their vocation terminated by the “psychology gulag.”  The CMA report continued: 
 

“There are reports that seminarians who during the course of studies expressed support 

for the teaching of the Magisterium, the Catechism, Sacred Scripture, particularly on 

issues of sexuality and homosexuality, were told they were rigid and divisive and need 

new psychological evaluations.”   
 

       Of course, the seminaries have pre-selected psychologists who use their position to eliminate the 

orthodox candidate.  “Salt for Their Wounds” is an excellent article that ran in “Catholic World 

Report.”
17

  It thoroughly documents the epidemic in the Church of using psychology to persecute 

orthodox priests and stigmatize them for life.  In clerical circles, it is referred to as “The Psychology 

Gulag,” and it is precisely that.  Bishops, seminaries and chanceries simply use psychologists to deem 
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unfit any seminarian or priest they desire.  That is not to say that some priests may not very well be 

unfit for public ministry, but that there is a dishonest, even diabolical, agenda at work by which 

unqualified “professionals” who reject the Church’s moral teachings are themselves deemed fit to 

determine a priest’s moral character.  Orthodoxy is regarded as a psychological disorder in these 

settings, and the priest too “rigid” and “closed” to serve in a parish.  The article above documents 

rampant pro-homosexuality in these facilities, as well as testimony from former staff about the 

unethical manner in which these facilities are run, and the malice of bishops and seminary rectors 

who inform the facilities of the results they expect to see before any “evaluation” even begins.  
 

I will interject a few observations of my own at this point: 
 

• Those deciding on the acceptability of a candidate could easily satisfy the prudent desire to 

know something of his moral history and mental state while completely respecting his 

inalienable rights.  It would simply require a priest who is also a psychologist to conduct the 

interview, offering only an objective evaluation with his recommendation, while not 

committing to the permanent historical record every sin or sinful tendency the young man has 

ever had, upon which that recommendation is based, and consigning the rest to the sacredness 

of the confessional seal. 

 

• From my own experience, it would seem that whatever type of psychological screening exists 

is inferior to simply the experience you will have of the man in his five or six years of 

formation.  In no means do I intend to ridicule the struggles of these men, but I will offer two 

examples from my very limited experience.  In seminary, one young man was accepted, after 

his psychological evaluation, who was so troubled that he spoke to himself constantly and, 

when using the common restroom, could be heard from quite a distance maintaining a 

conversation with his member.  In another young man’s case, it was clear that he had two very 

distinct identities and alternated back and forth.  Both of these situations existed upon their 

arrival, making all of us wonder exactly how useful any type of evaluation truly is. 
 

 

More than an oversight 

 

This state of affairs is more than a result of overworked bishops and chanceries not being able to 

carry out due diligence in these matters.  It is precisely in line with the communist strategy outlined at 

the beginning of this section.  The communists sought to inflict on people things that would have 

been regarded as criminal anywhere else but the inviolable sanctuary of their own centers, allowing 

them to do in the name of science what would be regarded as perverse and criminal in any other 

instance, cloaked in their armor of “scientific expertise” which no outside party, let alone the victim, 

could dare question.  This is precisely what happened, and these individuals form an uninterrupted 

chain from evil degenerates straight to the bishops.  Again, these are historical facts, readily 

available. 
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The originator of the school of thought subscribed to by the bishops’ “experts” is Alfred Kinsey.  

Here are some facts about him, facts which show the Communist plan to be no mere fantasy: 
 

•  He was a sado-masochist and bisexual, approving of bestiality. 

• He was addicted to pornography and masturbation. 

• He forced his wife and the wives of his staff to perform sex acts for him in his attic as he 

filmed them. 

• He directed pedophiles to molest children as young as two months old for his “research.” 

• He directed members of the Gestapo in Nazi Germany in child sexual abuse techniques. 

• He was an adoring disciple of Alastair Crowley, a pedophile and known Satanist (this is literal 

– he traveled to a shrine in his honor and worshipped him there). 

• He ritualistically hung himself by his testicles from a pole until he fell unconscious. 

• He claimed that children enjoyed sex and the real harm of adult-child sex stemmed from 

‘hysterical’ parents, teachers and professionals who reacted with anger and horror to 

children’s disclosures.
18

   
 

This clinically definable sexual psychopath, pornographer and child molester both directly and 

through his disciples, “is the educator who trained your psychiatrists, psychologists, some of your 

bishops and priests, and other mental health officials in what is normal human sexuality.”
19

  A 

dedicated disciple of Kinsey was Dr. John Money who, along with his partner and fellow Kinsian Dr. 

Berlin, co-founded The Johns Hopkins Sexual Disorders Clinic.  Dr. Money is an advocate for 

pedophilia and gave an interview for a pro-pedophilia publication in which he stated, “a relationship 

that is totally mutual between a boy of 10 or 11 and an adult male would not be pathological in any 

way.”
20

  (That moral degenerates within the field of psychology is an epidemic, not an aberration, is 

clearly demonstrated by the 1999 journal of The American Psychological Association, in which it 

stated that pedophilia is harmless and even beneficial if consensual.  Such are the demigods of the 

new “man-centered” religion who control bishops).
21

 

 

While at Hopkins, these degenerates were working for Dr. Paul McHugh.  It was McHugh who 

defended the policy of not reporting multiple incidents of child rape and fondling to police, in 

defiance of state law.  This was the man chosen by the Bishops’ Conference as the chief behavioral 

scientist for their clergy sex crimes review board!  (Where he joined pro-abortion activists named to 

the same board by the same bishops).  Likewise, Cardinal William Keeler of Baltimore made him a 

member of his own archdiocesan review board.  Meanwhile, Dr. Berlin, who described the self-

proclaimed pedophilia defender Money as “one of his most important mentors” had been the U.S. 

Catholic Bishops’ chief advisor child sexual abuse.   When meeting in Dallas to compose their 

response to the sexual abuse crisis, the only suggestion made by Pope John Paul was that there be an 

acknowledgment that the crisis stemmed from the “training” these priests received in the seminaries 

as already described.  As one would expect, the bishops ignored the Pope’s suggestion that it was 

their own institutions, lack of leadership, and un-Catholic agendas that in anyway precipitated this, 

and instead incorporated the advice of these child-molestation advocates.   When Bishop Fabian 

Bruskewitz proposed that the statement include that the ‘current homosexual culture’ was the root of 
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the sex-abuse crisis [the abuse was almost exclusively homosexual], and that bishops would be 

required to force strict conformity with all church doctrines on sexuality, the bishops soundly rejected 

his proposal, with about six bishops supporting him.  The statement of apostasy could not be more 

explicit; almost every bishop rejected the notion that priests should be loyal to Church moral 

teachings.  This is a fact.   

 

The reason this destructive crisis ever occurred was because, time and again, bishops gave known 

child abusers further assignments where the behavior continued.  And why would they do such a 

thing?  - because it was the advice psychologists gave them!  The very people who caused the 

problem are the ones charged with rectifying it, with bishops acquiescing in both instances.  The faith 

has no relevance, intelligence is non-existent:  the demigods of liberalism are always obeyed, no 

matter how many times they are proven wrong, no matter how destructive they have shown 

themselves to be.   

 

The Gulag Continued 

 

This use of psychology to undermine the Faith and decimate the priesthood does not end once the 

seminarian has made it to Holy Orders.  One of the most relied upon “treatment centers” in America 

for clergy is St. Luke’s Institute.  The highest court in the Church, the Roman Signatura, passed this 

judgment on the institute:  “Saint Luke Institute, founded by a priest who is openly homosexual and 

based on a mixture of Freudian pan-sexualism [which allows homosexuality, bestiality, and 

pedophilia] and behaviorism, is surely not a suitable institution apt to judge rightly about the beliefs 

and lifestyle of a Catholic priest.”
22

  Again, recall the Communist counsel to their psychologists that 

they could conduct abusive experiments in the safety of their self-created kingdoms, and this is 

precisely what happens at St. Luke’s.  So perverse and degrading were some methods of their 

“treatment” that the Vatican intervened and put a stop to it (incredibly, they were obeyed this time).  

Yet, to bishops, it simply does not matter; their faith in their demigod can never be shaken, even 

when the supreme juridical authority of the Faith they profess dictates otherwise.  If any priest had 

been caught abusing people in the same manner, in the name of “treating” them, he would be reported 

to the police, suspended for life, and laicized.  When the priests of Skinnerian dehumanization do the 

same things to priests of God, “So what?  We’ll still send you more; after all, you are the experts, we 

are merely the fawning subjects.”  Many elements of the apostasy are evident in the continued use of 

this facility:   

• Every bishop is a law unto himself, and the prohibition of the Vatican high court means 

nothing.   

• Religious indifferentism is likewise manifest, as what the Church teaches does not matter in 

practice.   

• Moral relativism is manifest, as psychologists are not bound by the moral laws of the Church, 

and bishops explicitly subject their priests to what the Church calls intrinsically evil. 

• “I will not lead,” as bishops insist that it is the prerogative of their demigods to decide what is 

and is not moral, who can and cannot be a priest.   
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• Anti-clericalism could not be more evident, as priests are merely fodder for the modernist mill 

that is the Great Apostasy, in strict accord with the agenda for dehumanization that is the 

foundation of their therapeutic models. 

• Apostasy: morality as infallibly taught by the Church is explicitly rejected.
23

   

The founder of St. Luke’s overtly advocated the teachings of the pedophilia supporters Berlin and 

Money, using them as the basis for the institute he founded.  So inadequate is this facility by even the 

secular standard that twice it has been on the brink of being closed for problems “serious in nature.”
24

  

Yet, to this day, it can boast as being the most used treatment center in the world for Catholic clergy.  

After the priest who founded this institute died of A.I.D.S., Cardinal James Hickey praised him as a 

“brilliant and hardworking priest.”  Such is the caliber of man who becomes a “Prince of the Church” 

in the Vatican II era of dissolution, and the caliber of man given power over the minds and vocations 

of priests.   

 

Back to Where We Began 
 

My apologies if the preceding elements were unduly protracted and emphasized, but it is an essential 

state of affairs.  Nonetheless, regarding the current apostasy and the essential role of orthodox priests 

who believe both in their own office and the Faith as a whole, this is where it touches the faithful and the 

priests in a day-to-day way.   I survived one of the worst seminaries in the world despite being an 

orthodox heterosexual by turns of events which I can only hope were divine providence.  However, I can 

also testify that so did many men who were express heretics, having openly denied truths of the faith, 

even those concerning the nature of Holy Orders.  They were the darlings of the faculty and 

administration, and have now gone out to spread the poison of modernity and sow the seeds of apostasy 

in their respective dioceses.   

I can also testify that, when told by seminarians of the heresies being taught and the articles of morality 

being denied, many bishops simply do nothing, or, if anything, inform the seminarian that he is now 

suspect due to his “rigidity” and inability to dialogue.  Again, it is oftentimes the “solid, conservative, 

John Paul II bishops” who flatly refuse to exercise the demands of their office (I Will Not Lead) and 

instead threaten the victim (Love Will Turn to Hate). 

I will offer an anecdote from my own life as to how effective seminaries have been in giving the Church 

priests with no real sense of the sacredness of their own being or mission, one which shows the effects 

of a subtle subversion to erode the faith in parishes.  Once as a seminarian and again as a priest, I was in 

parishes with three priests assigned, yet did not offer a morning Mass on Saturday.  In my seminary 

assignment, the three priests would sit around the kitchen table as a nun (sans-a-habit, of course), would 

conduct a Communion service, complete with her feminist sermonette.  As a priest, a deacon led the 

Communion service.  When he went on vacation, he would ask if I could cover his Communion service 

with a Mass!  These instances demonstrate the systematic, relentless erosion of the faith “beginning at 

the top.”  Bishops send seminarians to fetid seminaries, these seminaries produce priests who do not 

believe in the priesthood, and so in the parish there is no sense of their priestly character compelling 

them to offer Mass daily, nor regard for the spiritual welfare of their parishioners in assisting at the 



 

75 

 

Sacrifice of the Mass.  Instead, they are content to loaf around their rectories, glad that they have a “day 

off,” and, deep down, not believing there is any difference between the Mass they offer and the 

Communion service in its stead (or the protestant service down the street).   

When in the parish as a newly ordained priest, after a year I took responsibility for making the priests’ 

schedule.  I promptly began to schedule a Saturday Mass.  Shortly thereafter, I found myself accosted by 

two members of the diocesan machinery, demanding an explanation as to why I thought it was my place 

to do something so pastorally insensitive.  This is the day to day way in which the “diabolical 

disorientation” noted by St. Lucy occurs.  A priest who actually recognizes his own priestly character 

and wants to offer Mass for his people every day is reprimanded, while the indolent pastors who allowed 

such a pitiful state of affairs to begin are rewarded.  (The pastor in one of the parishes was vocal in his 

support for contraception, women’s ordination, and voting for pro-abortion candidates.  He was made a 

monsignor for his efforts). 

 Again, please indulge me as I draw from my own experience to demonstrate how such actions, decade 

after decade, become a sort of hypnosis eroding the faith of even the most devout Catholic, thus 

preparing them for the apostasy.  In a different parish (a rather solid, devout one by post Vatican II 

standards), by some miscommunication no priest arrived for one of the daily Masses.  A parishioner, a 

daily communicant for decades and a sincerely Catholic man, took it upon himself to have a 

Communion service.  Ask anyone who remembers the pre-1963 Church if anywhere, under any 

circumstance, a layman would have dared taken it upon himself to go to the tabernacle and distribute 

Holy Communion.  Not a single parishioner in attendance found this odd enough to say something to 

me about it later.  The man in question was quite apologetic when I told him he was well out of line, yet 

his reasoning was valid: “I’ve been giving communion for years.  It didn’t seem like a big deal.”  This is 

the success of forty plus years of eroding the priestly identity in the consciousness of the faithful, as well 

as a sense of awe and reverence for the Blessed Sacrament.  Going to a tabernacle and doing what only a 

priest could do for nearly 2,000 years is just “not a big deal.” 

 Just one more story:  A young woman in the parish, devout and well-educated in the faith, wanted 

permission to bring communion to her dying mother.  The pastor went over the procedures, gave her the 

blessing of commissioning, and then let her take the Blessed Sacrament to her mother.  A few days later 

the same pastor went to give the woman Last Rites.  Before leaving the house, the daughter said as an 

afterthought, “O, let me get the Host.  Mom was too sick to receive it on Sunday.”  Even a woman who 

is comparatively serious in her faith by Vatican II standards did not know, even on the instinctual level 

of piety, that she should have called the priest immediately and arranged to have returned the Sacrament 

to the tabernacle.  Jesus just sat on the dresser until she got around to it.  What of the not-so-faithful?  

This one anecdote is an icon of what has happened to the faith of tens of millions by the Vatican II 

Church’s dissolution of the priesthood, allowing priestly duties to be carried out by anyone whomsoever, 

with the Blessed Sacrament being downgraded along with the Holy Orders.  Of course, since the two are 

so intimately bound, you cannot undermine one and not the other.  Hence, the Vatican II Church’s 

greatest assault on the priesthood is embodied in the Novus Ordo Mass.  Since, however, this is also 

bound up with efforts to end belief in the Real Presence, there will be a separate chapter dedicated to the 

subject.  
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The success of the agents of apostasy is again staggering.  While apostates have always attacked the 

papacy, the current apostasy has the popes attacking themselves.  Likewise, just as every heresy and 

apostasy has attacked the priesthood, it is the priests themselves who adopt and promulgate these very 

assaults on their own divine character.  Yet, this is the logical conclusion of a Church who no longer 

believes in her own divine charter (The Church Will Doubt).  If the Catholic Church is not necessary for 

salvation, than neither are her priests.  Hence, a priest is just a profession among others, as many priests 

believe, making the sacrifice of a family and the demands of the job utterly pointless, as thousands upon 

thousands of priests have concluded. 

      The facts speak for themselves:  Modernists, masons and communists alike conspired to hollow the 

Church of her substance by having the clergy deny their own.  The success of these agents of apostasy is 

a documented fact, and the results speak for themselves.  In the immediate aftermath of the Council, 

50,000 priests defected from Holy Orders.  “The devil knows that religious and priests who fall away 

from their beautiful vocation drag numerous souls to Hell,” stated Sr. Lucy.  The 1998 Catholic 

Directory for the United States reveals 1,700 seminarians, a decline of almost 97% from the 1965 figure 

of 48,992.  I have heard the phrase “New Springtime” more times than I care to remember to describe 

this period in history; then what does the dead of winter resemble?    
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