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CATHOLIGC TRADITIONALIST MOVEMENT, ING.
SUITE 303 EAST
PAN AM BUILDING
200 PARK AVENUE, NEW YORK, N. Y. 10017

A non-profit, educational organization, incorporated
under the laws of the State of New York "to provide the
Catholic laity with a information necessary for the correct
understandings and implementations of the Second Vatican
Council’s decisions in full conformity with the traditional

doctrine and practices of the Roman-Catholic Church."

Through a decision of the U.S, Treasury Department, Internal Revenue
Service, June 23, 1966, the C.T.M. was given tax-exempt status with

the result that "confributions made to the CATHOLIC TRADITIONALIST
MOVEMENT, INC, are deductible by donors as provided in section 170
of the Code. Bequests, legacies, devises, transfers or gifts to or for the
use of the C.T.M,,Inc. are deductible for Federal estates and gift tax pur-
poses under the provisions of section 2055, 2106 and 2522 of the Code."

A FIGHT FOR TRUTH AND TRADITION

THE ‘REBEL’ PRIEST

by Rev. Dr. Gommar A. DePauw

President CatHoLIC TRADITIONALIST MOVEMENT

I admit that at first I felt very uncomfortable when soon after my
return from the Second Vatican Ecumenical Council I found myself cast
before the American public in what my opposition quickly labeled the
role of the Rebel-Priest.

I could not stop my mind from wandering back to that spring morn-
ing twenty-five years ago when, placing my folded hands into those
of an old venerable bishop, I promised obedience to the Church which
f= +-= -~Y9ined me “a priest forever.”

Educator of Priests

. thinking of the past thirteen years when my Church trusted
jor seminary professor with the education of her priests, a
ch the Church’s law reserves exclusively to priests “out-
only through their knowledge, but also through their vir-
>d judgment (Can. 1360, §1), and a position which, only
ago, had brought me the written admission of Baltimore’s
1bishop Shehan that both among the faculty and students

.. m was no less than “excellent.”

I kept seeing in front of me the Maryland class-auditorium with its
rows of black-robed young clergymen whom the same canon of the
Church’s law code had ordered me to inspire and educate “through word
and example.”

Page 1



Expert at Ecumenical Council

I kept remembering how proud my students were when I was selected
in 1962 to serve as “expert” at the Second Vatican Council, and the hero’s
welcome they gave me when I returned to Emmitsburg from the first
session of that Council. I kept remembering how I had to pour cold
water on their enthusiastic plans for a big celebration when at the end
of the third Ecumenical Council session Pope Paul gave me the silver
medal of his coronation as “a@ mark of the Holy Father’s appreciative
gratitude for your work,” as Cardinal-Secretary of State Cicognani put
it in the accompanying letter. And I wondered how confused these
seminarians probably were right now, now that I had returned from
the final session of that Council to find myself not only barred from the
classroom but, as a “rebel-priest” even forbidden to exercise my priestly
rights and privileges in the “liberal” territory of the Free State’s cardinal
who did no longer have the necessary jurisdiction over me if one was to
believe the signed and sealed documents I was given in Rome as a result
of my appeal to the Holy See against Shehan’s silencing order.

Relatives and Friends

I also kept thinking of my relatives and friends. Of my mother and
father whom the Lord had mercifully called to their reward before they
would have to witness the spectacle of a “prince” of their Church at-
tempting to destroy their youngest son. Of my oldest sister, a now half-
blind medical missionary nun in the Congo, who already gave the best
thirty-four years of her life to the Church I was now accused of being
disloyal to. Of my older brother whose own blameless record of thirty-
four years of priestly service to our Church was now suddenly forgotten
by some “false brethren,” to quote St. Paul, who now simply refer to him
as “the brother of that other Father De Pauw.” Of my married brothers,
sisters, and relatives whose little boys all at - - ="z or other dreamed
of becoming a priest like their Father Gon f my good parish-
ioners in the orchard-country of Pennsy’ nia wucie I spent my week-
ends and vacation months these past tweive yer= ministering to their
spiritual needs. Of my Catholic and non-Catholi. .riends in New York
City who would store away their norma’ nti-clericalism and invite me
to their homes because they said, — and w.ey meant it as a compliment,
— I was a different priest.

Unchanged Priest
And 1 kept asking myself the question: “What, in the name of God,
has made me change so suddenly?”
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id I reviewed and relived event after event, beginning with that De-
er 31, 1964, when I sent our Catholic bishops — as a personal
letter which I naively thought they would consider confidential, — the
‘hat three months later became publicly known as the “Catholic
wlist Manifesto.”

read and reread the thousands of letters and messages I re-
om Catholics all over the world. And the answer gradually be-
stal-clear to me: I had not changed at all! I am still obeying,
us u pruest should, the legitimate orders of my legitimate superiors! I am
" 'ofending the good old-fashioned “Baltimore catechism” which
- -~ preached the first twenty-five years of my priestly career! If this

was right these past twenty-five years, how could it be wrong now?

Symbol of Traditionalism

But, why then have I become the object of an all-out attack and
p~—-~*ion by the liberals in our Church? Because through a strange
© tion of events and circumstances I have become, to friend and
foe alike, the symbol of conservative traditionalism in the Catholic
Church!

That is why I am being smeared and persecuted by the liberal Church-
Est:'™ ' 1ent under the leadership of the publicity-hungry junior Amer-
icar inal of Baltimore, His Eminence Lawrence-Joseph Shehan.
Afraid or unable to oppose me or the CaTHOLIC TRADITIONALIST MOVE-
MENT on a doctrinal basis, the Maryland archbishop, who first gained
his reputation of a ruthless dictator as bishop of Bridgeport, Connecticut,
w reate the smokescreen of a phony case of clerical discipline,
h to destroy the conservative opposition by scaring the simple
Cauwas away from “that bad priest” who was its leading spokesman.
Tho ald dirty sales-competition technique at its best: If you cannot

duct, just disgrace the salesman!

Bishop Kurz
indeed a sad commentary on the moral integrity of our
‘h leadership in the U.S.A. that so far only one bishop in
10p Blaise S. Kurz, exiled Prefect-Ap~*»lic of Yungchow,
ving in New York City, has had the n..al courage to pub-
he Baltimore cardinal and disassociate himself from the
lay-ball”-members of the Catholic bishops club of un.

Unreliable “Catholic” Press
And just as devastating is the commentary on the professional in-
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tegrity and reliability of the amateur-journalists of our so-called Catholic
press in the U.S., when not one diocesan Catholic weekly dared to print
the complete text of the declarations to the newsmedia by Bishop Kurz
who, with the precision of a surgeon’s scalpel, once and for all bared the
smelly cancer of deceit in the anti-De Pauw press =~leases of the Shehan-
Vagnozzi tandem. (Shehan-Vagnozzi! What a teaa! Yes, indeed, even
in the Church, local ward-politics make strange bedfellows!)

Solemn Declarations by Bishop Kurz

Or was it simply too dangerous and potentially too explosive in the
opinion of our Catholic editors to acquaint their readers with the fact
that in this age of fallinline conformists there was one bishop left
to publicly state:

“I consider any attack on Father De Pauw, at whatever source or

with whatever person that attack may originate, as an attack on

my personal integrity as a Bishop of the Catholic Church. I most
solemnly declare that the statements released by Father De Pauw to
the communications media . . . contain the truth and nothing but
the truth.” (January 17, 1966.) . .. “I have directed the Rev. Gom-
mar A. De Pauw, the President of the CaTHOLIC TRADITIONALIST

MovEMENT in the United States, who also serves as my personal

secretary, not to report to Baltimore, and have today by letter in-

formed the Cardinal-Archbishop of Baltimore of this directive.”

(January 19, 1966.) . . . “Documents of unquestionable canonical

authenticity and validity clearly prove that Father De Pauw is no

longer under the jurisdiction of the Cardinal-Archbishop of Balti-
more, but as a duly incardinated priest of the diocese of Tivoli-

Rome serving as my personal secretary under my direct episcopal

authority. Consequently, the so-called suspension issued by the

Cardinal-Archbishop of Baltimore against Father De Pauw

is, according to the traditional teachings of our Church,

void of any morally or legally binding force. Despite declara-
tions to the contrary, — so far only issued by persons not juridically
competent to deal with this issue, — Father De Pauw remains today
what his credentials signed in Rome last November 15 describe him
to be: ‘a priest commended for his moral conduct ,his piety, and his
zeal for religion, as well as other priestly gifts.” . . . In the full
realization of my responsibility as a Bishop of the One, Holy,
Catholic, and Apostolic Church, solemnly expressed in the Second
Vatican Council’s teaching on episcopal collegiality under the
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supremacy of our Holy Father Pope Paul VI, I recommend the
Catholic Traditionalist Movement to all Catholics willing to
defend our Church. While the active leadership of the C.T.M.
will remain with Father De Pauw, I have today accepted the posi-
tion offered me by that Movement’s Board of Directors, and will
henceforth publicly function as Bishop-Moderator of the CATHOLIC
TraDITIONALIST MOVEMENT.” (May 22, 1966.)

Deliberate Misrepresentation

Next to giving the silent treatment to anything favorable to the
C.T.M., the anti-Catholic ““catholic” press, controlled by a few brain-
washers in Washington’s plush National Catholic News Service head-
quarters, and supported by financial contributions from the Sunday
collection baskets filled by unsuspecting traditionalist Catholics, system-
atically continues to present the C.T.M. as a bunch of old disgruntled
reactionaries desperately trying to turn back the hand of time. In
particular are we accused of refusing to accept the decisions of the
recent Vatican Eumenical Council, and especially that Council’s direc-
tives in the field of liturgy and ecumenism.

Nothing could be farther removed from the truth! To anyone who
reads with an open mind our “Catholic Traditionalist Manifesto,” the
constitutional basis of our Movement’s activities, it becomes clear that
the traditionalist Catholics are progressive enough people to believe in
updating some of our Church’s techniques and methods, but on the
other hand indeed proudly conservative in believing that none of our
essential Catholic beliefs and practices is in need of any updating.

Not Opposed to Council Decisions

As I told Pope Paul VI during the personal audience he granted me
December 1, 1965 — and that event too has carefully been kept out of

most “ 7 li¢” papers, while one, the Baltimore Catholic Review, did
even __..__, and simply denied that it ever took place! — we, tradi-
ticm~¥:  latholics, are ready to cooperate most loyally with the Pope
an e bishops in the implementation of the decisions of the Second

Vatican Ecumenical Council as they were voted by that Council and
promulgated by the Supreme Pontiff. But, — and that too 1 told the
Pope, minutes before he gave his blessing to me and the C.T.M. — we
will continue to fight with everything we have against the false inter-
pretations and misrepresentations of those Council decisions which are
now being forced down the throats of our Catholic people by a small but
powerful group of fanatic un-Roman-Catholic bishops and some self-
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styled “experts” abusing whatever authority other well-intentioned
bishops have delegated to them.

Opposed to Hootenanny Liturgy

That is the reason why in particular we refuse to accept the “Hoot-
enanny-liturgy” which, in violation of both the =»irit and the letter of
the new Constitution on the Liturgy, is now d.....torially being forced
upon our unhappy and confused Catholic people.

We, traditionalist Catholics, have no argument with the Vatican
Council’s 1962 Constitution on the Liturgy if it were only correctly
applied in its entirety in our churches! While serving at the Ecumenical
Council as “personal expert” I was repeatedly consulted by the very
bishop who officially presented and interpreted the Liturgy Constitution
to the assembled Council Fathers in St. Peter’s Basilica, my former
professor, Bishop Charles J. Calewaert of Ghent, Belgium. And, in all
honesty, I can find little or no fault with this particular Council docu-
ment. But I challenge the glorified altar-boys of our chancery-based
liturgical commissions to show me any part of that Constitution that
could possibly justify the chaotic three-ring-circus conditions and the
regimented kindergarien-antics which now disgrace our once dignified
Catholic Mass on Sunday mornings. And I equally challenge those self-
proclaimed “authorities” of our diocesan liturgical commissions who in
almost all cases never officially attended any Ecumenical Council meet-
ing, to disprove my claim that the elimination of our traditional
centuries-old Latin liturgy was not one of the pastoral aims of the
Ecumenical Council convoked by the late Pope John XXIII, and that
most of the experiments now being conducted around the tables and
ironing boards in our sanctuaries actually are forbidden by the new
liturgy Constitution as not “in accord with the dignity of the temple”
and not contributing to the “edification of the faithful” (Art. 120.)

De-Romanizing Our Church

Surely I know that in most Catholic dioceses of the U.S.A. the
traditional Latin liturgy has practically disappeared in spite of the clear
directives of the official Council Constitution that “the use of the Latin
language is to be preserved” (art. 36) and that “steps should be taken
so that the faithful may be able to say or sing together in Latin those
parts of the Ordinary of the Mass which pertain to them” (art. 54)
This situation only proves how far the liberals’ dream of “de-Romaniz-
ing” the Catholic Church has already been realized in the United States.

One of the “new-breed”-clergymen candidly told me once: “We are
really fighting you because you are an agent of Rome! And we will not
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stop until we have eliminated the last Latin word from our Mass!
Because as long as there is as much as one Latin word left in it, our
Catholic liturgy will continue . . . to stink of Rome!!”

Latin: Symbol of Rome

There is the real explanation for the almost pathological fanaticism
displayed by our Litnicks (liturgical beatnicks) in their fight against
Latin in the liturgy. Latin to them is principally not a symbol of our
unity with fellow-Catholics all over the world, — and ask any Catholic
G.I. who spent some time overseas if it is not that also! — but mainly
a symbol of our link witk Rome. “Rome!” the only four-letter word not
acceptable in “new-Catholic” theological publications!

That is why we will continue to publicly accuse of flagrant disobedi-
ence to the directives of the Second Vatican Council and, what is more,
of the Holy Father himself, any bishop or archbishop who continues to
refuse his neople an opportunity to assist at Latin Masses of both the
“low’ ’/-e..) and “high” (smng) type. What an improvement in
particuiar a return to the latte vith its uniquely Catholic Gregorian
chant would be over the now prevalent new liturgical music (?) of
the Three-Blind-Mice artistic level!

Disloyalty Among the Clergy

The traditionalist Roman-Catholics in the United St:* - growing
restlessly tired of supporting and catering to any bishc astor who
theoretically still professes recognition of the Holy F...... ; supreme
authority but in practice denies the same by eciding for himself which
directives from Rome will be applied in his diocese or . and which
ones will not.

If a handful of our bishops and priests, seemingly supported by —
of all people! — Rome’s own Apostolic Delegate Vagnozzi i< really out
to join forces with a few ministers and rabbis -~ the . ation of a
Gover mnt-controlled “American Church” as a iust step to a One-
World-neligion controlled by a One-World-Government, let them clearly
say so an  following in the footsteps of their British counterparts of
the sixteenth century, leave the Roman-Catholic Church! I can assure
those would-be Anglo-American prelates and priests, however, — and if
they are not convinced of this they should attend one of the public
meetings I am conducting these days all over the country, — that only
an infinitesimally small number of the Catholic laity is willing to follow
them into that religious dead-end street. More than 90 percent o he
Catholics in the US. are traditionalist enough to want to remain what

Page 7












Dark Day for Catholics

April 5, 1965 was a dark day for all Catholics in the U.S., liberals
and conservatives alike. It was the day that, thanks to Cardinal Shehan,
all Catholics received the first clear evidence that the beautiful phrase-
ology used in Rome’s Council aula by certain “liberal” prelates about
updating the Church and granting more freedom to priests and laity
were not worth the expensive price of the paper on which they were to
be printed. It is true that our cardinals and bishops sacrificed a few
inches of their ceremonial train at the Vatican Council. But some of them
obviously surrendered nothing of their “let-the-playing-and-paying-
public-be-damned” - arrogance. For the Catholic laity, and for the
simple parish priests as well, the nightmare of a Church with two
thousand five hundred little popes instead of one Pope and two
thousand five hundred bishops is coming closer and closer to home
base every day.

Catholic Identity at Stake

Meanwhile it is also becoming | more evident that the real
issue at stake in the Catholic C lay is not one of Latin vs.
English, nor even one of old vs. 1 y. Tc **-~ fanatic iconoclasts

who are desecrating the altars anc. swwues of our ___rches the liturgical
changes are not a goal in themselves but simply a means to create an
entirely new climate in which much more profound changes, changes in
doctrine, will be made possible. Similarly, the ever increasing opposition
of the traditionalist Catholics to today’s liturgical extremism is born
from a much deeper concern than interest in the Church’s Latin Mass or
its musical and artistic heritage. We worry about our Catholic identity,
about the very beliefs that set us, Roman-Catholics, apart from all other
God-believing citizens.

The ultra-fanatics now forcing extreme liturgical reforms on our good
Catholic people in the U.S. are for the greater part simply duped
satellites of a small group of Europe-based theological snobs who for
years have been trying to destroy our Roman-Catholic identity. In the
naive hope of pleasing some non-Catholics they water down such tradi-
tional Catholic dogmas as the supremacy of the Roman Pontiff, the
primordial position of the Virgin Mary in the Christian economy of
salvation, the sacrificial nature of the Mass and Christ’s real presence
in the Eucharist. And the products they peddle under the new name of
“aggiornamento-theology” are in reality the old condemned heretical
“brand X" of religious indifferentism mixed with Modernism.
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Not Anti- . ..

No one seriously doubts that we, Catholic Traditionalists of the U.__._.,
respect the beliefs of all our non-Catholic fellow-citizens. We have never
ceased and never will cease to defend the rights of all non-Catholics to
the full private and public practice of their religious beliefs, even in
those countries where Catholics constitu*- “- overwhelming majority
of the population. The fight of the C.T.} r was and never will be
one to downgrade Protestantism or Judaism or any other religion. We
are neither anti-Protestant nor anti-Jew. We are simply pro-Catholic.
Ours is solely a fight to remain true to our own convictions and our
own Roman-Catholic faith.

Ecumenists vs. Ecumaniacs

One would have to be blind and deaf not to realize by now that the
so-called liturgical renewal was only the first phase of a broader scheme
to simultaneously protestantize the Catholic Church and paganize the
Protestant religions and thus weaken all Christendom. It came as no
surprise to us that the same archbishop Dearden of Detroit who happens
to be President of the American bishops’ National Conference, also,
among other strange things, permits his priests to partici--*e with
liberal ministers and rabbis in what they call SORT-meeungs, the

initials standing fo: onalist
Catholics, may sounc ype of
bishop, but we will sh still
possesses the fulness l due
respect 10 the offic lp but
feel that any archbis till has
to search for religiot. —ce oo cocec coe e oo .. - . —arbles.

Ecumenism, sure! Ecumania, never!

Cooperation Without Compromise

As I already told my students fifteen
my career as a professor of Fundamenta
that time I was classified a dangerous
same views which now earned me the la
reactionary, — we, Catholics, should no
neighbours as people living in error
moving in the direction of Hell. Let us
people possessing part of God’s revealec
much in common with us that it would
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together with them on equal footing in all the patriotic, social, cultural
and other projects that help to make this world of ours a better place to
live in. But we refuse to compromise even as much as one of our
doctrinal principles, and will continue to proclaim, in candidness and
honesty to ourselves and our neighbours, that the Roman-Catholic
Church always has considered and always will continue to consider itself
the one true Church of Christ possessing the fulness of God’s religious
revelation.

Laity’s Right and Duty

But, even if all these observations were true, — and we most firmly
believe they are, — is not the very existence of a CarHoLIC TRaDI-
TIONALIST MOVEMENT a rather un-Catholic challenge to the authority of
our bishops?

How retrogressive indeed can some “progressives” be in trying this
type of pre-Vatican 11 reasoning to stifle the voices of those who disagree
with them!

Through our Movement the traditionalist Catholics in the U.S. are
simply implementing art. 37 of the Second Vatican Council’s Constitu-
tion on the Church: “. .. The laity should openly reveal their needs and
desires with that freedom and confidence which is fitting for children of
God and brothers in Christ. . . . They are permitted and sometimes
even obliged to express their opinion on those things which concern the
good of the Church.” What a beautifully worded declaration on the part
of our assembled bishops!

Confidence Shaken

But! . . . When a chancery official of Detroit’s liberal archbishop
Dearden says that the archbishop is unavailable and then throws a
traditionalist laymen’s leader out the door after a three minute con-
versation; when liberal Notre Dame University President Hesburgh
gives the university forum to an ex-Catholic speaking in defense of
atheism but a week later, hiding behind instructions from liberal Fort

Wayne bishop Pursley, bars a traditionalist priest from the campus;
when San Diego’s liberal bishop Furey uses the threat of mortal sin and

excommunication to scare laypeople away from C.T.M.-meetings; when
Tucson’s liberal bishop Greene and Chicago’s liberal archbishop Cody
refuse even to accept traditionalist layleaders’ letters and return them
unopened; when one of Baltimore’s ultra-liberal cardinal Shehan’s
henchmen thinks it is funny to inform traditionalist Catholics that their
letters will not be given attention . . . unless they are written in “that
Ecclesiastical Latin which was used by the Roman Church throughout
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the Patristic period and the Middle Ages or in the Classical Latin which
seems to have provided the linguistical exemplar followed in the com-
position of the Church’s official documents during the past four hundred
years;” when St. Paul’s liberal archbishop Binz enjoins the editor of a
local independent catholic weekly not only to drop its editorial support
of the C.T.M. but even to stop providing information on that Movement
or carrying its paid advertisements; when all this AND MORE happens
less than two years after the closing of the Ecumenical Council, the
confidence of the laity in the pastoral sincerity of their bishops becomes
badly shaken. And, unless they are reconciled to finding themselves
some day soon commanding an army without troops, our chancery-
executives better start realizing now that to breach the ever widening
gap beween the Church’s hierarchy and its clergy and laity and to
neutralize the growing virus of anti-clericalism . . . and anti-bishopism,
whether from the left or from the right, much more is needed than
rhetoric Council declarations about the royal priesthood of a charismatic
laity and the Church’s prelates heing the humble servants of the People
of God!

Bishops Misinformed

And yet, in spite of these unappetizing shenanigans of some liberal
members of the Catholic hierarchy in the U.S.A., we continue to believe
that a large number of our Catholic bishops in America, while no candi-

dates for inclusion in an * ° T 7 T o s
not only capable adminis )
in all sincerity want to d« 5
entrusted to their care.

Never in a million years i
to even try out some of tk -
ments now upsetting and ¢ t
been misled by a few oo .. ______ . . o f

glorified altarbovs of their own chancerles into believing that our
C-*holic people were not only ready but were actually asking for a
“new Catholic Church.”
That is why, besides instructing our peopl
Vatican 11 and counteracting the misrepresen
Council by the official Catholic press, the C.
free-flowing channel of communication betwe:
and its laity, so that the true voice of the “Pe
the purple-lacc curtain of our chanceries ai
bishops themselves.
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