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My dear Catholic people,  
Together with the newsletter I am including an 

eight-page supplement with pictures of  our most recent 
ordinations to the holy priesthood and to minor orders. 
The seminary “produces its product” when it ordains 
men to the priesthood, or promotes them toward that 
goal through the conferral of  minor orders. 

Like a fine 
wine, however, the 
product takes a 
long time to ma-
ture. Not everyone 
makes it to the 
altar. The attrition 
level in the semi-
nary i s rather 
high, especially in 
the first year. The 
reasons for depar-
ture from the sem-
inary are many. 
Some find that 
they do not have a 
vocation to the 
priesthood. They 
are simply not inclined to it. Others present obstacles 
such as health, studies, or discipline. The seminary is 
doing its job, however, by eliminating those who should 
not pursue the priesthood as much as it is doing its job 
when it ordains a priest. What is worse than to ordain 
someone who should not be a priest? 

As I said in my last newsletter, we are looking 
forward, in June of  next year, to the ordination of  sem-

inarian Henry Chappot de la Chanonie. Please keep 
him in your prayers. 

Those who received minor orders on June 29th 
still have another three years of  theology before being 
ordained. They are slated for 2023. 

Our seminarians did very well in their studies 
this year. They 
seem to have stud-
ied very hard the 
whole year. In the 
seminary curricu-
lum there is a 
t r e m e n d o u s 
amount of  infor-
mation to process 
and assimilate. I 
a lways remind 
them that they 
must know much 
more than priests 
in the past, as they 
have to be defend-
ers of  the Faith 
and defenders of  

the position that they have taken, namely that the 
Novus Ordo is a new religion, a modernist transforma-
tion of  Catholicism. This distortion of  Catholicism 
becomes more and more evident as every day goes by. 

Archbishop Viganò says that Vatican II 
should be annulled. In a second letter dated June 
14, 2020, that is, merely five days after his “bombshell” 
letter about Vatican II and its reforms, the Novus Ordo 
Archbishop made a startling statement regarding the 
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Confirmations in California 
On June 28th, Bishop Selway travelled to Modesto, California where he performed not less 

than sixty-four Confirmations. As you can see from the picture, these were mostly young people.
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Council.  As he put it, “it is preferable to let the whole 
thing drop and be forgotten.” He also pointed out that 
Vatican II is to be blamed as an event that caused 
enormous problems in the Church. This is one of  the 
reasons why he thinks it should be “forgotten.” 

He quotes favorably a Professor Pasqualucci who 
considers Vatican II to be a conciliabulum, the classic 
term for a fake council: “If  the Council has deviated from the 
Faith, the Pope has the power to invalidate it. Indeed, it is his 
duty.” 

The Archbishop also says: “There is an urgent need 
to restore the Bride of  Christ to her two-thousand-year Tradition 
and to recover the treasures that have been 
plundered and scattered, thus permitting 
the disoriented flock to be fully nourished 
by them. 

While the idea of  annulling 
Vatican II is, of  course, a wonderful 
idea, I am surprised that Abp. Vi-
ganò does not see the obvious 
problem: Unlike the other fake 
councils in the Church’s history, 
this one was promulgated in full by 
the “authority” of  Paul VI. In 
short, you cannot annul Vatican II 
without also annulling the authori-
ty of  him who promulgated it. 
Otherwise you end up with a 
Church which is capable of  leading 
souls to hell. Indeed, has that not 
been the effect of  this Council, if  
we contemplate the devastating loss 
of  faith on the part of  billions of 
souls? Is it not right and true to say: 
“An enemy hath done this?” 

Archbishop Viganò’s recent 
comments are, of  course, encour-
aging, but nothing will come of  his 
intervention unless the problem of  
Paul VI and the Vatican II “popes” 
is addressed. Indeed, we must also 
include John XXIII in this group, 
since Vatican II represented not only a council which 
pronounced heresies, but, what is worse, created a 
mentality of  revolution in the Church that has brought 
it to its ruin. It unleashed a spirit of  heresy, a lust for 
rupture with the past, a maniacal detestation of  pre-
Vatican II Catholicism. The Antifa hordes in our 
streets are to our country what John XXIII and Paul 
VI sparked in the Church. Since John XXIII was the 
originator of  this revolution, he too, as I see it, must be 
included in the enemy which has done this. 

Some thoughts on the Fourth of  July. While 
all of  us are sickened to see the horror in our cities on 
the part of  leftist fascists, we must nonetheless reflect 
on our own history in order to understand it better.  

The Founding Fathers of  this country were, for 
the most part, Deists and Freemasons. They were thor-
oughly imbued with the then liberal and revolutionary 
thinking of  the eighteenth century. 

One of  their principal tenets was naturalism,  
which holds that man does not need supernatural grace 
in order to persevere in the good. The Church teaches 
that man, as a result of  original sin, although still ca-

pable of  natural virtue, cannot 
long persevere in virtue without 
the aid of  grace. In other words, 
no matter how good he is natu-
rally, he will eventually fall and 
commit a mortal sin, unless he is 
aided by supernatural grace. The 
Church also teaches that, with-
out grace, man can preserve some 
natural virtues, but not all. In 
other words, he will be a mortal 
sinner who has some natural 
virtues. For example, Al Capone 
was good to his mother. 

The liberal free-thinkers of  
the eighteenth century, however, 
rejected original sin and its ef-
fects as hogwash, and believed in 
the natural perfectibility of  man. 
This is the very essence of  
freemasonry. As a result of  this 
thinking, rel igion and the 
Church, even the Protestant 
Church, became irrelevant. God, 
if  they believed in one, was a 
distant Being who had no care of  
human affairs. At best he should  
be thanked and occasionally 
honored. But man was on his 
own. 

Consequently both the fed-
eral government and the state governments were creat-
ed with no moral compass given to them by any reli-
gion whatsoever. Just as man was on his own, so was 
the government. This religion-less government is one 
of  the fatal flaws of  the American system. 

Next, the liberal, naturalistic, and free-thinking 
framers of  the American republic also followed the 
political theories of  John Locke. He saw government 
not as something which necessarily depended upon 
God for its authority. For him, legislators and rulers 
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John Locke 
Although Jefferson denied that he had lifted the ideas 
in the Declaration of  Independence from any outside 
source, it is nonetheless true that the principles of  

the American Revolution were found in the writings 
of  John Locke.



were essentially hired by the citizens to run the country 
for them. The citizens had to agree to go along with 
the will of  majority in any given case. In his system, 
therefore, the authority came from the people. It was 
government by the consent of  the governed.  

While this idea sounds as American as apple pie 
— and it is — it is yet another fatal 
flaw in American political think-
ing. The Catholic Church teaches 
that although the people may 
choose how they will be ruled, and 
who will rule them, nonetheless the 
authority of  the government de-
rives from God, and not from the 
people. Locke’s theory, on the 
other hand, is equivalent to mob 
rule. 

Another idea of  John Locke, 
included explicitly in the much 
touted Declaration of  Indepen-
dence, is that of  revolutionism. 
Locke said that the people have a 
right to revolt against their gov-
ernment if  they should find it 
tyrannical. It is this principle that 
gave the moral green light, so to 
speak, for the American Revolu-
tion. Unfortunately, it gives the 
moral green light as well for any-
one who wants to mount a revolu-
tion against a government which 
he considers tyrannical.  If  he can find a majority to 
back him, then he has a clear moral path. This too, is a 
fatal flaw in the American system, since it is difficult to 
say to any revolutionist, “You have no right to revolt 
against the ruling system,” when the country was 
founded upon revolution. While we may be appalled 
by the destruction of  statues of  the icons of  American 
history, we should not forget that at the beginning of  
the American Revolution, a statue of  King George III, 
then the legitimate authority in the colonies, was torn 
down in New York City. 

Yet another theory of  John Locke, and later of  
the liberal and free-thinking French philosopher Mon-
tesquieu, is the separation of  the powers of  the gov-
ernment. Locke was insistent that the legislative branch 
not be the executor of  the laws which it makes.  This is 
the famous “checks and balances” theory, which sounds 
good, but is really crazy. It leads to a schizophrenic 
government, where one branch is fighting against the 
other.  The worst abuse is the usurpation by the judicial  
branch of  what obviously pertains to the legislative 

branch. And no one can do anything about it. Yet an-
other fatal flaw. 

Finally, the Founding Fathers bought into free-
dom of  religion, freedom of  the press and freedom of  
speech. Freedom of  religion meant that there would be 
no establishment of  a specific church or religion either 

on the federal level or the state 
level. You were free to practice 
whatever religion you wanted. 
This idea divorced the federal and 
state governments from any influ-
ence of  religion. Such an idea was 
unheard of  in the history of  human-
ity. This absence of  religion from 
legislation is what has given us 
abortion, pornography, and the 
recognition of  same-sex mar-
riages. For there is no voice, not 
even of  the natural law, to prevent 
the government from permitting 
these things. Liberty is extolled as 
the highest good of  man, liberty 
to do whatever you please. 

Freedom of  speech is insane. 
Everyone knows that speech is 
made for the truth. Therefore the 
only proper use of  speech is for 
what is true. Freedom of  speech is 
as ludicrous and dangerous as 
permitting people to indiscrimi-
nately cough and sneeze on others 

during the coronavirus.  We have seen how people take 
great pains to protect themselves from this disease. We 
have seen the stringent laws enacted to protect the 
population from the spread of  this infection. None-
theless, you are free to infect whomever you please with 
your ideas, unless, of  course, you are a conservative. 
No freedom of  speech for you. 

Legitimate freedom of  speech may be used in 
regard to those things which are legitimately controverted, 
that is, where there is doubt as to where the truth lies or 
what is the best course to follow, e.g., where to build a 
highway or railroad. It does not concern, however, the 
natural law or the divine law. 

The same principles apply to the press. It exists 
to spread the truth. If  it fails to spread the truth, it is 
perverting its very reason for existence. It is bound by 
the truth, and only those things which are legitimately 
controverted may be the object of  freedom of  the 
press. 

Freedom of  speech and freedom of  the press are 
made for a people with at least some natural virtues 
and common sense, and who have a respect for the 
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Tearing Down the Statue of King George III 
on July 6th, 1776 in New York City. 

The question poses itself: If  it is morally and legal-
ly permissible to overthrow the legitimate govern-
ment of  George III, then why is it not permissible 
to overthrow the government established by George 
Washington? Who decides what is tyranny? The 

South appealed to the very principle of  overthrowing 
tyrannical governments, contained in the Declaration 
of  Independence, when it declared its own indepen-

dence in 1861.The question was answered by 
means of  the barrel of  a gun. 



truth. In the hands of  the leftists, however, these free-
doms become efficacious tools for the overturning of  
the entire nation. The Left has profited from these 
freedoms in order to promote their revolutionary agen-
da. They propagandize in the schools, from kinder-
garten through graduate school, in the media, which 
they control almost entirely, in the social media, which 
they control, and in large corporations, which they also 
control. Under freedom of  speech and freedom of  the 
press, they have rotted out the minds of  the young, and 
America can do nothing about it without violating 
these very freedoms. 

The cult of  liberty. What gave rise to these 
disastrous liberties was the eighteenth-cen-
tury cult of  liberty.  If  you read the literature 
at the time of  the American Revolution, it 
is very apparent that the “patriots,” i.e., 
the revolutionists, were completely infect-
ed with this idea. 

It came from John Locke and Jean-
Jacques Rousseau. The idea is that man is 
born free, totally free, and that this free-
dom is inalienable. He can do whatever he 
pleases. But in order to live in society, he 
consents to give up some of  his freedom, 
and is willing to obey the general will,  that 
is, the majority.  

This is essentially to say that society 
is governed by the mob, and that the gov-
ernment has the obligation to enact what 
the mob wants. This system, therefore, makes for 
politicians who are servile, obsequious, oily, groveling, 
sniveling, and parasitic. They will think anything, 
change their minds, and vote for anything that will 
preserve their cushy careers. 

The cult of  liberty regards any government 
which does not operate on these principles as necessarily  
tyrannical. A monarchy cannot be good, because it is not 
controlled by the mob. This feeling ran very strong in 
the American Revolution. 

It is also true that all of  the leftists of  Europe, 
who were filled with the same ideas, looked upon 
America as the darling of  Leftism. All the military 
people who came to help Washington were radical left-
ists in Europe: Lafayette, Rochambeau, Von Steuben, 
Kościuszko, Pulaski. 

What has made American great? The Unit-
ed States is certainly a great country, not only because 
of  its wealth and power, but also because — up to now 
— of  the natural virtues of  its citizens, who typically 
are honest, hard-working, and resourceful. Abroad, 
Americans are known as a people who are efficacious, 
that is, who “get things done.” It is also true that, up to 

recently, America has been religious overall, and it is 
religion which, as a rule, preserves the natural law and 
at least to some extent the law of  God. I am referring, 
of  course, to Protestant sects, which, although false 
religions, nonetheless do communicate to their follow-
ers at least some norms of  morality. 

Under these conditions, America’s freedoms did 
not pose a threat to society, since society was on the 
whole virtuous. But once these columns of  virtue col-
lapse, then America’s freedoms will turn on her and 
destroy her. 

We must love our country. America is very 
flawed in its political thinking, and is, as a result, in 

grave danger of  a revolutionary transforma-
tion. We must, nevertheless, love her as 
our nation. The country in which you live 
is an extended family, in a way. Just as we 
count on help from family members, we 
also count on help from fellow citizens, so 
that we can all benefit from an organized 
society. Without this mutual respect and 
aid, society falls apart.  

Catholics have always been faithful to 
their countries. The Roman Empire, 
which inflicted merciless tortures on 
Catholic martyrs, had nonetheless the 
loyalty of  its Catholic subjects. Many 
served in the army: Saint Martin of  Tours, 
Saint Maurice, Saint Sebastian, Saint 
Romanus, Saints Processus and Martinian, 

to mention only a few. 
It is also true that the Catholic Church has al-

ways condemned revolution against legitimate authori-
ty, even persecutional authority. A notable example of  this 
was Gregory XVI’s condemnation of  the Polish upris-
ing in the 1830’s against the Russian Tsar, who was in 
fact persecuting Catholics in Poland, then part of  the 
Russian Empire. Catholic theologians say that 
Catholics may resist the unjust laws of  tyrants, but that 
they do not have the license to revolt. 

So even though Catholic teaching would be op-
posed to the cult of  liberty, to the rule by the mob, and 
to the freedom of  religion, freedom of  speech, and 
freedom of  the press, it would nevertheless insist upon 
the love and loyalty of  American citizens in regard to 
their homeland. 

Sincerely yours in Christ, 

Most Rev. Donald J. Sanborn 
Rector 
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