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components are imported from Communist China.
For one reason or another, they are behind in production of certain necessary items. One electronic chip
can hold up a necessary component of our project.
We experienced this in August when we were
missing a made-in-China chip for our fire alarms. We
solved the problem by using ceiling-mounted alarms
for the rooms, which normally take a wall-mounted
units. At this writing, however, the holdup is an electrical panel which has been on order since January,
but which has missed several promised delivery dates,
and which now “promised” in November. Will it again
be put oﬀ? No one knows. It comes out of Texas, but
may be waiting for some parts from the communists.
I remember a time when the United States did
not even diplomatically recognize Communist China.
There was no trade. China was an economic wasteland. It products were poorly made.
Then in the late seventies, the disgraced Nixon
went to China in order to “open it up.” The idea was
that American entrepreneurs could profit from the
slave or near-slave labor of the communist state,
thereby stripping our country of its ability to produce
what it needed. There was a tremendous drain of
manufacturing in the United States.
I thought at the time that this was a very imprudent move on the part of the government. For the
trade would build up China as a world economic
power, I thought, with the eﬀect that the Chinese
communists would eventually become our enemy,
and our manufacturing capabilities would lie in the
hands of our enemy.
This is precisely what has happened, now
decades later. It is very probable, in my opinion, that
we are headed for war with China. Can you imagine

My dear Catholic people,
I wish that I were writing this newsletter from
our new facility in Reading, Pennsylvania. Unfortunately, we are still here in Florida. I say “unfortunately” since our presence here places a serious burden
on the school we operate here in Brooksville.
As I indicated in my last newsletter, the number
of pupils in our local school has increased tremendously. The number of online students has also seen
a very great increase. For this reason, it was imperative that our local school take over the seminary
building, in order not only to have more space for
students, but also more space for electronic equipment by which to operate the online school.
There are various reasons why our building in
Pennsylvania is not ready. One, I believe, is the excessive optimism of the general contractor. When I inspected the building in May, I said to him, “Do you
really think that this will be ready in one
month?” (They had originally estimated to me that
the building would be complete by the middle of
June). He said, “Well maybe by the middle of July.” I
was still very skeptical, but since I did not have a lot of
experience in this sort of thing, I took his word for it.
Here it is in the middle of September, and the remodeling is now only coming to an end.
The other problem is shortages. Everyone is experiencing shortages. No matter what the news media
may tell you, the economy is as hot as steam, and the
construction industry is very busy. People are flying
airplanes at an unprecedented rate, and are paying
extremely high airfares.
The shortage problem is due not only to high
demand, but also due to the fact that many of the
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the amount of shortages there will be when this war
comes? And this “opening” to China has brought in
countless spies to our country, and also provided corrupt individuals in our government with generous
bribes from the communists. I think you know whom
I mean.
These communist enemies are buying up our
farmland, and no one in the government seems to
care about it. Imagine the coming panic when our
shelves are bare.
Our delay, therefore, in occupying our building is
largely due to the communists in China, and ultimately due the bad government of this country for
many decades.

Either they are united to the Novus Ordo, or they
aspire to be united to the Novus Ordo, which is the
case of the Society of Saint Pius X.
What characterizes all of them is a willingness to
accept the legitimacy of Vatican II, despite whatever
error they may perceive in it, and the legitimacy of the
“popes” who promulgated it, and the disastrous reforms which have wrecked the Catholic Church.
For this reason, the Novus Ordo hierarchy does
not spew out its vitriolic fulminations against them,
since they are, to a greater or lesser extent, “part of the
fold.” The Novus Ordo knows that, for as long as they
recognize the legitimacy of Vatican II and the authority of its hierarchy, the war is already won in the long
term. Those groups will eventually become a “High
Church” of the Novus Ordo, under its complete control.
Vatican II must be condemned. It cannot survive
in any way as a Catholic council. There are precedents in the past. Pope Saint Leo I (the Great,
440-461), condemned the Second Council of Ephesus
as a “robber council,” because it was infected with the
Nestorian heresy. It was a council of ecclesiastical
criminals, in other words. Part of the Council of Constance was rejected for its conciliarist (anti-papal)
attitudes and doctrines. The Council of Basel was also
rejected.
All of the authority of a council comes from its
approbation and promulgation by the pope. Every
bishop in the whole world could be united in council,
but their teachings and enactments amount to zero
until they are accepted, approved, and promulgated
by the Roman Pontiﬀ. Councils of bishops do not in
any way enjoy infallibility in their doctrines.
Sedevacantists hold that the Vatican II “popes”
never received the authority to rule the Church, for
the reason that they intended, precisely, to use this
supposed authority for the imposition of modernism
upon the Church.
For example, if a captain of a ship intends to sink
the ship, by that very fact he does not have the right to
command the vessel. This is common sense. Once his
intention is discovered, the crew would put him in the
brig.
Consider the case a few years ago, when the pilot
of a German commercial aircraft decided to drive the
plane into the side of a mountain, all because he had
a fight with his girlfriend. Had the airline known of
his intention, it would not have let him fly.
The underlying reason why an evil intention is
incompatible with authority is that authority, by its
very nature, has as its purpose and end the common
good of the society over which it is placed. To intend,

Irish priest laments the vocations they are receiving in Ireland. Dr. Taylor Marshall posted a video
a few weeks ago of an elderly Irish priest, sitting in his
oﬃce in a plaid sports shirt and cardigan sweater. He
was the perfect picture of the Novus Ordo. A product
of the 1960’s, his big concern was not that Ireland was
short of vocations (only four new seminarians this
year in all Ireland, which has only one seminary
now), but that these seminarians were of the wrong
kind.
“They want to wear the soutane [cassock],” he
said. “They want to talk about sin,” he said. Then the
most terrible accusation came: “They want to say the
Latin Mass!”
I also received a telephone call from a man in
Ireland who told me that one of the Novus Ordo clergymen in his country said that the “sedevacantists
will be screaming at the bottom of hell.” Ironically,
the man does not believe in hell, but I guess there are
exceptions.
Why is there so much hatred of the sedevacantists by the Novus Ordo? It is because the sedevacantists put an arrow in the heart of Vatican II. No other
position in the traditional movement does this.
The success of the modernists in subverting the
Catholic Faith on a worldwide scale is owing to two
causes: (1) the fact that the modernist doctrines were
sanctioned and promulgated by a general council,
known as Vatican II; (2) the fact that “popes” were
elected who taught these doctrines universally, and
who insisted that all accept them.
All other traditional persuasions, such as the Society of Saint Pius X, the various Ecclesia Dei groups
like the Fraternity of Saint Peter, and those who promote indult Masses, accept Vatican II and recognize
the Novus Ordo hierarchy as having the power to
teach, rule, and sanctify in the name of Christ.
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therefore, something that is contrary to the essential
good of that society, is to thwart the very purpose of
authority, and thus makes it non-existent.
Since modernism, according to Saint Pius X, is
the worst enemy which the Church has ever faced, we
hold that the intention to promote modernism in the
Church is a treason of the worst kind, the work of the
enemies of the Church, and of the devil himself. It is
therefore impossible that Vatican II be authoritative,
and impossible that the Vatican II “popes” have the
authority to rule the Church.
For the Church is both infallible and indefectible.
If we grant validity to Vatican II and to the Vatican II
hierarchy, we are bound logically to say that the
Church is neither infallible nor indefectible. But this
is heresy. Consequently, we are bound by faith to
draw the conclusion that it is impossible that Vatican II
be a true council, or that the Vatican II hierarchy have
the power from Christ to rule the Church.
We therefore cannot hold to “opinionism,” as
many do, that is, that it is a matter of opinion whether
or not the Vatican II “popes” are true popes or not.
For our faith in the infallibility and indefectibility of
the Church demands the conclusion that these men
cannot be true popes. It cannot be a matter of opinion
whether or not the Church has defected. To even call
into doubt the indefectibility of the Church is itself a
heresy.

An interesting article from 1983. As I was packing for our move to Reading, I came across an article
which was given to me years ago. It appeared in The
Humanist in their January/February 1983 issue. It is
entitled “A Religion for a New Age.”
It is authored by a John J. Dunphy, then twentynine years old, who seems to be a baptized Catholic,
both from his name, and from his constant snide remarks about the Catholic Faith. He trots out all of the
usual anti-Catholic drivel, e.g., Galileo etc., accusations which have long since been answered and debunked.
His theme is essentially that Christianity, and
particularly Roman Catholicism, has to be eliminated
as something antiquated and harmful to people’s
rights, particularly those of women, sodomites, and
those addicted to artificial birth control. Of course, he
trashes creationism, the idea that God created the
universe out of nothing, but oddly oﬀers no alternative to the obvious problem of how something comes
from nothing, which principle is the backbone of the
demented and ludicrous evolutionist mythology.
He calls for a New Religion, a religion of humanity. “If God has failed in his role as cosmic policeman,”
he says, “and if Christianity has failed to uphold the
dignity of humankind and to protect the inalienable
rights of all — and who can argue with either hypothesis — then a viable alternative to both must be
sought. That alternative is humanism.”
Ho hum. These ideas are as old as horses and
carriages. They were made popular in the nineteenth
century by Karl Marx and fellow communists, Nietzsche, and many others. The “humanity is God”
theme has been with us for a long time. Woodrow
Wilson said “Christianity has not succeeded in uniting peoples. We will succeed, I hope, by the League of
Nations.” The League of Nations did a great job of
uniting peoples, did it not? Almost as good a job as
the United Nations.
This idea that humanity can perfect itself, and
make the earth a perfect place in which to live, is the
implicit denial of the doctrine of original sin and its
devastating eﬀects, as well as the denial of humanity’s
need for a Savior, a Redeemer, and the subsequent
gifts of sanctifying and actual grace. It goes back the
the Garden of Eden: Ye shall be like gods. In other
words, man, by worshipping himself, can make the
earth into a paradise without God. We see this theme
in the various pronouncements of Bergoglio, who, in
my opinion, does not believe in God, but believes in
humanity. There is hardly anything which comes
from his lips which does not preach in some way the
deification of humanity and the earth.

Sodomy now approved. The German bishops
recently said that sodomitic acts are not sinful. A recently “elevated” Novus Ordo Cardinal from Brazil
made a more moderate statement, namely that
sodomitic acts are immoral only for christians. So it is
all right for pagans. The conclusion from this is that
God was wrong to punish the sodomites for their
sodomy, since they were pagans, and did not have the
revelation of God.
This is to reduce the sin to merely what is known
as a divine positive law, that is, something which God
commands or forbids, not because it pertains to natural law, but because God wills it. For example, stealing is contrary to the natural law, that is, against justice. But that we cannot do unnecessary servile work
on Sunday is not based on the natural law, but purely
on God’s will.
Any sins concerning the use of sex are sinful because they are contrary to the natural law. The natural
law is that any use of the sexual faculties must be for
the reproduction of a human being. Any positive and
deliberate exclusion of that end is a sin contrary to
nature. For this reason, artificial birth control, solitary
sins, sodomy, and bestiality all come under this title
of sins contrary to nature. This is Catholic doctrine.
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What is chilling in this article, though, is that the
author calls for the spreading of his New Religion by
means of the public school classroom:

These words were penned thirty-nine years ago,
and how they have come true in our times! Teachers
in public schools see themselves as not merely conveyors of academic skills, but as high priests of a new
religion of humanism, self-anointed to lead humanity
down a rosy path of peace and brotherhood. The recent upsurge of transgenderism, taught now to tots, is
a perfect example. For it denies nature, and by denying nature, it denies the Author of Nature. In other
words, you can be whatever you want to be, regardless
of what God has made you. Ye shall be like gods, having
the knowledge of good and evil. Put diﬀerently: You will
decide what is good and evil, not God.

I am convinced that the battle for humankind’s
future must be waged and won in the public
school classroom by teachers who correctly perceive their role as the proselytizers of a new faith:
a religion of humanity that recognizes and respects the spark of what theologians call divinity
in every human being. These teachers must embody the same selfless dedication as the most
rabid fundamentalist preachers, for they will be
ministers of another sort, utilizing the classroom
instead of the pulpit to convey humanist values in
whatever subject they teach, regardless of the
educational level…The classroom must and will
become an arena of conflict between the old and
the new — the rotting corpse of Christianity, together with all of its adjacent evils and misery,
and the new faith of humanism, resplendent in its
promise of a world in which the never-realized
Christian ideal of “love thy neighbor” will finally
be achieved.

Sincerely yours in Christ,

Most Rev. Donald J. Sanborn
Rector

_____________________________________

One of the classrooms in the new seminary building.

A typical seminarian’s room in the Reading
seminary.
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