Fr. Perozich comments —

In the Jesus - Pilate encounter, thought control is revealed.

“Jesus answered, ‘For this I was born and for this I came into the world, to
testify to the truth. Everyone who belongs to the truth listens to my voice.’ Pilate
said to him, ‘What is truth?’”

As a Roman official truth for Pilate was whatever the emperor declared to
be fact or truth.

Truth today in the United States government no longer exists. It has been
redefined as “information”, “misinformation”, or “disinformation” according to
whatever the authorities so declare.

Truth now in our Holy Catholic Church seems to be moving toward
whatever an authority declares truth to be, coming from the heart, mind, pen,
and lips of the authority declaring what is and what is not allowed to be believed
and spoken.

So much of the thought control seems to be about sexual license, in
particular homosexual acts.

In pastoral counseling, men and women would come to me and reveal their
self understanding saying, I'm gay or I'm lesbian.” My response was, “I don'’t see
a gay I see a man”, or I don't see a lesbian, I see a woman.”

I tried to remove them from the devil’s box such as did the Lord when he
asked Adam and Eve, “Who told you that you were naked?” Who told you that
you were gay/lesbian? Somebody imposed this upon you and now it defines your
life. You are not this, rather a child of God called to chastity.

I do not promote horse racing because I do not have a horse in the race.

James Martin, Thomas Rosica, many prelates who use the language of gay,
lesbian, trans, hold themselves and others into a box not created by God, rather
one which grants the person unholy rights, unholy justice, unholy fairness, and
unholy equality which such persons also claim. New definitions of male, female,
family, etc are promoted from church leaders to justify homosexual lust.

Rather than leading people who are suffering and imprisoned in their
thoughts to Jesus for healing and for freedom, these clerics lead them into the
prison and illness of their own psyches. What is in it for clerics who use men and
women with same sex attraction could be self justification for said clerics’ own
delayed psycho sexual development or for some other thought control or
falsehood which enhances their own power, possessions, prestige, and pleasure.

This thought control has escalated rapidly in all aspects of society in the last
few years, especially the church.

It threatens the livelihood of good priests in the church, and of employees in
businesses.

Turn to Jesus for the truth rather than the Pilates who are beholden to some
other authority.

https://www.churchmilitant.com/mp3/camh-2022-03-14 epo3-audio.mp3
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Catholic priests criticize new
code of conduct in Swiss
diocese as ‘attempt to
implant LGBT ideology’




Bishop Joseph Bonnemain of Chur, Switzerland. | Diocese of Chur.
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By CNA Staff
Chur, Switzerland, Apr 29, 2022

A group of priests in the Swiss diocese of Chur has raised
concerns over a new code of conduct for the prevention of
assault, claiming that it violates “the doctrine and discipline of
the Catholic Church” in several instances.

The clerics described the diocesan code as an attempt to
“implant LGBT ideology in the Church under the guise of
assault prevention, thereby undermining the Church’s doctrine
of faith,” reported CNA Deutsch, CNA’s German-language
news partner.


https://www.catholicnewsagency.com/author/21/cna-staff
https://de.catholicnewsagency.com/story/bistum-chur-neuer-verhaltenskodex-will-lgbt-ideologie-in-die-kirche-implantieren-10671

Bishop Joseph Bonnemain of Chur signed the code of
conduct himself in early April.

In a letter to all parishes seen by CNA Deutsch, the bishop
said that the code would be “binding for all leaders and
employees from the middle of 2022 onwards.” The declaration
of commitment would then be kept in the personnel file.

The group of priests emphasized that “95% of what is
contained in the code of conduct concerning prevention, we
consider to be an expression of common sense and decency.”

They said that it was “absolutely necessary to do
everything possible to ensure better prevention and to pursue
this concern in the Church with determination. We too will do
this to the best of our ability.”

The Chur Circle of Priests is responsible for organizing
local opposition to the code. The clerics cited several passages
that, they said, would “muzzle the doctrine of faith and
morality.”

According to the code, priests must agree with the
following sentence: “I refrain from sweeping negative
assessments of allegedly unbiblical behavior based on
sexual orientation.”

The Circle of Priests said: “Anyone who signs this sentence
would no longer be allowed — even by invoking the overriding
fundamental right of religious freedom — to proclaim the
Church’s teaching on homosexuality as stated in the
Catechism of the Catholic Church.”

The Catechism says that homosexual acts are
“intrinsically disordered” and “under no circumstances can
they be approved.”


https://www.20min.ch/story/klopfe-vor-dem-eintreten-in-ein-schlafzimmer-an-582024084902
https://www.bistum-chur.ch/wp-content/uploads/2022/04/2022_verhaltenskodex_macht_bistum_chur.pdf
https://www.bistum-chur.ch/wp-content/uploads/2022/04/2022_verhaltenskodex_macht_bistum_chur.pdf
https://www.usccb.org/sites/default/files/flipbooks/catechism/
https://www.usccb.org/sites/default/files/flipbooks/catechism/568/

The new code of conduct also says: “In pastoral
conversations, I do not actively take up topics related to
sexuality. In any case, I refrain from offensive questioning
about intimate life and relationship status. This also applies to
conversations I have as a supervisor.”

Agreement on this point would prohibit priests and
deacons from asking the obligatory questions in marriage
preparation, the priests’ group claimed, such as whether the
future spouses “agree to marriage as a ‘sacramental community
of life and love between a man and a woman’ for their own
lives.”

Also, “explicit questions must be asked about the
‘relationship status’ with regard to previous marriages and
divorces or concerning any children from previous
relationships.”

The code would make it impossible to apply existing
norms not only in matters of marriage but also in the formation
of priests, the priests argued. Thus, it would no longer be
possible to adequately ensure that men with
homosexual tendencies are not ordained.

Further, the Circle of Priests asked, “How could one still
credibly require a candidate for the priesthood to commit
himself ‘in the prescribed rite publicly before God and the
Church’ to lifelong celibacy (canon 1037) if at the same time it
is declared that his ‘relationship status’ is in fact taboo for
Church leadership?”

Finally, it said, “If priests, deacons and lay
employees who live in immoral heterosexual or
homosexual relationships may no longer be called to
account and, if there is no improvement, dismissed


https://www.vatican.va/archive/cod-iuris-canonici/eng/documents/cic_lib4-cann998-1165_en.html

from Church ministry, a double standard is installed
in two ways.”

On the one hand, the clergy group said, the Church would
continue to adhere to traditional teaching in its preaching, but
on the other, it would not demand it of its clergy and its laity.

With the code of conduct, priests and others involved in
pastoral care would declare that “I refrain from any form
of discrimination based on sexual orientation or
identity” and “I recognize sexual rights as human
rights, especially the right to sexual self-
determination.”

The consistent application of the Church’s sexual morality
is “perceived as discriminatory by parts of society,” wrote the
Chur Circle of Priests. This is the case, for example, because the
Church cannot bless homosexual relationships. The Church’s
only concern is “to be able to act in accordance with its
perennial doctrine, invoking the primary fundamental right of
religious freedom recognized and guaranteed by the state.”

The code’s statement on human rights is “open to various
interpretations” but ultimately to be rejected because, for
example, abortion is often characterized as a human right and
part of sexual self-determination, the priests explained.

Beyond Bishop Bonnemain’s comment that the code is
binding, the text itself does not seem to rule out labor law
consequences. Thus, he stated, “A refusal to sign shows
massive quality deficits in the ability to reflect, since
the person tends to make sweeping judgments or does
not sufficiently share the concern for prevention.
Further cooperation is not advisable.”



“In existing employment relationships, the code of conduct
is signed at the latest at the annual [staff meeting],” the code
continued.

Switzerland, officially known as the Swiss Confederation,
is a landlocked Central European nation of around 8.6 million
people, 37% of whom are Catholic. The country is a federal
republic composed of 26 cantons.

In Switzerland, priests, as well as full-time Church
employees, are generally employed by public law cantonal
bodies financed by church taxes. The dioceses, as ecclesiastical
structures, report directly to Rome but are financially
responsible for only a few employees.

The Chur Circle of Priests said: “We asked the diocesan
bishop in the run-up to the publication of the code of conduct
not to sign it. Since he has published and signed it in the
meantime, we now publicly ask him, on our part, to withdraw
his signature from the code of conduct and thereby heal the
conflict of conscience he has caused for many of his
employees.”

Otherwise, the clerics said, they would themselves “draw
up a code of conduct in the service of assault prevention that is
in harmony with Church teaching and which we are prepared
to sign.”



