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My dear Catholic people, 

Before we get into the usual polemics, let me re-
quest some prayers. The first is for Father Joseph 
Collins, who was recently diagnosed with terminal 
cancer. It is affecting many internal organs. He is six-
ty-six years old. 

Father Collins is one of the original “Nine” who 
was sent away from the Society of Saint Pius X in 1983 
because of his refusal of the John XXIII liturgy, re-
fusal of Novus Ordo marriage annulments, and the 
refusal to recognize as certainly valid the new rite of 
ordination. 

Time has told the wisdom of this separation from 
the Society of Saint Pius X, which, in the hope of be-
ing recognized by the Modernist heretics, has become 
increasingly liberal and compromising in regard to the 
Novus Ordo. There is even now a “Resistance SSPX” 
which broke away from the main body in 2013 for the 
very reason that it was warming up to the Novus Ordo. 
The motives of the break of the “Resistance” are not 
different, substantially, from the motives which caused 
the break of the “Nine.” 

We all shudder when we hear of someone having a 
terminal disease. It is like hearing that a plane 
crashed. It is something that we think could never 
happen to us. We regard it as a rare occurrence, a 
fluke. But do we not realize that we are all terminal? 
Do we not realize that there is a certain day and time, 
foreseen by God from all eternity, on which we will 
pass away, be judged, and make our transit into heav-
en, hell, or purgatory? God also foresees the manner  
of our death, whether by disease or by accident, or 
even murder. My father used to say, “None of us is 
getting off this ship alive.” 

The only difference between ourselves and Father 
Collins is that Father Collins knows when he is passing 
away, whereas the date and manner of our death is as 
yet unknown. 

Indeed, Fr. Collins’ cancer is an answer to the 
prayer in the Litany of the Saints: From a sudden and 
unforeseen death, O Lord deliver us! 

I first met Father Collins back in 1975, when he 
was still a seminarian. He was at the St. Athanasius 
Chapel in Virginia, where I said Mass over the 
Christmas vacation. Afterwards I had him as a semi-
narian in January of 1977 at Armada, Michigan. From 
there he went to Ecône, where he was ordained a few 
years later. For many years now, he has been saying 
Mass for people in upstate New York, that is, in Glen-
mont, just south of Albany, as well as in Kingston. I 
am sure they will miss him. 

Please remember Father Collins in your prayers, 
that he have a holy death, that he bear the pains of 
death with fortitude and in a spirit of union with the 
suffering Christ. May God reward him with eternal 
life, having devoted his earthly life here to the defense 
of the holy Catholic Faith in opposition to the ravages 
of Modernism since Vatican II. 

The other person to pray for is one of our own 
seminarians, Henry Chappot de La Chanonie, whose 
home is in Nantes, France. Over the past eighteen 
months, he gradually came down with some sort of 
condition or disease which, in November of 2018, be-
gan to give him serious gastro-intestinal problems, as 
well as bradycardia, which is slow heartbeat. In De-
cember he had to be rushed to the hospital, when his 
pulse fell to 26 (50 being considered the lowest normal 
rate). He then traveled back to France at the end of 
December in order to be treated there. While in 
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France, he had two more emergency trips to the hos-
pital. 

The doctors there gave him all sorts of tests, but 
recently told him that they simply do not know what 
he has, but they suspected one of three things: (1) irri-
table bowel syndrome, (2) an unknown infection, or (3) 
burnout from overwork. 

Finally he went to a homeopathic doctor who di-
agnosed bacterial infections both in his lungs and in 
his gastro-intestinal track. He has been following this 
doctor’s cure, and says he is doing better now, but is 
recovering very slowly. He hopes to return for the next 
academic year. Henry should have been ordained a 
subdeacon on February 25th of this year, and was slat-
ed for ordination to the priesthood in 2020. Please 
pray for his recovery, as we need French-speaking 
priests, and he is a very promising vocation. 

More from Bergoglio’s heretical mouth. When he 
was recently in Morocco, the Heretical Mouth pro-
nounced these words: 

For being a Christian is not about adhering to 
a doctrine, or a temple or an ethnic group. Being 
Christian is about an encounter, an encounter 
with Jesus Christ. We are Christians because we 
have been loved and encountered, and not as the 
result of proselytism. Being Christian is about 
knowing that we have been forgiven and knowing 
that we are asked to treat others in the same way 
that God treated us. For “by this everyone shall 
know that you are my disciples, if you have love 
for one another” (Jn 13:35). 

To say that being a Christian is not about adhering 
to doctrine is a heresy. It is directly contrary to Our 
Lord’s words in Saint Mark, after giving the Apostles 
the solemn commission to preach the gospel to the 
whole world: “Those who do not believe shall be con-
demned.” It is furthermore directly contrary to the 
necessity to profess the Catholic Faith in order to 
qualify for the reception of baptism. It is directly con-
trary to the infallible teaching of the First Vatican 
Council of 1870: “This faith, which is the beginning of 
human salvation, the Catholic Church professes to be 
a supernatural virtue, by means of which, with the 
grace of God inspiring and assisting us, we believe to 
be true what He has revealed, not because we perceive 
its intrinsic truth by the natural light of reason, but 
because of the authority of God Himself, who makes 
the revelation and can neither deceive nor be de-
ceived.” Further on in the document the Council 
states: “Since, then, without faith it is impossible to 
please God and reach the fellowship of his sons and 
daughters, it follows that no one can ever achieve jus-

tification without it, neither can anyone attain eternal 
life unless he or she perseveres in it to the end.” 

From these statements, we understand that the 
virtue of faith consists in assent to revealed doctrine, 
and that, unless we persevere in this faith until the 
end of our lives, we shall suffer eternal damnation. 

It is heresy, as well, that automatically excludes 
someone from the Catholic Church. You cannot be a 
Catholic and a heretic at the same time. Consequently 
the precise opposite of Bergoglio’s statement is true, 
namely that doctrine has everything to do with being a 
Christian, so much so that failure to profess true doc-
trine puts you outside of the Church of Christ. 

Bergoglio’s assertion, that being a Christian “is an 
encounter with Jesus Christ,” is thoroughly mod-
ernist. It reduces religion to a vague and subjective 
religious feeling, and dogma to mere personal convic-
tions which are expressions of your interior religious 
experience. 

The occasion of this heresy was actually the pro-
nouncing of another heresy, which is that Catholics 
should not engage in proselytism, i.e., that they should 
not try to convert others to the Catholic Faith. Again, 
this is contrary to the Church’s very mission given by 
Christ to the Apostles in St. Matthew, saying: “All 
power is given to Me in heaven and in earth. Going 
therefore, teach ye all nations; baptizing them in the 
name of the Father, and of the Son, and of the Holy 
Ghost. Teaching them to observe all things whatsoever 
I have commanded you: and behold I am with you all 
days, even to the consummation of the world.” In 
Saint Mark He says, after the command to preach the 
gospel to every creature: “He that believeth and is bap-
tized, shall be saved: but he that believeth not shall be 
condemned.” 

Pope Pius XII, addressing bishops in 1957, said 
this: “You, whom, the charity of Christ presses, will 
feel deeply with Us the urgency of that most grave 
obligation to spread the Gospel and found the 
Church throughout the whole world…” [emphasis 
added] In a letter to the bishops of China in 1926, 
Pope Pius XI said: “This is why the gospel must be 
preached to all nations according to Christ’s precept: 
‘Preach the gospel to every creature.’” 

Ratzinger blames the sex abuse by priests on the 
1960’s sexual revolution. In a recent letter comment-
ing on clerical sex abuse, Ratzinger said that the cause 
of it was the sexual revolution of the 1960’s.  

This is a stunning statement. Why? Because it is 
the mission and purpose of the Church to resist moral 
corruption, and especially to protect the clergy from it.  
The clergy should practice mortification of their sexual 
passions, devoted as they are — and canonically oblig-
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ed — to celibacy and perfect chastity. One could just 
as easily say: “The monks are all fat because of the 
eating revolution.” Are they not supposed to practice 
mortification? It would be the equivalent of saying that 
the Titanic sank because there was an iceberg in front 
of it. The reality is that the Titanic sank because the 
crew was recklessly speeding at 22 knots (at that time 
very fast for an ocean liner) through “Iceberg Alley” in 
the springtime when icebergs are most commonly 
seen. The crew had also committed gross negligence 
in ignoring the warnings of ice by other ships.  

It is amazing how the Novus Ordo clergy so blithe-
ly exonerate themselves of guilt in the matter of cleri-
cal abuse. What is yet more stupefying is what 
Ratzinger assigns as a concomitant cause: “At the same 
time, independently of this development, Catholic 
moral theology suffered a collapse that rendered the 
Church defenseless against these changes in society.” 

Catholic moral theology suffered a collapse? Did 
that just happen on its own? No, says Ratzinger: “Until 
the Second Vatican Council, Catholic moral theology 
was largely founded on natural law, while Sacred 
Scripture was only cited for background or substantia-
tion. In the Council’s struggle for a new understand-
ing of Revelation, the natural law option was largely 
abandoned, and a moral theology based entirely on 
the Bible was demanded.” 

The truth is that the “new theology,” of which 
Ratzinger was one of the principal architects and pro-
ponents during the 1950’s and 1960’s, demanded the 
abandonment of the traditional Catholic theology as 
found in the commonly used textbooks in seminaries. 
They detested the scholastic theology of Saint Thomas 
Aquinas, and called for its replacement with biblical 
and patristic (the Fathers of the Church) theology.  

While this sounds beautiful and noble, it was 
merely a tool by the Modernists to soften and relativize 
Catholic theology. Why? There is nothing soft or rela-
tivistic about Sacred Scripture or the Fathers, but 
these sources do not constitute a coherent system of 
dogmatic or moral theology. The great contribution of 
Saint Thomas Aquinas and his school was to take Sa-
cred Scripture and the Fathers, and to make from 
them a very clear synthesis and system. To abandon 
this work would be the equivalent of abandoning the 
wheel and returning to the time when people dragged 
things around. 

What was the effect of this abandonment of 
scholastic theology? Ratzinger continues: “Conse-
quently, there could no longer be anything that con-
stituted an absolute good, any more than anything 

fundamentally evil; (there could be) only relative val-
ue judgments. There no longer was the (absolute) 
good, but only the relatively better, contingent on 
the moment and on circumstances.” 

The reader may recall that I assigned, in previous 
newsletters, as the cause of the abuse by priests exactly  
what Ratzinger here describes: the loss of any sense of 
moral absolutes. 

Ratzinger makes other breathtaking statements: 

Independently of this question, in many circles of 
moral theology the hypothesis was expounded that 
the Church does not and cannot have her own 
morality. 

In various seminaries homosexual cliques were 
established, which acted more or less openly and 
significantly changed the climate in the seminaries.  

One bishop, who had previously been seminary 
rector, had arranged for the seminarians to be 
shown pornographic films, allegedly with the inten-
tion of thus making them resistant to behavior con-
trary to the faith.  1

There were — not only in the United States of 
America — individual bishops who rejected the 
Catholic tradition as a whole and sought to bring 
about a kind of new, modern “Catholicity” in their 
dioceses. 

Having made these self-damning admissions, he 
attempts to excuse the Roman “authorities” by claim-
ing that the complex criminal code of the 1983 (Novus 
Ordo) Code of Canon Law made it impossible to re-
move these priests who abused young persons. This is 
a positively ludicrous excuse. It is a shameless sham and an 
insult to any thinking and decent person.  It would be the 
equivalent of saying, “Stalin was incapable of stopping 
the slaughter of millions of people because the laws 
on the books made it almost impossible for him to 
prosecute the perpetrators.” You might get away with 
this excuse in a republican form of government, where 
there is separation of powers, but you cannot seriously 
say this in the case of a monarchy or dictatorship. 
John Paul II  — the “saint” — could have, with a sin-
gle stroke of the pen, put a stop to any legal barriers. 
He could have defrocked priests and deposed bishops 
by means of a mere telegram or telephone call.  

Ratzinger also offers the excuse that the Vatican 
bureaucracy was overwhelmed by the cases of abuse. 
This again is no excuse, since the accused could have 
been easily removed from priestly service while their 
case was being processed. In that way, the wicked 
practice of moving them around from parish to parish, 

 This was “Ken,” the Novus Ordo Bishop of Saginaw, Michigan. (He always wanted to be known by his first name).1
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where they abused again and again, could have been 
avoided. 

Ratzinger asks the rhetorical question: “Why did 
pedophilia reach such proportions?” Ratzinger’s an-
swer: “Ultimately, the reason is the absence of God.” 
The real reason: The godless, faithless, disgustingly 
selfish, and perverted Novus Ordo clergy who profited 
from the respect and admiration that innocent young 
persons had for the Catholic clergy in order to per-
form upon them acts which make you want to vomit. 

Ratzinger offers a few other reasons for the cleri-
cal abuse. One of the factors is declining devotion to 
the Real Presence of Christ in the Holy Eucharist: 
“The declining participation in the Sunday Eu-
charistic celebration shows how little we Christians 
of today still know about appreciating the greatness 
of the gift that consists in His Real Presence.” It was 
Ratzinger, however, who told us in an encyclical that 
Christ is in the bread,” which is a thoroughly Protes-
tant notion of the Eucharist, denying the Real Pres-
ence of Christ. Ratzinger also stated:  “To go to 
church on the ground that one can visit God who is 
present there is a senseless act which modern man 
rightfully rejects.”  And has the New Mass promoted 2

devotion toward the Real Presence of Christ in the 
Holy Eucharist? 

The cherry on top of this burlesque of self-exon-
eration for the heinous crimes of the clergy is the final 
paragraph: “At the end of my reflections I would like 
to thank Pope Francis for everything he does to show 
us, again and again, the light of God, which has not 
disappeared, even today. Thank you, Holy Father!” 

It is not to be forgotten that the “Holy Father,” 
that heretical motor-mouth, is the one that has pro-
nounced numerous heresies, and has justified receiv-
ing communion in the state of the mortal sin of adul-
tery. 

The real cause of the clerical abuse. Ratzinger 
said a few things which were true, but failed to assign 
the cause. Yes, there was a sexual revolution of the 
1960’s, but was not the stated purpose of Vatican II to 
adapt the Church to fit the modern world? Did it not 
want to “open the windows of the Church,” as John 
XXIII said? The effect of this attitude produced in the 
clergy and the people an absorption of the very de-
testable sexual revolution which Ratzinger laments. If 
Vatican II had not happened, the Church would have 

resisted the sexual revolution. It was very successful in 
doing so in the 1950’s by means of the Legion of De-
cency, for example, which managed to control Holly-
wood’s penchant for sex. The Legion of Decency died 
after Vatican II, and so did decency in movies and in 
television. 

Likewise the collapse of the Church’s moral the-
ology was a direct result of Vatican II. Up to 1958, 
moral theology was in wonderful condition. Many 
moral theologians wrote treatises and textbooks in the 
early part of the twentieth century which were excel-
lent, applying traditional moral principles to modern 
moral problems. One such example is the textbook of 
the Dominican Merkelbach, which we use here at the 
seminary. It is the most thorough moral theology text-
book in my experience. 

Ratzinger describes these horrors as if neither he 
nor his boss, “Saint” John Paul II, were responsible 
for them, and in any way participated in them. The 
reality is that Ratzinger is one of the most responsible 
for Vatican II as the radical, modernist, suit-and-tie 
theologian, together with his “buddies” Karl Rahner, 
the pantheist Jesuit with a mistress, and Hans Küng, 
the notorious denier of the divinity of Christ, Our 
Lady’s Assumption, and the infallibility of the Roman 
Pontiff. They were the radical threesome. I remember. 
It was Küng who said “We got more from Vatican II 
than we ever expected.” 

Ratzinger refuses to see Vatican II as the cause of 
the problems. The Council is his baby. It is evident to 
anyone with a brain that the Church went into a tail-
spin in every aspect of its life since the opening of that 
wicked meeting of Vatican II, but Ratzinger insults 
every thinking and decent person with these prepos-
terous and farcical “reasons” that he gives for clerical 
abuse, never once saying “mea culpa” for his criminal, 
lawless, disgraceful, and reprehensible cooperation in these 
vicious acts of a corrupt clergy. 

  

Sincerely yours in Christ, 

  

  
Most Rev. Donald J. Sanborn 
Rector 

 From Ratzinger’s book, Die sakramentale Begründung christlicher Existenz. 2
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