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The Recusant 
 

An unofficial SSPX newsletter, fighting a 
guerrilla war for the soul of Tradition! 

 

Greetings once again, fellow extremists, radicals and gulag-dodgers!  
 

World Communism is almost upon us. Each day that passes we seem to be getting one step 
closer to the World Government through which the óLord of the Worldô will one day rule. 
The stakes, though still hidden from many, are nonetheless extremely high. Bear that in mind 
the next time someone looks at you disapprovingly for not wearing a face-muzzle in public. 

If only they knew. Bear in mind  also, that Our 
Lord will, of course, have the last say.  
 

As the nightmarish scenario unfolds, let us at 
least hope that lots of people who might other-
wise never have woken up, will take note and 
remember that the SSPX for the most part 
helped enable this new state of affairs, and that 
certain of their priests (Fr. Paul Robinson, for 
instance) were as good as cheer-leaders for it. 
Not only are these men not opposing what is 
now emerging, they actually helped bring it 
about. 
 

So what is emerging? Those of you who are 
already subscribed to the newsfeed provided by 
the Telegram channel ñgulag_2020ò (or who 
visit its website, gulag2020.com) may already 
have seen plenty of open talk of a ñGreat Re-
set.ò Not so very long ago, we would have been 
chided, ignored and looked down upon for even 
mentioning this ñcrazy, far-right conspiracy 
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ñThere are situations in which a person is not only justified, but 
has a duty to stay away from Mass in order to take care of his 
bodily health [é]  I guess some people, seeing this coronavirus 
situation, are [saying]: óShouldnôt I just sacrifice my body for 
the sake of my soul? I should just go to Mass and contract the 
coronavirus and die like a man!ô ò  
   (Fr. Paul Robinson, ñQuestions with Father #27ò - https://youtu.be/b_d8PaKP1M0) 
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theory.ò Now however, nobody has the right to say such a thing. 
Within recent weeks, the proponents of this ñGreat Resetò have been 
bragging openly about it. Take, for instance, the Prime Minister of 
Canada, Justin Trudeauôs address to the United Nations where he 
talks of the ñpandemicò as a wonderful opportunity for a social and 
economic ñreset.ò ñThe last six months have laid bare fundamental 
gaps and inequaliities within our societies,ò he says, before talking 
about ñclimate change,ò ñgovernment actionò and something about 
the ñG7 summit,ò  he goes on: 
 

ñThis pandemic has provided an opportunity for a reset. This is our chance to acceler-
ate our pre- pandemic efforts to reimagine economic systems that actually address 
global challenges like extreme poverty, inequality and climate change.ò 
 (See: https://youtu.be/n2fp0Jeyjvw) 

 

In case anyone wonders whether the context might alter the apparent meaning of these words, 
the rest of what he says appears to be mostly about increased government spending via 
ñtrusted partners on the groundò (and who might they be? The sinister óBill & Melinda Gates 
Foundation,ô perhapa? Or maybe George Sorosôs óOpen Society Foundationôé?). The other 
context is that Trudeau was addressing his remarks directly to the United Nations, a body 
with a consistent history of Communist sympathy and support for Communist terrorism,   
particularly in Africa and other third world countries, and whose first ever Secretary General, 
Alger Hiss, was later found to have been a card-carrying Communist party member at the 
centre of a high-level Soviet spy network within the United States government (see, for    
instance, the account included in the fascinating but now largely forgotten book by former 
Times correspondent Douglas Reed, óThe Controversy of Zion,ô p.380 ff). Finally - and this 
too is surely important context - there is the fact that the man saying all this, as well as being 
the head of state of a western country, is also well known for being a man without principles, 
character or a single conviction of his own, an effeminate globalist mouthpiece who can be 
relied upon to grovel to the leftist media and whose speeches are an echo-chamber for what-
ever the trendy cause of the day might happen to be (climate change, gender theory, identity 
politics, and so forth).  
 

In a similar vein a book was recently published by 
one Klaus Schwab, entitledéguess what? ñCOVID-
19: The Great Resetò..! It can be purchased for only a 
tenner on Amazon.com..! And no, in case you were 
wondering, the bookôs  author is not a ñfar-right con-

spiracy nutò - quite the 
contrary! According to 
the blurb on the book 
itself, this man is ñthe 
Founder and Executive 
Chairman of the World 
Economic Forum.ò That 
would be none other 
than the same óWorld 
Economic Forumô which meets at Davos every year to decide 
what should happen in the future and how global affairs are to be 
conducted, an elite clique of the obscenely wealthy, meeting to 
discuss how to rule the smelly, unwashed vulgar masses (us!). 
What could be sinister about thaté?! 

www.TheRecusant.com 

https://youtu.be/n2fp0Jeyjvw
https://www.controversyofzion.info/Controversybook/Controversybook_eng_41.htm


Editorial  

Likewise, Time Magazine even featured the very same ñGreat  
Resetò and dedicated an entire issue to promoting it. Like Trudeau, 
Time is known for being a globalist mouthpiece for whatever new 
horrors ñour mastersò have in store - see for yourself by visiting 
their website: https://time.com/collection/great-reset/. Above a 
picture of Klaus Schwab, the caption reads: 

 

ñTHE GREAT RESET 
 

The COVID-19 pandemic has provided a unique opportunity 
to think about the kind of future we want. TIME partnered 
with the World Economic Forum to ask leading thinkers to 
share ideas for how to transform the way we live and work.ò 

 

But donôt worry, itôs all just a far-right conspiracy theory! Donôt 
pay any attention, thereôs no evidence! Go back to sleep! Donôt   
be ñextremeò like the sort of people who believe this! Arenôt      
we lucky to live in a liberal, democratic society..?! Equality!     
Tolerance! Democracy! Progress!  
 

A further clue as to what might lie in store for us can be found in a video put out by the very 
same ñWorld Economic Forum,ò entitled ñ8 Predictions for 2030.ò As the title suggests, this 
is our self-appointed rulers telling us how we will be living in future, whether we like it or 
not, by the year 2030 (now thereôs a curious thing! Why does that year in particular keep 
cropping up?!). These are not so much ñpredictionsò in the sense that you or I would make 
predictions - these are ñpredictionsò made by people with the power to bring them about. 
They are ñpredictionsò in the sense that a parent might predict what presents their own     
children will be receiving for Christmas (if you can imagine such a thingé). The word 
ñpredictionò here is  euphemism for ñgoalsò or ñplans.ò  Be that as it may, the first of their 
ñpredictionsò is: 
 

ñYouôll own nothing - and youôll be happy.ò  
 

Read: Weôre going to abolish private propertyé ...for you, though not for us. And you wonôt 
be happy, but weôll only let you find that out for yourself when itôs too late. 

 

ñWhatever you want, youôll rent. And itôll be delivered by drone.ò 
 

No private property any more, means no more purchasing: that part makes sense. Buté  
rented from whom, one wonders? Doesnôt property, whatever it might be, have to belong to 
someone in the first place for it to be rented? They donôt explain that bit. Delivered by drone 
simply means that someone somewhere can control the transaction and permit or forbid it 
and record it. Shades of Chinaôs ñsocial creditò scheme where if you criticise the party, you 
canôt buy things or travel. (No, Iôm not kidding, thatôs a real thing. Look it up.) 
 

The other ñpredictionsò are in a similar vein. They seem to hint strongly at compulsory organ 
donation (as though the state owns your body, as though the government or some mega-
corporation had made you, and not God), at the deliberate and speeded-up merging of nations 
(ñWeôll have to do a better job at welcoming and integrating refugeesò - apparently because 
of ñclimate change,ò or some other such nonsense). Fossil fuels becoming history means, in 
effect, energy becoming a luxury, a privilege of the elite. But then if thereôs no more private 
property, then that presumably will include energy and whatever electricity you use will   
belong to someone else, which will in turn mean that they will be able to turn off the flow for 
any reason. Travelling to Mars and making contact with alien life is pure fiction, but a fiction 
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which must constantly be kept alive in the popular mind as a means of propping up the bogus  
evolution hoax and all the baggage that comes with it. Finally, the bit at the end about 
ñWestern Valuesò being tested to breaking point and ñchecks and balancesò on democracy, 
all seems somewhat incoherent, not least because ñWestern Valuesò are largely fictional too - 
whenever one expects it to mean something vaguely Christian or residually Catholic, it invar-
iably turns out to be the ñvaluesò of Freemasonry and the French Revolution ( óequality,ô 
ótolerance,ô óliberalismô and so forth). And anyway, what ñchecks and balancesò..? In the UK, 
our parliament voted in September to extend the unchecked power of the ñCoronavirus 
Actò (and thus, in  effect, to abolish itself) for another six months, with only 24 Members of 
Parliament voting against it. As a result, the country is now effectively ruled by ministerial 
decree. But then ñdemocracyò was always the chant of Communists and other godless types. 
 

For those who havenôt seen it already - the video used to be on the 
WEFôs own youtube channel, here: https://www.youtube.com/
watch?v=yvq4RXEmW0w but appears to have now been taken 
down. Perhaps the backlash was too much and the videoôs creators 
decided they didnôt want all the negative publicity? Who knows. In 
any case, various copies still exist elsewhere online where it can be 
seen (for instance here, or here.) 
 

There is another video too which is still up on the WEF youtube 
channel (here: https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=8rAiTDQ-
NVY) entitled - youôve guessed it! - ñThe Great   Resetò - which 
includes not only footage promoting the idea of a covid ñpandemic,ò as well scenes which 
have a general greeny/eco ñclimate changeò feel, but also explicitly ties in Black Lies Matter 
(as though you couldnôt have guessed!). It ends with the words ñJoin Usò followed by the 
web address wef.ch/greatreset. It has to be seen to be believed. I challenge anyone to watch 
either video or visit that web address, and not see global communism writ large. 
 

The WEFôs ñGreat Resetò webpage, listed above, uses identical rhetoric to what was heard 
coming out of the effeminate, mealy mouth of Mr. Justin Trudeau: 
 

 ñThe Covid-19 crisisò [which was bogus from the start and based on media lies]   ñand the 
political, economic and social disruptions it has causedò [it wasnôt covid which caused the 
disruption, you people caused it! The very same people now proposing your own ósolutionô to 

the bogus óproblemô you yourselves created!] ñis fundamentally changing the traditional     
context for decision-making.ò [What?! Whatôs that supposed to mean? And anyway, the 
same shady, unelected mega-wealthy elitists seem to be making the decisions, soé has anything 
really changed?] 

 

It goes on to claim that the world is entering ña historic crossroadsò and ña unique window of 
opportunityò -  
 

ñ...the Great Reset initiative has a set of dimensions to build a new social contract that 
honours the dignity of every human being.ò 

 

Exactly what that ñnew social contractò might mean - we can only guess, though doubtless 
we will find out to our own cost sooner or later! In the meantime, ask yourself this: what  
honest endeavour would choose to cloak itself in unclear metaphor and euphemism like this? 
Doesnôt it just sound sinister and dishonest? And if they were intending to impose world    
Communism on everyone without our consent, how would this sound any different?  
 

And before any smart-alec demands to know exactly who ñtheyò are (thereôs always someone 
smug person!) - wellé in this particular case, Iôm not sure. Itôs not clear on the ñWorld    
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Economic Forumò website exactly who they are. There is a page entitled ñOur Partnersò 
which gives a  long list of corporations and banks in alphabetical order. Bank of America, 
Barclays Bank, the Bill and Melinda Gates Foundation, Blackrock, Bloomberg, Boeing, BPé 
and thatôs just a tiny fraction of the Bs! But if they are ñOur Partnersò who is the ñusò in the 
equation? Whose partners are they? If that information is on the website, it is well hidden!  
 

A year ago anyone predicting world Communism imposed on the masses from above by the 
mega-wealthy elites would have been accused of being a conspiracy-theory fantasist. Well - 
whoôs crazy now? The conspiracy theorists are the ones still meeting up with their family 
members for Christmas. The ñnormalò people are the ones wearing masks inside their own 
ñsocially distancedò homes..! Yes, world Communism is coming. No, it isnôt a conspiracy 
theory. If you value the welfare of your neighbour at all, never mind actually loving him as 
yourself, then you will try to wake him up and get him to see this. Forewarned is forearmed. 
And if in the end he wonôt listen, then at least you tried and there will be no doubt that it was 
due to any lack of effort on your part. The effort is what counts.  
 

How do we prepare for whatôs coming? Let me repeat what has been said here before. The 
best way to prepare is to be in a state of grace, to say your prayers, to do your duty of state 
and to try as hard as you can each day to become a Saint. Yes, there may be little things you 
can do, but then there may not, and in any case what happens to you will be what Almighty 
God permits and has intended from all eternity. So donôt worry about the little worldly details 
too much: worry about it only insofar as neglecting something would be a dereliction of your 
duty of state, but donôt go out of your way to prepare for Armageddon, especially if there is a  
risk of it becoming selfish and getting in the way of your duty to Our Lord. For all you know, 
being arrested and thrown in the gulag might be part of His plan: that might be how you con-
vert some fellow inmates before dying a martyr. So donôt be too eager to save your own skin. 
 

ñRulez is Rulez!ò 
 

On Saturday 31st October, vigil of All Saints, our glorious leader, ñPrime Minister,ò leading 
globalist puppet and unrepentant public adulterer Alexander (ñBorisò) de Pfeffel (ñJohnsonò) 
announced a new set of government ñrulesò which we were all supposed to abide by, claiming 
that this was so as to combat a (by now) virtually non-existent virus, one which didnôt do that 
much harm anyway (are we now to witness a curious reduction in the flu virus at the same 
time as all these 
new ñcasesò of 
covid are being 
announced? 
Hmm...).    
 

As 2020 drew to 
an end, the offi-
cial figures were  
already showing 
that the total 
number of 
deaths for our 
country was 
almost exactly 
what it was in 
previous years, 
and if anything 

Source: inproportion2.talkigy.com  ...oh look, UK deaths are pretty much the same as they were 
twenty years ago, or if anything, slightly fewer! And even the official number of ñcovid deathsò 
stayed the same no matter what was going on! Itôs almost as if weôve been lied to all alongé! 
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slightly less - so this must have 
been a pandemic in which no one 
died! That is, no one died of the 
illness: plenty of people died of 
everything else, including those 
who died as a result of the 
ólockdownô measures. 
 

Be that as it may, new rules were 
imposed on us first in October, 
then were relaxed somewhat,  
before being reimposed just    
before Christmas. In October, 
amongst other things, ñplaces of 
worshipò (a term which includes 
Catholic churches and chapels) 
were allowed to be open for    
private prayer by individuals, but 
any ñservicesò (which obviously 
would include Mass, Benediction, 
etc.) were forbidden. This had 
long been the case in other coun-
tries already. Before Christmas, 
this stricture was eased - now, at 
the start of January 2021, there is 
talk of ñpublic worshipò being 
forbidden once again.  
 

When the first so-called covid 
ñlockdownò happened last Spring, 
there was no Resistance priest 

here in London, so the question for us was an  academic one. But perhaps now might be the 
right time to remind the reader of a few important and timely truths. I am open to correction if 
I err, but here is my understanding: 
 

The state has no authority to oppress the Church or to suppress the public worship of 
Almighty God, which is His right. Various Roman emperors as well as several English  
monarchs (Henry VIII, Elizabeth Ié), as well as many Communist tyrannies, all tried to   
impose the power of the state upon the Church and to forbid by law the worship which is 
Godôs right. They are all finding out their error right now, to their great dismay, and will be 
doing so for all eternity. The Church outlasted them all. This time, the Churchôs official public 
worship is being forbidden on the grounds of a spurious, bogus health scare which even its 
main proponents know is nonsense. But the pretext given makes no difference: all authority 
comes from God, and therefore any law which claims to take away Godôs rights and the 
rights of His Church by banning public Mass is a law without any force, invalid, and one 
to which no Catholic is bound to obey. A Catholic priest can and probably should be clever 
about how he circumvents these wicked, unjust rules; but he must get around them, he must 
break them. What he absolutely cannot do is to go along with them. 
 

Earlier this year, in March and then again from the start of July, through August and the start 
of September and in late October too, thanks to Fr Rafael, Fr Hewko and Fr Vargas, the     
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Resistance carried on regardless and many people came to Mass, including 
a few new faces. We would have done so during April, May and June too 
had a priest been available. And we will continue to do so in future, regard-
less of whatever phoney ñrulesò our government pretends to enact. The 
state cannot supress the Church, it has no authority to do so, the very     
attempt to do so is evil and must be resisted and the Holy Ghost will come 
to the aid of any good Catholics who are not cowed by the threat of the law.  
 

It may well be that Mass in private homes, as in days gone-by, will now be 
the order of the day, at least for the timebeing. So be it. We simply trust in 
Divine Providence: adiutorium nostrum in nomine Domini. But we will not 
give in. We may have to be clever to get away with it, but there will be no 

disgraceful acceptance of a tyrannical abuse of power. Our illustrious ancestors have already 
set us a fine example to follow. Priests like St. Edmund Campion or St. Robert Southwell, and 
laity such as St. Nicholas Owen, St. Anne Line or St. Margaret Clitheroe, all show us the right 
attitude to have towards anti-Catholic laws which try to suppress the Mass. They all earned 
their glory by defying the corrupt, tyrannical Westminster governmentôs attempts to suppress 
the Mass and forbid Catholics from gathering. Even when arrested and tried, these Catholic 
heroes and heroines declared that they were not the least bit sorry and would do it again, and 
that they hoped their fellow Catholics would carry on defying the law in their absence! 
 

The British District of the SSPX recently seem to have been beginning to rediscover a little bit 
of backbone and a measure of sensus Fidei in this regard and are no longer as docile towards 
our rulers as they perhaps might have been before. Let us hope that this is not a fleeting fad. 
Elsewhere, the SSPX has proven itself every bit as craven and cowardly as we feared, and has 
even been cheerleading the effort to imprison, restrict and vaccinate whole populations. Let 
the way in which the conciliar church, the indult, the SSPX, the sedevacantists and, for the 
most part, the Fake Resistance have all responded to government restrictions teach us all a 
valuable and edifying lesson.  
 
One Step Closeré 
 

With the arrival of Advent, two further events have brought us even closer to world Com-
munism. Firstly, the non-results of the 2020 presidential election in the United States cannot 
but remind one of early 1930s Spain. A list of serious, credible evidence as long as my right 
arm exists of serious fraud and vote rigging in several key states, and includes video of poll 
observers being threatened, physically assaulted and then excluded from the count, secret drop
-offs of vast numbers of fake ballots at counting centres in the dead of night after everyone 
was supposed to have gone home, proof (via public database) of dead people having voted, 
even something as simple as analysis of the raw dataé all of which bespeaks massive fraud 
but which the ñmainstream mediaò have uniformly refused even to report on, instead calling 
such accusations of fraud and rigging ñbaselessò and ñwithout foundationò and even 
ñconspiracy theories.ò In places such as Philadelphia and   Detroit, the presence of ñBlack 
Lies Matterò and ñantifaò types and other violent agitators played a significant part in what 
went on. These people are the equivalent of the Red Guard who help Mao achieve power in 
China, or Robert Mugabeôs thugs who helped him to ñwinò the laughably corrupt 2002 Zim-
babwe presidential election. Despite fitting the definition of ñterrorismò like a glove, these 
people hardly ever seem to be arrested and when one of them is, they are never charged. 
(District Attorneys elected with George Soros money are often responsible for that!) In the 
meantime, polls in December showed not only a majority of Republicans but even a sizeable 
minority of Democrats believed that the election had been stolen by the Democratic Party.  
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As mentioned before, one difference with 1930s Spain is that in 1930s Spain the left did not 
control all the media - they at least had some ñright wingò newspapers, even though these 
tended to be attacked and burned down. In our own day, practically all of the TV networks, 
national daily newspapers and giant internet companies are in the hands of the far-left.       
Already in the months before this election, óProject Veritasô and others uncovered undeniable 
proof of so-called ñballot harvestingò and other illegal practices. As usual, however, none of 
this was ever acknowledged by the ñmainstreamò media. Likewise, several press conferences 
given since election day were not properly reported on by the same media, despite containing 
specific details of fraud, including a lorry driver who came forward as a whistle-blower after 
he had been given the job of driving several pallets of fake votes (already filled-in, all for the 
same candidate!) across state lines from New York state to Pennsylvania. Those of us who 
remember the 2002 Zimbabwe election might recall the police car which crashed spilling tens 
of thousands of fake votes already  filled-in for Mugabe! In this case, however, the poor man 
might as well have saved his breath for all the good it did - despite being willing to swear  
under oath, he was never allowed his day in court and was universally ignored by the media. 
And it was the same story with all the other evidence. The CCTV footage showing suitcases 
of ballot papers brought out from hiding in the dead of night after everyone had gone home 
and then counted in secret without witnesses, the secretly recorded audio of left-wing poll 
workers and civil servants, in the days and weeks before the election, laughing about what 
they were planning to do to defraud the electorate - all of it made not the slightest difference. 
The very same media, the same giant corporate TV and radio ñnewsò  networks and newspa-
pers, ignoring all of this entirely, continued to repeat like a mantra that there was ñno evi-
denceò for claims of fraud or vote rigging, and the social media giants, the mega-corporations 
which effectively control the internet, played their part by censoring any attempts to share 
such information person-to-person.  
 

And yet, if a fraction of what has so far been claimed is true (and who can doubt it?), then the 
United States is now seen to be no better than Zimbabwe, South Africa or any of the other 
Third World tin-pot tyrannies which still pretend to hold elections. Even Venezuela pretends 
to hold elections. The old Soviet Union and the other Eastern-bloc countries used to ñhold 
electionsò - they just carefully controlled who you could vote for and what the outcome would 
be. They didnôt mind who voted or even whom they voted for, as long as they were in control 
of counting the votes. If the enemy are now going all-in to finally control the USA and close 
what was already a fairly tight grip, we probably ought to ask ourselves why that might be. 
Perhaps none of us can yet be certain, but it does seem a remarkable coincidence. If ñAgenda 
21ò and ñAgenda 30ò are real concerns, if the ñCovid-19 Great Resetò is in earnest, if there 
really are wealthy and powerful individuals who wish to impose a form of world Communism 
on all of us, or to drastically reduce the worldôs population (and they themselves have said so 
often enough!) then this must surely have been an important piece of the puzzle, another step 
towards that goal. The 45th President of the United States, Mr. Donald J Trump, despite his 
many failings, and despite agreeing with these evil elitists on some points and acquiescing to 
their agenda on others, was nonetheless perhaps too much of a wild card for them to allow him 
to continue in office. He therefore had to be removed by hook or by crook.  
 

The second development of recent weeks is the appearance of the so-called ñvaccineò. Lest 
anyone should be naµve enough to think that we are being too hard on Mr Trump, consider the 
fact that he has been pushing the ñcovid vaccineò as much as anyone and is more than happy 
to take credit for its appearance, openly admitting that it was  brought out in record time be-
cause the normal regime of trials and testing had been significantly relaxed and what few safe-
guards there were had been effectively removed, as though that were something to be proud of 
or brag about! Perhaps he is naµve and ignorant and nothing more, who knows. Be that as it 
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may, the so-called ñvaccineò is worth looking at a little more closely. If the baddies are so 
keen on you receiving it, all the more reason for you not to receive it! Why might they be so 
keen on everyone receiving it? No good reason, one suspects! The various public utterances 
from Bill Gates and others about the need to drastically reduce the worldôs population are 
surely an important clue.  
 

On pages 10-13 we provide several compelling reasons why a Catholic ought to refuse this 
ñcovid vaccineò completely. Once you are convinced, recall that you are your neighbourôs 
keeper and that you will only get to heaven due to Faith and worksé and then resolve to do 
everything in your power 
to convince anyone who 
will listen - and even 
those whom you think 
wonôt! - that they too 
must refuse it. Almighty 
God sees all hearts, and 
even the intention to do 
something good will 
count in the hereafter.  
 

Finally, permit me to 
wish a Merry Christmas 
and a blessed New Year 
2021 to all our readers, 
friend and foe alike!  
 
  -  The Editor 
 
 
 

 

How to Prepare for the óGreat Resetô 
 

1. Be in a state of Grace.  If you arenôt, get into it! And stay in it! 
 

2. Offer each day and all its penances to Our Lord, through the Blessed 
Virgin Mary. Do this in your morning prayers, first thing when you roll out    
of bed at the start of each new day. Renew this intention regularly throughout 
the day, whenever you think of it.  
 

3. Make a point of ignoring any new government rules unless absolutely 
necessary. Donôt wear a mask. Donôt ñsocially distance.ò Donôt ñstay home.ò 
Attend an anti-lockdown rally if possible.  
 

4. Absolutely donôt ever get the new vaccine! It almost certainly involves the 
use of cells from murdered babies, itôs not even a óvaccineô anyway, it hasnôt 
been properly tested yet, and is the closest thing to the mark of the beast weôve 
yet seen! And if our evil rulers, the people inflicting this communist ñlockdownò 
on us, are so keen for you to get it, all the more reason for you not to get it!  
 

5. Spread the truth. Donôt be afraid. If weôre going to lose our jobs, our 
homes and end up in a gulag, then itôll happen sooner or later anyway. We 
might as well gain some exposure for the truth in return, before that day arrives!  
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Donôt Get the Vaccine! 
 

Every Catholic must refuse this new ócovid vaccineô no matter what. Hereôs why: 
 
1. Murdered Babies 
See, for instance: https://cogforlife.org/wp-content/uploads/CovidCompareMoralImmoral.pdf 
All of these supposed ñcovidò shots, it seems, either contain cells from aborted babies or are 
made using those cells without actually containing them, or were developed by testing which 
used cells from aborted babies. Abortion is worse than murder: it is the murder of the innocent 
with no chance of baptism. To receive the product of such evil actions is to participate in the 
wickedness and to share in the guilt. This alone ought to be reason enough for any Catholic 
worthy of the name to refuse absolutely to have anything to do with it. 
 
2. Negative Side Effects 
 

Guidance on the new Pfizer vaccine published by the UK Department of Health and Social 
Care (10/12/2020), entitled ñReg 174 Information for UK Healthcare Professionalsò admits 
openly that they have no idea what the harmful side-effects might be, that ñstudies have not 
been completed.ò Is it dangerous when taken with other vaccines or drugs? We have no idea, 
because that ñhas not been studied.ò What about itôs effects on pregnancy and reproduction? 
ñAnimal reproductive toxicity studies have not been completed,ò therefore the vaccine, ñis not 
recommended during pregnancy.ò Women who are pregnant as well as women who might 
want to become pregnant are advised not to take it. Breastfeeding mothers are also warned 
that, ña risk to newborns/infants cannot be excluded.ò  Anyone who wishes to remain fertile 
might want to think twice too because, under the heading ñFertility,ò we are told that: ñIt is 
unknown whether [the vaccine] has an impact on fertility.ò  
 

If that doesnôt fill you with confidence, there 
are the very first trial results, released in late 
December. Of the roughly 112,000 people 
who had received the Pfizer vaccine by 18th 
December, more than 3,000 had experienced 
such severe side effects that they could not 
continue their normal daily life. In other 
words: 2.8% or 1 in 35.  
(See: https://www.cdc.gov/vaccines/acip/
meetings/downloads/slides-2020-12/slides-12-
19/05-COVID-CLARK.pdf) 
 

All this should come as no surprise. The bar was already alarmingly low for testing and safety 
when it comes to vaccines, but with these so-called ñcovid vaccinesò it has now been lowered 
further still if not removed altogether, in order to develop and produce them more quickly. By 
the time a proper picture of the short-, mediumï and long-term side effects has emerged it will 
be too late. In the meantime, the power of media censorship which can be used to suppress 
any unfavourable information will likely mean that the truth will be even longer in emerging. 
 

3. The Manufacturers are Indemnified!  
Those unfortunate 2.8% of people harmed by the injection will have no recourse against the 
vaccine manufacturers: the government has already guaranteed in advance that they will 
shield those companies from any lawsuits. Take a moment to consider exactly what that 
means. Imagine if Boeing or Airbus were indemnified against the possibility of their planes 
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falling out of the sky, or if the company who 
made your car had been indemnified in      
advance by the government: if the brakes fail 
or the wheels fall off, the Department of 
Transport will take the blame in court, but the 
company who actually made the car will face 
no consequences. Imagine a food or drinks 
company being indemnified by the govern-
ment against the possibility of people being 
poisoned by their products - would you think 
twice before consuming them? Whatôs more, 
wouldnôt any reasonable person expect there 
to be a far higher chance of something going 
wrong precisely because of there being no 
consequences for the company involved? 
Wouldnôt such a car manufacturer be far more likely 
to make poor quality cars precisely because the  
government is covering for them and there are no 
consequences for them when the steering column 
fails at speed causing the car to crash and all the 
occupants  to be killed? Amazingly, with  
companies who produce drugs or chemi-
cal/biological agents to be injected into 
your body, this is precisely what happens. 
The government guarantees in advance 
that there will be no adverse consequences 
for that company should you suffer serious 
ill-health, brain damage or even death as a result. 
This has long been the case in the USA thanks to 
the infamous óNational Childhood Vaccine Injury 
Actô of 1986, without which óBig Pharmaô vaccine 
manufactures would surely by now have been 
bankrupted by lawsuits, especially since the MMR 
shot came on the scene. With the advent of the 
new ñcovid vaccinations,ò other governments 
have now followed suit, including the United 
Kingdom and Australia, promising óbig pharmaô 
manufacturers that they will answer in their place for any adverse effects. Think about that for 
a moment, then consider whether allowing yourself to be injected is really such a wise idea!  
 
4. A Vaccine Isnôt Necessary 
 

Even if it were not a product of abortion, even if it were perfectly safe and even if the people  
behind it were entirely trustworthy, the very idea of a ñvaccineò does not make sense even on 
its own terms.  Listen to the retired chief scientific officer at Pfizer UK, Dr. Michael Yeadon: 
 

ñThere is absolutely no need for vaccines to extinguish the pandemic. Iôve never heard 
such nonsense talked about vaccines. You do not vaccinate people who arenôt at risk 
from a disease. You also donôt set about planning to vaccinate millions of fit and 
healthy people with a vaccine that hasnôt been extensively tested on human subjects.ò 
   (See: ñWhat Sage Has Got Wrongò on lockdownsceptics.org) 
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ñA senior executive for pharmaceutical giant Astra-
Zeneca has confirmed that his company cannot 
face legal action for any potential side effects 
caused by its Covid vaccine. Those affected will 
have no legal recourse. 
 

AstraZeneca is one of 25 pharmaceutical compa-
nies worldwide already testing their Covid vaccines 
on humans, in preparation for injecting hundreds 
of millions of people. These are flush times for 
Britainôs largest  pharmaceutical company, worth 
something in the order of Ã70 million. They have 
just reported bumper profits of $12.6 billion in the 
last six months alone.ò 
 

 (ñBubble Indemnity: Big Pharma firms will NOT be held ac-
countable for side effects of Covid vaccineò - https://www.rt.com/
news/496801-pharma-not-accountable-vaccine-effect/ ) 

 

ñThe National Childhood Vaccine Injury Act  
(NCVIA) of 1986 (42 U.S.C. ÄÄ 300aa-1 to 
300aa-34) was signed into law by United States 
President Ronald Reagan as part of a larger 
health bill on November 14, 1986. NCVIA's 
purpose was to eliminate the potential financial 
liability of vaccine manufacturers due to  
vaccine injury claims ...ò   
(See: https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/ 
National_Childhood_Vaccine_Injury_Act) 
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5. It Isnôt Even a Vaccine! 
We refer to the so-called ñvaccineò because, strictly speaking, this is not a vaccine in the   
traditional sense: this is something new. Various authorities including manufacturers have 
admitted this. It involves the use of DNA or RNA. The highly sinister and dishonest óWorld 
Health Organisationô says that this is something óradically newô and untested (though that 
doesnôt stop them being very enthusiastic about it, which seems to suggest that all those get-
ting the shot are going to be the human guinea pigs!) : 
 

ñRecently, a radically new approach to vaccination has been developed. It involves the  
direct introduction into appropriate tissues of a plasmid containing the DNA sequence    
encoding the antigen(s) against which an immune response is sought, and relies on the in 
situ production of the target antigen. This approach offers a number of potential advantages 
over traditional approachesé 
 

However, the value and advantages of DNA vaccines must be assessed on a case-by-case 
basis é The field of DNA vaccination is developing rapidly. Vaccines currently being   
developed use not only DNA, but also include adjuncts that assist DNA to enter cells, target 
it towards specific cells, or that may act as adjuvants in stimulating or directing the immune 
response. Ultimately, the distinction between a sophisticated DNA vaccine and a simple 
viral vector may not be clear.ò 
(https://www.who.int/teams/health-product-and-policy-standards/standards-and-specifications/
vaccines-quality/dna) 

 

So weôre not really sure what weôre doing here, but weôre going to just go ahead and play 
around with your DNA and see what happens! We have already seen above that the UK    
government guidance for healthcare professionals admits that not a lot of testing has been 
done and that questions as serious as the vaccineôs interaction with other medicines or its  
effects on fertility remain unknown. This is all experimental stuff. All the more reason why it 
ought to have been tested properly instead of rushed out to ñcombatò a virus which is at worst 
as bad as ordinary flu, less so among most age groups. 
 

6. Heed the old SSPXôs Warning Regarding Vaccines 
See our article óThe Old SSPX Against Vaccinesô on p.17. Bear in mind also that the Angelus 
article in question was talking about the rubella vaccine, and was being generous in assuming 
ñgood effect in this case...the  immunization against the infectious disease.ò That is obviously 
not the case with the covid shot, since covid is hardly an infectious disease and the deaths 
have been vastly exaggerated out of all proportion, as has been demonstrated in these pages 
before (Issue 51 for instance). Therefore, a fortiori, what applied to the rubella jab in 2000, 
surely applies even more today with a ñvaccineò developed for the bogus ñcovid pandemic.ò  
 

7. Even several modern Novus Ordo Bishops can see that there is a problem! 
Of course, the vast majority of Novus Ordo bishops, especially the ñbishops conferencesò (a 
Vatican II concept borne of Vatican IIôs error of óCollegialityô) and Pope Francis himself, 
have all said that vaccines are a jolly good thing and everyone should get them. But that is 
only what one would expect: the Novus Ordo is morally bankrupt. What is interesting is that 
there are several examples of Novus Ordo bishops raising objections (of somewhat variable 
quality, admittedly!) against the current vaccine drive. As the saying goes, even a broken 
clock is right twice a dayé  
 

ñIt must be clear that it is never morally justified to develop a vaccine through the use of the 
cell lines of aborted fetuses. The thought of the introduction of such a vaccine into oneôs 
body is rightly abhorrent.ò 

- Cardinal Burke (See: https://www.lifesitenews.com/news/cdl-burke-forced-vaccines-violate- 
integrity-of-citizens) 
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ñTo argue that such vaccines can be morally licit if there is no alternative is in itself contra-
dictory and cannot be acceptable for Catholics. [é] One who uses these vaccines must  
realize that his body is benefitting from the ñfruitsò (although steps removed through a   
series of chemical processes) of one of mankindôs greatest crimes. Any link to the abortion 
process, even the most remote and implicit, will cast a shadow over the Churchôs duty to 
bear unwavering witness to the truth that abortion must be utterly rejected. The ends cannot 
justify the means. ò 

 - Cardinal Pujats, Archbishop Lenga, Bishops Lenga, Strickland & Schneider (see p.14) 
 

ñCiting ethical concerns about the use of fetal cells in vaccine development, Bishop Joseph 
Brennan of the Diocese of Fresno is urging Catholics not to ójump on the COVID-19      
vaccine bandwagon.ô In a video shared by the diocese this week, Brennan said that some of 
the researchers racing to produce a coronavirus vaccine have made use of cells derived from 
an aborted fetus, and perhaps other ómorally objectionableô materials. [é] 
 

óI wonôt be able to take a vaccine, brothers and sisters, and I encourage you not to, if it was 
developed with material from stem cells that were derived from a baby that was aborted, or 
material that was cast off from artificial insemination of a human embryo,ô he said. óThatôs 
morally unacceptable for us.ô ò 

- Bishop Joseph Brennan (See: https://www.latimes.com/california/story/2020-11-19/fresno-
bishop-urges-catholics-not-to-jump-on-the-covid-19-vaccine-bandwagon) 

 

ñKisii [in Kenya] Catholic Bishop Joseph Mairura says the Church is against Kenyans being 
given the Covid-19 vaccine and that priority should be in looking for a cure for the global 
pandemic. Mairura said the Church will have to be convinced as to why people should be 
given a vaccine for a virus that keeps mutating óand was created in a laboratory by people 
who intended to depopulate the world.ô ò 

- Bishop Joseph Maiura (See: https://www.standardmedia.co.ke/health/article/2001397412/
were-against-covid-19-vaccine-bishop) 

 

ñAustraliaôs most powerful Catholic Archbishop Anthony Fisher has sparked outrage after 
suggesting the COVID-19 vaccine could create an ñethical dilemmaò for Catholics who 
may refuse to take it because it uses a cell line from an aborted foetus in the 1970s...ò  

- Archbishop Anthony Fisher (See: https://www.news.com.au/world/coronavirus/australia/
covid19-vaccine-archbishop-anthony-fisher-condemns-oxford-vaccine/news-
story/7b94e83a5491b6a76964d9bddfcb495d) 

 

8. The Mark of the Beast... 
We know that one day, there will be a ómark of the beastô without which, sacred scripture tells 
us, ñno man might buy or sell, but he that hath the character, or the name of the beast, or the 
number of his nameò (Apoc 13:16). We are entitled to wonder what form it will take and to be 
on our guard. With some governments saying that they wonôt make the ñvaccineò mandatory 
ñfor nowò[!] and others (here in the UK, for instance) seriously discussing the idea of forbid-
ding all travel from now on to the ñunvaccinatedò and issuing a certificate or ñfreedom passò 
to those who have received it - surely this is the closest we have come so far to something 
resembling the ómark of the beast.ô Is it really so outlandish or unreasonable to be suspicious?  
 

And if you donôt favour forcibly injecting people against their will, consider: it is always   
easier for a government to steamroller dissidents when the numbers are statistically tiny. If the 
number of refusers is greater, it is harder for them to get away with it.  
 

Most people will take the ñvaccineò because they are ignorant and donôt know any better. You 
now donôt have that excuse. What we present here is only a sample: do your own homework, 
find out for yourself. Then be brave, donôt be a sheep. Donôt get the vaccine!  
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...yes, this isnôt perfect, yes they quote conciliar documents and Popes, yes they try to support 
their conclusion with reference to Vatican II, which feels rather like a martyr from the early 
Church appealing to the god Apollo! - these are, after all, Novus Ordo bishops, what would 
one expect? Nevertheless, credit where credit is due. And if even these bishops can   see the 
problem, why canôt the worldly, appeasnik SSPX? The letterôs main point is spot on, namely 
that: ñ...to argue that such vaccines can be morally licit if there is no alternative is in itself 
contradictory and cannot be acceptable for Catholics.ò And yet that is precisely what the SSPX 
is now arguing. Compare this letter with the SSPX article referred to on p.18. Shame on them. 
 (Source: www.gloriadei.io/on-the-moral-illicitness-of-the-use-of-vaccines-made-from-cells-derived
-from-aborted-human-fetuses/ ) 
 

On the moral illicitness of the use of vaccines 
made from cells derived from aborted human fetuses 

 

In recent weeks, news agencies and various information sources have reported that, in       
response to the Covid-19 emergency, some countries have produced vaccines using cell lines 
from aborted human fetuses. In other countries, such vaccines are being planned. 
 

A growing chorus of churchmen (bishopsô conferences, individual bishops, and priests) [and 

the SSPX too! See p.18 - Ed.] has said that, in the event that no alternative vaccine using ethically 
licit substances is available, it would be morally permissible for Catholics to receive vaccines 
made from the cell lines of aborted babies. Supporters of this position invoke two documents 
of the Holy See: the first, from the Pontifical Academy for Life, is titled, ñMoral reflections 
on vaccines prepared from cells derived from aborted human fetusesò and was issued on June 
9, 2005; the second, an Instruction from the Congregation for the Doctrine of the Faith, is 
titled, ñDignitas Personae, on certain bioethical questionsò and was issued on September 8, 
2008. Both of these documents allow for the use of such vaccines in exceptional cases and for 
a limited time, on the basis of what in moral theology is called remote, passive, material co-
operation with evil. The aforementioned documents assert that Catholics who use such      
vaccines at the same time have ñthe duty to make known their disagreement and to ask that 
their healthcare system make other types of vaccines available.ò 
 

In the case of vaccines made from the cell lines of aborted human fetuses, we see a clear   
contradiction between the Catholic doctrine to categorically, and beyond the shadow of any 
doubt, reject abortion in all cases as a grave moral evil that cries out to heaven for vengeance 
(see Catechism of the Catholic Church n.2268, n.2270), and the practice of regarding vaccines 
derived from aborted fetal cell lines as morally acceptable in exceptional cases of ñurgent 
needò ð on the grounds of remote, passive, material cooperation. To argue that such vaccines 
can be morally licit if there is no alternative is in itself contradictory and cannot be acceptable 
for Catholics. 
 

One ought to recall the following words of Pope John Paul II regarding the dignity of unborn 
human life: ñThe inviolability of the person which is a reflection of the absolute inviolability 
of God, finds its primary and fundamental expression in the inviolability of human life. 
Above all, the common outcry, which is justly made on behalf of human rights ð for exam-
ple, the right to health, to home, to work, to family, to culture ð is false and illusory if the 
right to life, the most basic and fundamental right and the condition for all other personal 
rights, is not defended with maximum determination.ò (Christifideles Laici, 38). Using      
vaccines made from the cells of murdered unborn children contradicts a ñmaximum determi-
nationò to defend unborn life. 
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The theological principle of material cooperation is certainly valid and may be applied to a 
whole host of cases (e.g. in paying taxes, the use of products made from slave labor, and so 
on). However, this principle can hardly be applied to the case of vaccines made from fetal cell 
lines, because those who knowingly and voluntarily receive such vaccines enter into a kind of 
concatenation, albeit very remote, with the process of the abortion industry. The crime of 
abortion is so monstrous that any kind of concatenation with this crime, even a very remote 
one, is immoral and cannot be accepted under any circumstances by a Catholic once he has 
become fully aware of it. One who uses these vaccines must realize that his body is benefit-
ting from the ñfruitsò (although steps removed through a series of chemical processes) of one 
of mankindôs greatest crimes. 
 

Any link to the abortion process, even the most remote and implicit, will cast a shadow over 
the Churchôs duty to bear unwavering witness to the truth that abortion must be utterly reject-
ed. The ends cannot justify the means. We are living through one of the worst genocides 
known to man. Millions upon millions of babies across the world have been slaughtered in 
their motherôs womb, and day after day this hidden genocide continues through the abortion 
industry, biomedical research and fetal technology, and a push by governments and interna-
tional bodies to promote such vaccines as one of their goals. Now is not the time for Catholics 
to yield; to do so would be grossly irresponsible. The acceptance of these vaccines by Catho-
lics, on the grounds that they involve only a ñremote, passive and material cooperationò with 
evil, would play into the hands of the Churchôs enemies and weaken her as the last stronghold 
against the evil of abortion. 
 

What else can a vaccine derived from fetal cell lines be other than a violation of the God-
given Order of Creation? For it is based on a serious violation of this Order through the mur-
der of an unborn child. Had this child not been denied the right to life, had his cells (which 
have been further cultivated several times in the lab) not been made available for the produc-
tion of a vaccine, they could not be marketed. We therefore have here a double violation of 
Godôs holy Order: on the one hand, through the abortion itself, and on the other hand, through 
the heinous business of trafficking and marketing the remains of aborted children. Yet, this 
double disregard for the divine Order of Creation can never be justified, not even on the 
grounds of preserving the health of a person or society through such vaccines. Our society has 
created a substitute religion: health has been made the highest good, a substitute god to whom 
sacrifices must be offered ð in this case, through a vaccine based on the death of another 
human life. 
 

In examining the ethical questions surrounding vaccines, we have to ask ourselves: How and 
why did all of this become possible? Was there truly no alternative? Why did murder-based 
technology emerge in medicine, whose purpose is instead to bring life and health? Bio-
medical research that exploits the innocent unborn and uses their bodies as ñraw materialò for 
the purpose of vaccines seems more akin to cannibalism than medicine. We also ought to  
consider that, for some in the bio-medical industry, the cell lines of unborn children are a 
ñproduct,ò the abortionist and vaccine manufacturer are the ñsupplier,ò and the recipients of 
the vaccine are ñconsumers.ò Technology based on murder is rooted in hopelessness and ends 
in despair. We must resist the myth that ñthere is no alternative.ò On the contrary, we must 
proceed with the hope and conviction that alternatives exist, and that human ingenuity, with 
the help of God, can discover them. This is the only way to pass from darkness to light, and 
from death to life. 
 

The Lord said that in the end times even the elect will be seduced (cf. Mk. 13:22). Today, the 
entire Church and all Catholic faithful must urgently seek to be strengthened in the doctrine 
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and practice of the faith. In confronting the evil of abortion, more than ever Catholics must 
ñabstain from all appearance of evilò (1 Thess. 5:22). Bodily health is not an absolute value. 
Obedience to the law of God and the eternal salvation of the souls must be given primacy. 
Vaccines derived from the cells of cruelly murdered unborn children are clearly apocalyptic in 
character and may possibly foreshadow the mark of the beast (cf. Rev. 13:16). 
 

Some churchmen in our day reassure the faithful by affirming that receiving a Covid-19    
vaccine derived from the cell lines of an aborted child is morally licit if an alternative is not 
available. They justify their assertion on the basis of ñmaterial and remote cooperationò with 
evil. Such affirmations are extremely anti-pastoral and counterproductive, especially when 
one considers the increasingly apocalyptic character of the abortion industry, and the inhuman 
nature of some biomedical research and embryonic technology. Now more than ever, Catho-
lics categorically cannot encourage and promote the sin of abortion, even in the slightest, by 
accepting these vaccines. Therefore, as Successors of the Apostles and Shepherds responsible 
for the eternal salvation of souls, we consider it impossible to be silent and maintain an     
ambiguous attitude regarding our duty to resist with ñmaximum of determinationò (Pope John 
Paul II) against the ñunspeakable crimeò of abortion (Second Vatican Council, Gaudium et 
Spes, 51). 
 

This statement was written at the advice and counsel of doctors and scientists from various 
countries. A substantial contribution also came from the laity: from grandmothers, grandfa-
thers, fathers and mothers of families, and from young people. All of those consulted ð    
independent of age, nationality and profession ð unanimously and almost instinctively     
rejected the idea of a vaccine derived from the cell lines of aborted children. Furthermore, 
they considered the justification offered for using such vaccines (i.e., ñmaterial remote      
cooperationò) as weak and unsuitable. This is comforting and, at the same time, very         
revealing: their unanimous response is a further demonstration of the strength of reason and 
the sensus fidei. 
 

More than ever, we need the spirit of the confessors and martyrs who avoided the slightest 
suspicion of collaboration with the evil of their own age. The Word of God says: ñBe simple 
as children of God without reproach in the midst of a depraved and perverse generation, in 
which you must shine like lights in the worldò (Phil. 2, 15). 

 
December 12, 2020, Memorial of the Blessed Virgin Mary of Guadalupe 

 
   Cardinal Janis Pujats, Metropolitan archbishop emeritus of Riga 
 
 
 

+ Tomash Peta, Metropolitan archbishop of the archdiocese of Saint Mary in Astana 
 
 
 

+ Jan Pawel Lenga, Archbishop/bishop emeritus of Karaganda 
 
 
 

+ Joseph E. Strickland, Bishop of Tyler (USA) 
 
 
 

+ Athanasius Schneider, Auxiliary bishop of the archdiocese of Saint Mary in Astana 
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The Old SSPX Against Vaccines 
 

(Taken from ñQuestions & Answersò by Fr Peter Scott, 
originally printed in The Angelus, June 2000) 

 

   ñIs it licit to allow oneôs children to be vaccinated for rubella with [a] vaccine manu-
factured with the help of fetal cells from aborted babies?ò 
 

   ñThere is no doubt that it is illicit to prepare vaccinations 
by the use of cell cultures from aborted babies. It certainly 
is a very troublesome situation if the only way of obtaining 
such necessary vaccines is from cultures prepared from the 
by-products of abortions. 
 

   The question here is whether or not it is permissible to use 
such vaccines if they are the only ones that are readily available. Can the principle of double 
effect be applied, that is when only a good effect is directly willed, and a bad effect is simply 
permitted, but not directly willed in itself? The good effect in this case is the immunization 
against the infectious disease. The bad effect is the abortion, the killing of the innocent. It is 
never permitted to do something evil in order that a good can come of it, that is, it is never 
permitted for the good effect to come from the bad effect. However it is possible to permit an 
evil that is not directly willed in itself, and this is called the indirect voluntary. 
 

   Here one could argue that the person who seeks the vaccination does not will the abortion 
but simply uses the cells that are obtained as a consequence. However, the vaccine is not just 
an indirect effect of the abortion.  There is, in fact, a direct line of causality from the abortion 
to the available fetal cells, to the development of the vaccine, to the immunization. Therefore, 
the immunization is a direct consequence of the abortion, and not just an indirect effect.    
Consequently, it would be immoral to use a vaccine that one knew was developed in fetal 
cells no matter how great the advantage to be procured.   
 

   Moreover, even if it were to be admitted that the vaccination is not a direct consequence of 
the abortion, for the abortion is not performed directly in order obtain fetal cells, and those 
who use them might claim, as for themselves, that they do not directly will the abortion in 
itself, the Catholic sense tells the faithful that they can never use the by-products of abortions 
for any reason at all, for by so doing they promote the mass murder of the innocent which is 
destroying modern society and all sense of morality. There must always be a proportionate 
reason to use the indirect voluntary, that is, to permit something evil which is not directly 
willed. Here the reasonable gain obtained by the use of the double effect (if it truly were    
indirectly willed only, which it is not) would not in any way be proportionate to the horrible 
evil of abortion, and the scandal would be immense.   
 

   If a person is not aware of the fact that fetal cells are being used in the culture of the       
vaccines that they are giving to his/her children, then clearly there is no moral fault            
involved.  However, if he/she is aware of this, then he/she is morally obliged to refuse such 
vaccinations on principle, until such time as they can be obtained from cultures which are 
morally licit. Furthermore, if civil law should make such vaccinations obligatory (e.g., for 
attendance at school) then the parent would be obliged to object in conscience to such       
immoral means of vaccinating their children. 
 

   Moreover, it is not permissible to remain in wilful ignorance on such a question. If there is a 
positive reason to suspect that fetal cells are indeed involved in the production of the vaccine, 
then a person is morally obliged to clarify the matter, and find out if this is indeed true or not.ò 
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You think weôre exaggerating..? Read it and see for yourself. Yet further proof - as though any 
were needed! - that the modern SSPX  have totally sold-out, betrayed Our Lord and made their 
peace with the world... 
 

The Modern SSPX Approves of Immoral Vaccines!  
 

Can and ought one to receive a vaccine made with cells from aborted babies? The old SSPX 
of twenty years ago answered this question with a fairly unequivocal ñNo!ò By contrast, the 
new wishy-washy SSPX, eager to please the modern world and prove how ñnormalò and ñnot 
extremeò they are, give a decidedly different answer.  
 

In late November an article appeared on the US District website of the SSPX. It approved the 
use of vaccines generally, and the covid shot in particular. The name of the author was not 
given, but the article also accused those who had a problem or a qualm of conscience of being 
guilty of Protestantism in some way, which led many to wonder whether its author was really 
Fr Paul Robinson or one of his disciples. After a little while the article was taken down (it can 
still be found via the internet archive, here), and before long another article, in fact an English 
translation of an article in French by Fr. Arnaud S®l®gny, was put up in its place. Entitled ñIs 
it Morally Permissible to Use the Covid 19 Vaccine?ò His answer to this question is: ñYes.ò 
 

ñThe doctor who vaccinates a patient, or the patient who is vaccinated, has only distant 
co-operation, for these acts only encourage and promote the sin of abortion in a very  
remote and very slight way. For sufficient health reasons, such acts could therefore be 
morally permitted.ò 

 

ñThose [vaccines] that have used a morally illicit preparation should be avoided as much 
as possible. But what if, in a particular case, a person finds it necessary to be vaccinated 
and is unable to obtain a ñlicitò vaccine, having only an ñillicitò vaccine [i.e. one which 

involves the use of aborted baby cells] available? é As cooperation is only distant, and the 
reason given is serious enough, it is possible in these cases to use such a vaccine.ò 

(See: https://sspx.org/en/news-events/news/it-morally-permissible-use-covid-19-
vaccine-62290) 

 

That last sentence is in stark contrast to the old SSPX of twenty years ago. In the year 2000, 
Fr Peter Scott argued that a Catholic, ñcan never use the by-products of abortions for any  
reason at all, for by so doing they promote the mass murder of the innocentò (see p.17)  
whereas the modern SSPX of today says, in effect, that itôs fine because itôs ñdistantò - what-
ever thatôs meant to mean. Likewise, Fr Scott stated clearly and unequivocally that, ñthe use 
of the double effect (if it truly were indirectly willed only, which it is not) would not in any 
way be proportionate to the horrible evil of abortion, and the scandal would be immense.ò By       
contrast, the modern sell-out SSPX claims that the presence of that same evil, abortion, is 
ñonly very slightò in such vaccines and that therefore they are ñmorally permitted.ò  
 

Even liberal Novus Ordo bishops, Anglicans and others can see that that is not the case: 
 

ñThe [Australian] deputy chief medical officer, Dr Nick Coatsworth, has downplayed 
concerns from prominent church figures in Australia that some Christians could refuse a 
Covid-19 vaccine on ethical grounds. Coatsworthôs defence of the University of Oxford 
vaccine follows a warning from Catholic archbishop of Sydney, Anthony Fisher, that 
Catholics would be presented with an ñethical dilemmaò if the vaccine was proved     
successful as it relies on cell lines from an electively aborted fetus.  [é] 
 

The warning, contained in a letter to prime minister Scott Morrison, was also co-signed 
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by the Anglican archbishop of Sydney, Glenn Davies, and the Greek Orthodox arch-
bishop of Australia, Makarios Griniezakis.  
 

In the letter, the church leaders warn that ówhile some will have no ethical problem,ô  
others ówill draw a straight line from the ending of a human life in abortion through the 
cultivation of the cell-line to the use for manufacturing this vaccineô. 
 

óEven if the cells have been propagated for years in a laboratory far removed from the 
abortion, that line of connection remains,ô the letter said.ò 

(See: https://www.theguardian.com/australia-news/2020/aug/24/australias-deputy-
chief-medical-officer-dismisses-church-objections-to-promising-covid-19-vaccine) 

 

Astounding. What can one say? Modern, liberal Novus Ordo bishops get it, even the Anglican 
so-called ñArchbishopò gets it. But the SSPX say, in effect, ñItôs fine! Donôt worry about it! 
Itôs really not a big deal! You can take the vaccine! No worries!ò  
 

Accepting the Narrative  
Having reassured everyone that they can take the vaccine, aborted babies and all, Fr. S®l®gny 
cannot help but have a jab at Fr. Robinsonôs favourite target.  
 

ñAs for the considerations outside this question of the licitude according to the source 
and preparation of the vaccine, they are on the order of personal opinions. Like any   
opinions which cannot be absolutely proven, it is vain and impossible to want to impose 
them on everyone.ò 

 

The fact that something is an opinion does not mean that it is wrong, nor that it is not of the 
most pressing importance. And ñcannot be absolutely provenò? An awful lot of it can in fact 
be proven; still more of it is virtually certain. The sinister billionaire who has been saying for 
years that he wants to vaccinate everyone also happens to be the man who has said that he 
wants to drastically reduce the worldôs population (to 500 million it seems, which would be 
one fourteenth or approximately 7% its current level!). Had the Church not been infiltrated, 
her machinery and hierarchy taken over by the enemy, we would surely have heard some  
serious warnings by now. Who can doubt for one moment that a Pope Pius IX, a Pope St Pius 
X or a Pope Pius XII wouldnôt have had some pretty strong words to say about that? And 
who, then, would have dared to suggest that it is only a matter of ñpersonal opinionò..? 
 

ñEveryone is free to have their opinion on the origin of Covid-19, on the way in which it 
has been managed in various places, on the vaccination policy of a particular country, on 
vaccination in general; but all these elements do not change the moral conclusion given 
here.ò  

 

Are we indeed? How generous! Forget about ñthe origin of Covid 19,ò whether it was created 
in a lab - Fr Robinson likes to bring that chestnut up too! - who cares? Thatôs not what matters 
most and doesnôt change the fact that this whole thing is one massive psy-op, that we have 
been lied-to and manipulated from the start and that the  people doing it to us have no good 
purpose in mind! Unless words have lost their meanings, there is no ñpandemic.ò Covid 19 is 
an illness which has at its worst (i.e. amongst the elderly and infirm) the same lethality as an 
ordinary flu season, and in most demographics is far less deadly. The statistics quoted in the 
mainstream media are misleading in the extreme: the total number of deaths in our country 
has been no higher than any other year. These are indisputable facts, they are ñabsolutely 
provenò and arenôt ñpersonal opinionsò. As to ñvaccination policy,ò it is equally a fact that the 
people pushing these policies (ñlockdowns,ò mass vaccination and all the rest) are personal 
friends of Bill Gates, or are believers in a eugenicist form of population reduction or own 
large numbers of shares in big pharma companiesé or all of the above! Given all of which, 
ñthese elementsò do very much affect ñthe moral conclusionsò which one ought to draw!  
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Clutching at False Parallels 
 

As though to reinforce just how morally bankrupt his line of thinking is, the author then    
suggests a number of supposed ñmoral dilemmasò to which the answer is, he supposes, ñno.ò 
These seem designed to make his vaccine acceptance look more óreasonable,ô and include: 
 

ñShould we stop paying taxes because part of the money is used to reimburse abortion or 
assisted reproduction?ò 

 

And: 
 

ñShould we agree to go to a department store or a bookstore that sells bad magazines? 
 Should a cashier refuse to collect payment from a customer who is buying a bad DVD?ò 

 

This is all very childish, like arguing with an adolescent ñatheistò who is determined to prove 
to you that ñmorality is all relative in the end anyway, innit!ò 
 

The answer to the first question, Father, is that one ought arguably to take any opportunity 
which presents itself to avoid paying taxes. It is perhaps also worth adding that if the USAôs 
more than 50 million Catholics had taken a stand in the 1970s when tax-funded abortion   
began (for example), if bishops and priests up and down the country had told the faithful with 
one voice that they were to refuse to pay their taxes until tax-funded abortion were taken off 
the table, then who knows how different history might have been? But they didnôt, and they 
wouldnôt, because Vatican II had already happened a decade or so earlier and the spirit of 
compromise and surrender to the world had already entered into the Church, the same spirit 
which is found throughout Fr S®l®gnyôs article. As things now stand, it would be virtually 
impossible for a Catholic, or even a group of Catholics, to do this, because they would be so 
isolated. Once a sizeable minority is whittled down to a tiny minority, it becomes far more 
difficult for them to stand strong. The same thing is arguably happening right now with the 
question of immoral vaccines: by getting as many ñTraditionalò (supposedly) Catholics as 
possible to accept these vaccines, the SSPX is only going to make it harder for those who are 
not deceived and still have enough moral stamina to refuse.  
 

Should a cashier refuse to collect payment from a customer who is buying ña bad DVDò? 
Thatôs rather vague, isnôt it? Are we talking explicit footage of nude sodomy or merely some 
ñbad musicò in the background of an otherwise harmless film? Letôs make things a bit more      
precise. Let us suppose the customer is buying abortifacient pills, or explicit pornography, or 
something else unquestionably immoral, and let us say that there is no doubt at all about that. 
Surely it is safe to say that that cashier ought to be looking for another job at the very least, 
something where one can earn an honest dayôs wage, as soon as he realises that he (or she) is 
helping to facilitate something immoral and being paid for it. That is assuming that we are 
talking about a supermarket where the ñcashierò is just one more anonymous employee. What 
if it is a small corner-shop, a family owned business, and the ñcashierò is in fact the owner? 
Then, without doubt, the shop ought not to stock such immoral products and there is surely no 
question that the man behind the till ought not to be selling them. ñOught notò meaning ñmust 
not,ò ñmay notò - itôs immoral, no you canôt do it. Full stop, close the book. You donôt make 
money off moral degeneracy and mortal sin. If the cashier is not the actual owner, letôs say for 
example that the shop is owned by his uncle perhaps, then he probably ought to do everything 
in his power to get him to mend his ways, and if he still refuses to change, the ñcashierò must 
walk away and never work for him again. Surely there can be no doubt that that is how any 
practicing Traditional Catholic who has the Faith would behave? 
 

ñShould we agree to get supplies from a pharmacist who sells illicit products: abortifa-
cients, condoms, contraceptives? Wouldnôt that be a form of encouragement?ò 
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To work at such a place, to be the one involved in the selling of such products, no (see above). 
To shop there? Thatôs not quite the same thing, is it? Hereôs a counter question. Should we go 
to such a pharmacist to buy precisely those very ñillicit productsò mentioned above? What 
about going to a pharmacist to obtain products made with aborted foetuses?  No? I thought 
not. But presumably the author doesnôt mean that: he seems to mean ñsuppliesò which are not 
in themselves immoral at all. As a parallel for accepting a vaccine made with ñproductsò of 
the abortion industry, Fr S®l®gnyôs parallel is therefore not a very accurate one, nor is it a  
particularly helpful one. 
 

Then there is the question of how much of a choice one has. Right now, Catholics do at least 
have a choice as to whether they accept or refuse the vaccine. The same is not true regarding 
taxes - if one openly refuses to pay them, one risks losing everything and going to prison 
(another way in which the parallel fails). Nobody is yet - to my knowledge - being definitely 
threatened with imprisonment for refusing the ócovid vaccine.ô It may become the case before 
long, but if it does it will be thanks in part to the cowardice and self-interested worldliness of 
the SSPX, encouraging people to lay down their arms and surrender. After all, the fewer the 
number of people who resist, the easier it is for an unscrupulous tyranny to steamroller them.  
 

ñIt is clear that the list could go on and on,ò says Fr S®l®gny after a few more such questions.     
Indeed - if the analogies given donôt need to be true or even relevant, thereôs no limit to what 
one could come up with! But no matter how long such a spurious list might be, it would still 
prove very little. What it does prove is just how complacent and worldly the SSPX now is, 
desperately trying to defend the indefensible. Surely some of these priests must know that this 
is wrong? All the rhetorical fluff in the world canôt possibly obscure that from all of them!  
 

And before anyone raises his voice to point out that one might make an argument for accept-
ing the vaccine under the threat of imprisonment, let me just point out firstly there is also 
quite a compelling argument for not accepting it even under such conditions; and secondly 
that that is irrelevant in any case, since that is not what Fr. S®l®gny is saying here. Nowhere in 
the entire article does he talk about such a thing. His grounds for accepting the vaccine are 
that the abortion is ñdistant,ò together with the supposed medical necessity, about which he is 
also gravely mistaken (He puts the question thus: ñBut what if, in a particular case, a person 
finds it necessary to be vaccinated and is unable to obtain a ólicitô vaccine, having only an 
óillicitô vaccine available?ò - emphasis ours. How someone can suddenly ñfind it necessaryò to 
accept the products of the abortion industry, he does not properly explain.)  Catholics of good 
faith who are still nevertheless involved in the SSPX ought to ask themselves some serious 
questions, including whether Fr. S®l®gny speaks for them. And if he does not, why is it that 
his voice is the one being put forth by the official machinery of the SSPX? What are the    
consequences? Serious questions deserve serious answers.  
 

Handwringing and Crocodile Tears 
 

Fr S®l®gnyôs article closes with a vain hope, so wishy-washy as to be meaningless: 
 

ñHowever, we must not be content with this deplorable state of affairs and do nothing. 
Influential Catholics must use all their power to influence the pharmaceutical industry to 
develop their new vaccines on cellular carriers that do not pose any moral difficulty.ò 

 

ñWe must not be content with this deplorable state of affairsò - oh really! - youôve just told 
everyone in effect to accept it and not fight against it, to be content ñto use such a vaccine.ò In 
what way is that not encouraging everyone to ñbe contentò?! How exactly are Catholics    
supposed to use ñall their power to influence the pharmaceutical industryò if the one small 
piece of leverage, namely the determination to refuse evil, immoral vaccines, is denied to 
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them? What are we meant to do, exactly? Write a strongly-worded letter to the big pharma 
companies? Good luck with that..! Refusing their vaccines is the only opportunity any of us 
are ever likely to have to influence this evil multi-billion-mammon ñindustryò and by under-
mining such resistance, the SSPX will effectively leave ordinary Catholics defenceless. All 
the vain talk, all the hand-wringing and crocodile tears wonôt change that.  
 

Just how ñdeplorableò does Fr. S®l®gny really find this ñstate of affairs? Not deplorable 
enough, it seems. Not enough to caution Catholics against participating in a ñcrime...so mon-
strousò that any compromise or acceptance, ñeven a very remote one, is immoral and cannot 
be accepted under any circumstances,ò to quote the letter of five Novus Ordo bishops. Those 
five have well and truly shamed the SSPX and have shown them up for the worldly, sell-out 
organisation they truly are. All that selfish navel-gazing has had some truly appalling conse-
quences, where in moral questions of the first order of importance, we now see Novus Ordo 
bishops doing the SSPXôs job for them!  
 

The truth is that Fr. S®l®gnyôs (and by extension, the SSPXôs) assertion that: ñ...it is possible 
in these cases to use such a vaccineò because the involvement of the abortion industry ñis 
only distant,ò had already been refuted by the time it appeared, by, amongst others, Cardinal 
Janis Pujats and four other Novus Ordo bishops, who say, with beautiful simplicity, that: 
 

ñAny link to the abortion process, even the most remote and implicit, will cast a shadow 
over the Churchôs duty to bear unwavering witness to the truth that abortion must be  
utterly rejected. The ends cannot justify the means.ò (See p.12 ff.)  

 

Likewise, Cardinal Burke described the very thought of using such immoral vaccines, made 
with cell lines from aborted babies, as ñabhorrent.ò Bishop Joseph Brennan described such 
vaccines as ñmorally unacceptableò and added that he personally, ñwonôt be able to takeò 
such a vaccine. But the SSPX says itôs fine, so thatôs alright then!  
 

ñMore than ever,ò say Cardinal Pujats and his four co-signatories, ñwe need the spirit of the 
confessors and martyrs who avoided the slightest suspicion of collaboration with the evil of 
their own age.ò Every SSPX-supporting Catholic needs to be asked this question: is that the 
spirit which we observe in the SSPX today? Is that the spirit found in Fr S®l®gnyôs article on 
the subject of vaccines made foetal cells? And by extension, is that the spirit of those who not 
only allowed, but promoted Fr. S®l®gnyôs article? To ask these questions is to answer them. 
Wake up! The time when the lay faithful could more or less rely on the SSPX to do their 
thinking for them on moral questions (if it ever truly existed at all) is surely long past!  
 

 
Post Scriptum - We are happy to note that Mr Louie Verecchio (ñakaCatholic.comò) has 
come out on the right side of this question (see here, and here), and is rightfully critical of the 
SSPX (see here). We congratulate him for it. He concludes that, were Archbishop Lefebvre 
alive today, he would say of the modern SSPX: ñThey have uncrowned Him!ò - Bravo! We 
couldnôt have put it better ourselves!  
 

We still recall, however, his ill-conceived defence of the SSPX three years back, that, in   
effect, the SSPX was fine, stop worrying about it, itôs all unfounded rumours, etc. We recall 
likewise the ill-advised bravado with which he invited anyone to prove him wrong. We recall 
too that we took him up on his offer and took some trouble over showing him where the prob-
lems lay with the modern SSPX (See: ñHas Bishop Fellay Been Wronged?ò, Recusant 40, 
p.20). Alas, more than three years later, we are still awaiting his response. Perhaps now 
would be an opportune moment for Mr Verecchio to admit that he got it wrong, and to      
attempt to put right any of his readers whom he might have unintentionally misledé   
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Better to go to the right Mass once in a while than to the wrong Mass often. In the meantime, 
for when there is no priest available, or you are unable to get to the nearest Mass, here is: 

 

...and in the meantime, donôt forget to pray for priests! 

An Act of Spiritual Communion 
 

As I cannot this day enjoy the happiness of assisting at the holy Mysteries, O my 
God, I transport myself in spirit at the foot of Thine altar. I unite with the Church, 
which by the hands of the priest, offers Thee Thine adorable Son in the Holy   
Sacrifice. I offer myself with Him, by Him, and in His Name. I adore, I praise, and 
thank Thee, imploring Thy mercy, invoking Thine assistance, and presenting Thee 
the homage I owe Thee as my Creator, the love due to Thee as my Saviour. 
 

Apply to my soul, I beseech Thee, O merciful Jesus, Thine infinite merits; apply 
them also to those for whom I particularly wish to pray. I desire to communicate 
spiritually, that Thy Blood may purify, Thy Flesh strengthen, and Thy Spirit sanc-
tify me. May I never forget that Thou, my divine Redeemer, hast died for me; may 
I die to all that is not Thee, that hereafter I may live eternally with Thee. Amen. 

O Jesus, Eternal High Priest, keep Thy priests within the shelter of Thy 
Sacred Heart where none may harm them.  
 

Keep unstained their anointed hands which daily touch Thy Sacred Body.  
 

Keep pure their lips, daily purpled by Thy Precious Blood.  
 

Keep pure and unworldly their hearts, sealed with sublime mark of Thy 
glorious priesthood.  
 

May they grow in love and confidence in Thee, and protect them from 
the contagion of the world.  
 

With the power of changing bread and wine, grant them also the power 
of changing hearts.  
# 

Bless their labours with abundant fruit and grant them at the last the 
crown of eternal life.  
 

  Amen. 
 

O Lord grant us priests, 
 

O Lord grant us holy priests, 
 

O Lord grant us many holy priests 
 

O Lord grant us many holy religious vocations. 
 

St. Pius X, pray for us. 
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Bishop Williamson on The Vaccine 
 

Let us start with the good news. Initially this would have been another 
ñLook at how wrong Bishop Williamson is!ò article. Not that any more 
such articles are needed: if you havenôt grasped by now that something 
is not right with this delinquent son of Archbishop Lefebvre, then I 
donôt really know what more to tell you. The good news, therefore, is 
that we can (just about!) avoid reaching this conclusion this time. 
However all is still not well, as we shall see. 
 

On the second Sunday of Advent (6th December), Bishop Williamson said:  
 

ñPeople are asking questions about the vaccinations. Because the enemies of God are work-
ing hard to stop souls getting to heaven. Should these covid vaccinations be taken? [é] ò  

 

After saying that it is not advisable to take the vaccine, that the vaccine will turn people into 
zombies and is the key to control of the world, that the people behind the ñcovid vaccinesò are 
ñbadly motivatedò and that the vaccines can be used for sterilisation, he then turns to the  
question of whether one may (as opposed to should) take the vaccine. 
 

ñIf itôs been made necessary for travel, and I must travel in order to work in order to feed my 
family, for instance, thatôs just an example, then I may in the circumstances need to take the 
vaccination.  
 

But if the vaccination contains elements from an abortion? Well, thatôs certainly a factor 
against accepting the vaccination against any circumstances. Although feeding my family is 
a pretty serious circumstance. So itôs - there comes a point where circumstances have to be 
weighed. And there a man must do what a man must do. And a man must take the decision 
according to his best lights, according to his best understanding.  
 

He then talks about the original abortion being ñdistantò before ending:  
 

[Shrug] These questions are, some of them, to a certain extent, open questions, to a certain 
extent, but the red flags absolutely surround these covid abortions and should normally 
makes us not accept any.ò  
 

 (See: https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=bx7c_6tqeJ0 - 20:55 onwards) 
 

Disappointing to say the very least. At best, flip-flopping; at worst he might have given the 
unsuspecting listener the impression that one can allow oneself to be vaccinated in order to 
carry on living a ñnormalò life, which is surely what will be the biggest temptation for many.  
 

On the following Sunday, however, Bishop Williamson began his sermon with these words: 
  
ñI said last week that there could possibly be an exception to the rule that Catholics should 
have nothing to do with vaccines, including cell lines coming from an abortion. It seemed to 
be that there could be an exception. But there has since appeared a statement from a Cardi-
nal and four bishops to the opposite effect: there canôt be an exception, they say. And I think 
theyôre right. Iôve changed my mind and I think theyôre right. Let me read to you or summa-
rise for you, their statement. [é] ò 
 

(See: https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=cKcucOMLhS4 - 01:05 onwards) 
 

ñHats offò for having the moral courage to have changed his mind and for admitting to having 
done so, though it shouldnôt take some Novus Ordo bishops to show him the way! Still, ñright 
answer, wrong reasonò is better than the wrong answer. And let us hope that the small number 
of his followers were not in the end misled by his remarks in the previous weekôs sermon.  
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Vaccines: Yes or No..? 
 

Especially given the concern over aborted foetal cells, and bearing in mind other concerns 
too, can one, ought one, to accept the so-called ñcovid vaccineò..? Where does everyone 
stand? Here is our attempt at a summary. 
 
The Conciliar Church / Pope Francis & Co. 
Yes! Of course! Definitely!  ...not only may, must! 

 
The modern SSPX 1 
Yes, one may. And one probably should.  

 
Bishop Williamson / the Fake Resistance 2 
Yes, one mayé oh, hold on... no, no, maybe not after all.  

 
The Sedevacantists 3 
Eré perhaps not? (Silence, for the most part...)  

 
The óConservativeô Novus Ordo (Mgr. Schneider, Cardinal Burke etc.) 
No. 

 
The Old SSPX 4 
No. 

 
The Resistance (The Recusant, Frs. Hewko, Rafael, Vargas, Fuchs et al.) 

No. 
 
 
1. The SSPX US website, which arguably has the biggest reach in the Anglosphere, is sympathetic to 
the idea of receiving ñcovid vaccination.ò As we go to press, Fr Robert Bruccianiôs position in the less 
well-known British newsletter ñIte Missa Estò seems to be more or less: ñnot really, but perhaps.ò   
 

2. Since the Fake Resistance openly brag that Bishop Williamson is their guiding light, and will invaria-
bly ostracise and brutally assassinate the reputation of anyone who dares to disagree with the Great One, 
it is surely reasonable to take his utterances on this topic as óspeaking forô his Fake Resistance followers 
the more so since they were given in public sermons at Sunday Mass.  
 

3. ñThe Sedevacantistsò of course arenôt really one group, and there is precious little unity to be found 
there, sedevacantism alone being the main point on which they seem to agreeé Therefore, surely some 
sedevacantist priests somewhere must be against the vaccines? With that in mind, we have tried to look 
at what the main leaders and talking heads in sede-land are saying as regards the morality of the vaccine 
and whether/why one should accept or refuse it. Perhaps we are missing something, but there doesnôt 
seem to be a lot. Nothing from Bishop Sanborn, from what we can see. Nothing from the CMRI. There 
does appear to be something from Stephen Heiner, but it is behind a paywall. In other words, if you pay 
up, weôll warn you not to get the vaccine! What we were looking for was clear guidance given publicly 
to the sheep in the form of talks, sermons, articles or other publicly visible media. What we found was 
what appears to be an alarming hole.  
 

4. Admittedly talking about MMR 20 years ago, in many ways less controversial than the ñcovidò shot. 
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Saturday morning, 29th  
August:  Wem, Shropshire 2. 

Friday evening, 28th August: 
Swansea, South Wales 

1. 

Monday, 31st August:  
St. Augustineôs 
Cross, Kent 

7. 
Sunday 30th August 
(midday), S.W. London 

5. 

Sunday 30th  
August, (evening): 
Orford, Suffolk 

6. 
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Saturday evening & Sunday midnight, 
29th & 30th August: Eastry, Kent 

3. & 4. 

 

Snapshot of a  
Fr. Hewko Mass Circuit: 

 

28th-31st Aug., 2020 
 

1 Bank Holiday Weekend,  
 

7 Masses,  c. 1,000 miles  
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Sat. 5th Sept, 2020 
Grantham, Lincs. 

31st August: Mass at Saint 
Augustineôs Cross (contôd.)... 

Impromptu organ practice after Mass... 
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Sun. 6th Sept, 2020: 
Wimbledon, London 

Total Consecration to the Blessed Virgin 
Mary of Mr. Hamish Mitchell-Cotts (Orford) 



 

Page 28 Resistance Snapshots - Fr Rafael 

 

 

July/August 2020: 
 

Visit of Fr. Rafael 

Grantham: Third 
Order reception 

Kent... 

Tipperary, Ireland 

London: Mass during ólockdownô 
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MEXICO: Funeral of Mr. Jos® Guadalupe Arizaga 


