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JULY 26, 2019
Is the SSPX sheltering a sexual predator?
On the troubling case of Fr. James McLucas
https://www.churchmilitant.com/news/article/is-the-sspx-sheltering-a-sexual-predator 
By James Baresel, July 23, 2019
With stories of the sexual misdeeds and the cover-ups perpetrated by modernist clergy an almost daily occurrence, it is easy to overlook the fact that the indulgence now being shown towards the Society of St. Pius X (SSPX) by Church authorities can allow priests suspended from ministry on account of sexual immorality to function under the cover of quasi-legitimacy should they choose to associate themselves with the renegade organization. 
This is not just a theoretical possibility. It is already happening in the case of Fr. James McLucas. 

Ordained for the archdiocese of New York, McLucas has a history of bouncing around conservative Catholic circles without ever establishing a stable relationship with any particular organization. After time as chaplain at Christendom College and a period working with the Priestly Fraternity of St. Peter, he returned to residence in his diocese, living privately, at times celebrating the Tridentine Mass at authorized locations and editing The Latin Mass magazine.
His editorship was marked by promotion of the more bizarre wing of "traditionalist" opinion, including publication of an article claiming that Pope Paul VI's encyclical reaffirming Church doctrine on the immorality of artificial birth control, Humanae Vitae, broke with established Church teaching on account of its failure to make explicit mention of the distinction between the primary and secondary ends of marriage.  

Resigning his editorship after a few years, he disappeared from public view, until turning up as chaplain to a Carmelite convent devoted to the old liturgy in Elysburg, Pennsylvania. It was while he was serving in that assignment that the convent's mother superior learned he was engaged in a sexual relationship and reported the matter to ecclesial authorities.
In 2012, McLucas was sued by Maureen Nysewander, who alleged sexual and physical abuse by the priest between 2007 and 2009, when he acted as her counselor. McLucas claimed the statute of limitations had expired, and the suit was eventually settled out of court. Both parties signed a confidentiality agreement not to disclose the contents of the lawsuit, but court documents are available online.

His denial of the truth of the allegation was only technically correct. The initial accusation claimed that he had been having sexual encounters with a girl since she was 14 years old. Further investigation revealed that his relationship with the girl became sexual after she

 HYPERLINK "https://drive.google.com/file/d/1J_wdT9EEfKKeTpKtChFbd92Os8W6wG6F/view?usp=sharing" \t "_blank"  had passed the age of consent and had for several years received weekly spiritual counseling from McLucas intended to aid her in overcoming a grave psychological disorder. 

McLucas' name appeared in the Aug. 14, 2018 Pennsylvania grand jury report as among the 301 accused predator priests.
Suspended from his priestly functions by the archdiocese of New York, McLucas turned to the SSPX, with which he was working by October 2016. For a conservative clergyman guilty of sexual misbehavior to go off into a "traditionalist" apostolate of a disobedient or schismatic nature is not unusual, but those doing so have tended to established so-called "independent chapels" operating under no authority but their own.

Such was the case, for instance, with a certain Virgil Tetherow, who, like McLucas, went on a series of canonical wanderings, travelling from a Benedictine monastery to the Franciscan Friars of the Renewal to the establishment (under proper jurisdiction) of the now suppressed Servants Minor of Saint Francis before pleading guilty to possession of child pornography. 

For a priest with McLucas' past to be accepted by the SSPX is more serious. Those actually aware of the existence of the "independent traditionalists" know that even the non-sordid among them are a group of oddballs. The size and coherence of the SSPX, the fact that Vatican documents have long maintained that attendance at its Masses is not intrinsically sinful, its ceaseless round of negotiations with the Holy See and the (perhaps unlikely) possibility that it may one day return to proper unity with the Church all give its clergy a significance that leaders of isolated chapels can never attain. 

Basic vigilance on the part of the SSPX would by now have led the organization to cease its association with McLucas. To have accepted at face value his desire to join in its work without contacting his diocese to learn the facts of his case would have been irresponsible enough, but those facts have been public knowledge since August of 2018, when they appeared in several news reports. 
[image: image3.jpg]i METAMORPHOSE

I
A Catholic Ministry for Exposing the Truth about Alternative Medicine, the Occult in Reiki &
Pranic Healing and Orlental Spirtual Exercises of the New Age Movement
" queries and detailed information, please call on MICHAEL PRABHU.

MICHAEL PRABHU, #12, Dawn Apartments, 22, Leith Castle South Street, Chennal 600 028, INDIA.
inet  website : wiww.cphesians-511.net

FROMDARKNESS TOLIGHT  Phone : +91 (44) 24611606, ~e-mail : michaclprabhu@vs




04:36 https://youtu.be/rWDiWceqMY8 
In April 2019 his name was included in a list of accused priests published by the archdiocese of New York. Either the SSPX has failed to read over lists of priests suspended for sexual misconduct or it has dismissed the evidence. SSPX priest Nicholas Stamos informed me by phone on July 18 that McLucas is still 

 HYPERLINK "https://sspxphiladelphia.com/wp-content/uploads/2019/04/7-April-2019-5th-Sunday-of-Lent-Passion-Sunday.pdf" \t "_blank" participating in the organization's work.

The case does not seem to be an isolated one. Two years ago a Swedish news channel reported that sexual abuse by three SSPX priests and one lay volunteer had been covered up. 
Making matters even worse is Pope Francis' grant to priests of the SSPX faculties to validly hear confessions and give absolution and, under certain conditions, to officiate at marriages. No mention is made as to whether or not the grant extends to renegade priests who work with the SSPX despite being canonically incardinated in a diocese or properly established clerical community (priests whom the SSPX does not consider to be among its formal membership), but at best the pope and officials of the Holy See are guilty of a serious oversight in not clearly excluding such clergyman. At worst the decision of the Holy See allows priests whose faculties were suspended in consequence of grave misdeeds to regain faculties by entering into formal disobedience. 

James Baresel is a freelance writer with degrees in philosophy and history. He lives in Front Royal, Virginia.
3 of 110 readers’ comments
This really surprises me that CM would publish this, it is not demonstrating good investigative journalism, that I usually read. I think it's important to make the distinction between the Society & the Resistance. From the crux article linked to the article it is apparent that the Society actually did deal with the situation. Additionally, if you compare to the Nu Church and how they have completely embraced their criminal empire, it's a far cry altogether. There should be a follow-up to this if CM expects to be credible. <snip> [[just in case everyone didn't follow the link]] 
"P eventually was found guilty by the SSPX trial and transferred to the Maison Notre-Dame de Montgardin in the French Alps. It’s allegedly a retreat home, but critics say it doubles as a “golden jail,” where the priests found guilty of sexually abusing minors are sent to lead a life of “penitence and prayer.”
P refused to go, and, according to officials of the SSPX, he joined Williamson’s Resistance in 2014. Yet the Uppdrag Granskning program obtained pictures from as recently as 2015 that prove P took part in priestly ordinations of the Society held in Ecône, Switzerland.

A second priest featured in the investigation, called M, was found by producers in Paris, where he’s stationed now, and Montgardin in the French Alps, where he’d been sent by the society when it was determined that he had engaged in what the SSPX described as “immature conduct” around children while stationed in Australia.

Before being sent to Montgardin, M had also served in Ireland, and the Swedish program presents a letter from a mother of one the children under his care there. She wrote that she didn’t know about actual abuses, but only “grooming” of at least one boy and one girl.

“I heard this from a priest who wished to warn me to keep my children away from the camps” under M’s care, the mother said.

In the letter, the mother also wrote about a rumor as to why the priest was hastily moved to Montgardin.

“He had been moved for molesting young boys,” she wrote. “This last information actually came from Germany.”

M is currently ministering in Paris. The SSPX reportedly denies that the case involves sexual abuse, yet they have declined to explain what was meant by the reference to “immature conduct,” or why he spent two years in the society’s retreat house in the Alps.

S, an Englishman, was accused of sexually abusing at least one boy in 2006 while stationed in Mulhouse in France. Reportedly, he was tried by the SSPX, found guilty, and barred from ministry. That same year he was transferred to a residence owned by the society in Bristol, and then to London in 2012.

S reportedly underwent years of therapy and counseling, until, in 2014, he left the SSPX to join the Resistance. He currently lives with Williamson in the coastal town of Broadstairs, some 80 miles from London. He’s once again in active ministry, and there are pictures of him celebrating Mass for this splinter group in Ireland and England." Very sketchy honestly.

Could we have more information on how exactly the Society is "sheltering" Fr. McLucas? Is he in active ministry? The only information given is that he went on a pilgrimage with the Society 3 years ago.

I have no reason to doubt that the reportage about this particular priest in this article is true, but the tone is disgraceful - nothing but detraction and calumny against the (religious order mentioned in the article) as a whole. You ought to be ashamed for posting it. If not for the efforts of (the founder of said order), it is likely that the Mass of the Ages would have been lost to history. Conservatives need to stop shooting at traditionalists already and instead concentrate their fire together on the modernist monstrosity that is 'Franziskirsche'. All this infighting is getting us nowhere! After all, "a house divided against itself cannot stand."
SSPX defends sexual predator
Fr. McLucas has never denied sleeping with young woman he was counseling
https://www.churchmilitant.com/news/article/sspx-defends-sexual-predator-in-its-ranks
By Michael Voris, July 24/Updated July 25 and 26, 2019
In response to James Baresel's July 24 article titled "Is the SSPX Sheltering a Sexual Predator?" published on Church Militant, the Society of St. Pius X (SSPX) has issued a response accusing Church Militant of "slanderous" information about the priest in question.
The subject involves Fr. James McLucas, a diocesan priest whom the SSPX admits "occasionally helps the Society of Saint Pius X." 

McLucas was sued in 2012 by a young woman, Maureen Nysewander, who alleged he took sexual advantage of her when she was seeking counseling from him for a serious eating disorder and self-esteem problems.

In spite of the SSPX's defense of this priest, McLucas has never denied that he engaged in sexual relations with her.

In fact, Cardinal Timothy Dolan of the archdiocese of New York, where McLucas formerly served, acknowledged as much in an August 2018 statement:

Fr. James McLucas was alleged to have sexually abused a 14 year old girl. However, we have an affidavit from the woman involved who states that a sexual relationship did not begin until she was in her 20's and in college. This does not excuse the behavior in any way, which is unquestionably and categorically wrong, but it is not a case of abuse of a minor. McLucas has not had an assignment since this came to our attention.
Although the sex took place when she was a young adult, he had been counseling her since the age of 14, gaining her trust during that time and presenting himself as a father figure whom she turned to for help for psychological problems she was suffering.

The fact that the SSPX deliberately leaves out mention of this in its "rebuttal" is profoundly dishonest.

The SSPX claims: "As no civil or canonical proceedings have ever found Fr. McLucas guilty, nor has he ever been charged with any crime, these accusations are profoundly defamatory."

This disingenuous statement relies on legal technicalities to exonerate McLucas.

A 2012 lawsuit filed by the woman in question, Maureen Nysewander, alleging sexual and physical abuse, ended in a settlement out of court before trial could begin. Thus the case was never tried on the merits.

Rather, McLucas' attorneys argued that Nysewander's claims were barred by the statute of limitations. When the court failed to dismiss the case based on that argument, McLucas chose to settle the lawsuit out of court instead of go to trial. 

Settlements are typically the way sex abuse lawsuits are handled by dioceses, which are loath to take cases to trial, opening themselves up to the onerous discovery process, which involves depositions, witness testimony, gathering evidence, etc.. These can often be more incriminating for the defendant and can also result in much larger financial awards for the victim.

To avoid this possibility, dioceses often settle lawsuits and agree to pay the accuser a sum, while requiring that the victim sign a confidentiality agreement forbidding any public discussion of the case. This is what happened in McLucas' case. The documents, however, are freely available online on the New York court system website.

It's true that McLucas was never charged with the crime of abusing a minor, because the sexual activity took place when Nysewander was an adult. This was the reason for his objection to being named in the Pennsylvania grand jury report, which only dealt with abuse of minors, not adults.

That does not absolve McLucas of the serious moral and ethical violations of breaching his fiduciary duty as a counselor, not to mention as a Catholic priest, taking sexual advantage of a young woman in his charge when she was emotionally and psychologically vulnerable. By any accounts, this is the behavior of a sexual predator.

According to the 2012 lawsuit, McLucas offered Nysewander counseling beginning at the age of 14 when she was suffering from a serious eating disorder and other self-esteem problems. Their counseling sessions continued on a weekly basis for years, increasing to every other day, and eventually every day by phone. In return for counseling, her parents offered McLucas donations.
In 2007, when Nysewander was 21, while McLucas was still offering her daily counseling sessions by phone, the priest allegedly confessed romantic feelings for her and persuaded her to get involved in a sexual relationship.

He reportedly told her, "I am a priest and I would tell you if it was not right," and "the church rejected me so I am free to have sexual relations." Believing him as a priest, as her counselor and as an authority figure, she began engaging in sexual relations with him in 2007, continuing through 2009.
The lawsuit states that McLucas convinced her parents to fly her to New York in 2007 to visit him for counseling. In spite of telling her parents she'd be staying at his home with his mother, he reportedly took her to the Marriott Hotel in Poughkeepsie, where he spent five days engaging in sexual relations with her "as he convinced her it was therapeutic."

While she was a student at St. Anselm College, McLucas reportedly visited her on a weekly basis and engaged in physical relations with her.

He continued to attempt to engage in sex with Nysewander up until 2011, when Nysewander cut off the relationship and sought counseling from a different therapist, realizing that he had taken advantage or her when she was in a vulnerable state.
FSSP

Church Militant confirmed with the U.S. District headquarters of the FSSP that McLucas was an associate member (but never a priest) of the FSSP in 2000, when he began counseling the 14-year-old Nysewander. McLucas left that same year and the FSSP maintained no contact with him afterward.

According to a statement by Nancy LaRoza, administrative assistant at FSSP U.S. District headquarters, "Fr. McLucas was only temporarily incorporated ad annum with the FSSP from 1997 to March of 2000, with the permission of the Archdiocese of New York. He left in March 2000 and has had no association with the Priestly Fraternity of St. Peter since then."

In 2007, when the abuse began, the FSSP had no contact with McLucas and did not know of his whereabouts.

Although the 2012 lawsuit by Nysewander names the FSSP as a defendant, the court eventually removed the FSSP as a defendant and the organization was not held liable for McLucas' abuse.

McLucas is also forbidden to minister as a priest in the archdiocese of New York and the diocese of Harrisburg, Pennsylvania. The SSPX, however, has been content to welcome him.

Contacting the SSPX

James Baresel noted in his article, "SSPX priest Nicholas Stamos informed me by phone on July 18 that McLucas is still participating in the organization's work."

The SSPX asserts in its response, "Neither Fr. Stamos nor anyone at the latter priory ever heard from Church Militant. Is this Catholic journalism?"

Baresel is not employed by Church Militant, but submitted a single article for publication as a freelance writer. It was Baresel reaching out in his private capacity as a freelancer — and not as an agent of Church Militant — that he spoke with Fr. Stamos. Thus the SSPX's claim that they had not heard directly "from Church Militant" is at a minimum erroneous, if not disingenuous.
Fr. Eduard Perrone

The SSPX goes on to compare Church Militant's report on McLucas to our coverage of the case of Fr. Eduard Perrone, recently placed on a leave of absence based on a single 40-year-old allegation of abuse that arose through a "repressed memory."

The cases are not remotely alike. McLucas has never denied the allegations in question, namely having sex with a young woman he had been counseling from a young age. Father Perrone, on the other hand, has categorically denied the abuse allegation and has never admitted to engaging in any physical or inappropriate relations ever as a priest, nor has he ever been the subject of a sex abuse lawsuit, nor is there any evidence he has engaged in any inappropriate behavior with anyone before or during his priesthood.
Other Evidence of Protecting Sexual Predators

This is not the first time the SSPX has been accused of protecting sexual predators. Several cases involve abuse cover-up by members of the SSPX, including two that directly implicate former superior general Bp. Bernard Fellay.

Fr. Philippe Peignot

A 2017 report from Swedish media shows Fellay lifted a ban on a priest who was eventually found guilty of abusing a minor. 

According to the victim, "Andre," who grew up in a family "with strong ties to the SSPX," he was first introduced to Fr. Philippe Peignot at age 11.

"He made me sit on his lap, which became a regular thing," said Andre. "I was wearing Bermuda shorts that day, and he slid his hand along my thigh and touched my genitals."
The abuse continued for a year, even though Andre informed the priest's superior. Nothing was done, so he wrote to Fr. Schmidberger, then superior general of the SSPX.

According to the report:

Father [Peignot] was moved to a new congregation after that letter. No police report was ever submitted, but Andre and his family were assured that Father P would never work with children or young people again. But twelve years after being molested, Andre saw an invitation to a scout camp led by Father P.

Outraged that his molester was allowed to work with children, Andre wrote to the SSPX, which sent Fr. Niklaus Pfluger to investigate.
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Letter of the Vatican’s Congregation for the Doctrine of the Faith asking Bp. Fellay to begin proceedings against Fr. Peignot

Andre preserved a secret audio recording of his meeting with Pfluger, who admits in the meeting not only that Peignot had been banned from working with children, but that on two separate occasions, Schmidburger and later Fellay lifted the ban.

"Unfortunately, children are already talking to one another, so your reputation is seriously at stake, as well as that of the priesthood's," read Pfluger from the letter to Peignot. "For this reason I have no choice but to confirm the decision set down in the letter dated 25 May, that I ban you from all apostolates, especially with young people."
That ban, as Pfluger admitted, had been lifted by Fellay.

"Once again, we made an exception, just like Father Schmidberger nine years earlier," Pfluger admits in the audio recording.

The SSPX even allowed Peignot to help lead a pilgrimage to Turkey in 2008.

After Andre took his complaint to the Vatican, the Vatican authorized the SSPX to begin a canonical trial against Peignot, which found him guilty of sex abuse.

Father Peignot left the SSPX in 2014 to join the SSPX Resistance, where he continues to offer the sacraments. Even so, the SSPX has welcomed Peignot to its events, allowing him to attend the SSPX's annual priestly ordination in Econe, Switzerland in 2016, where he took part in the procession and Mass along with other SSPX priests.

Kevin Sloniker
Another case involves Kevin Sloniker, given life in prison after he was found guilty of abusing seven boys aged 8–14 over the span of 10 years. The abuse took place while Sloniker served as youth camp counselor at the SSPX's Immaculate Conception Church in Coeur D'Alene, Idaho.

Police reports reveal that, in spite of being told of Sloniker's behavior, SSPX leadership failed to act against the predator. One young victim even informed SSPX priests that he had been stripped naked and whipped by Sloniker, but the SSPX failed to remove Sloniker's access to children.
Fr. Christophe Roisnel

In 2017, Fr. Christophe Roisnel was sentenced to 19 years in prison for rape and torture of three women. The women had been teachers at the same SSPX school that Roisnel ran, Notre-Dame de la Sablonnière, in Goussonville (Yvelines).

The victims accused him of sexually assaulting them during exorcisms, where he claimed he could "overcome evil with evil." His ploy was to get them to relive the trauma of past sexual assaults by experiencing them again through him, in order to "overcome them."

Charged and imprisoned in 2014, his sentence was increased from 16 to 19 years in 2017.

Roisnel himself admitted to engaging in sex with the women, but claimed it was "consensual."

A previous SSPX trial had found Roisnel guilty of rape, but instead of reporting him to law enforcement, Roisnel was hidden away in a Capuchin monastery in Burgundy, where he was ordered to do two years of prayer and penance before he could be restored to active ministry.

All of this was done with the knowledge and approval of then-Superior General Bp. Fellay.

The police found Roisnel at the monastery in 2014 and arrested him.

As is the case with so many bishops today, Fellay seemed more concerned with protecting the image and reputation of the SSPX than protecting victims.
Protecting Victims?

In spite of the SSPX's claims that it is "committed to protecting all minors and vulnerable adults," its track record in these cases indicates the opposite. The fact that it would deliberately leave out incriminating facts about Fr. McLucas' case in an attempt to deflect blame is even more troubling, and denotes disingenuousness and dishonesty on the part of the SSPX.

In response to the SSPX's demand that Church Militant "retract its scandalous article," Church Militant stands by the report and will do no such thing, noting that the only scandal here is the SSPX's continued defense of a sexual predator.

