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

 

Dear Reader, 
 

The above dictionary definition (or one like it) was reproduced on this page in the very first 
issue of this newsletter, eight-and-a-half years ago. It seems that the minority who refuse to 
partake of immoral vaccines are to become modern day recusants in at least one sense of the 
word, the ñrefusers,ò the outlaws, the ones who arenôt content simply to go along to get 

along. Of course there is another sense of the 
word, the religious sense, the one which more 
properly describes the Traditional Catholic 
Resistance in our time. Like our 16th Century 
English ancestors, we see all around us heresy, 
compromise and falling away from the Faith 
where once there had been only Traditional 
Catholic belief and practice. Like them, it falls 
to us, whether we like it or not, to be the ones 
to continue to profess the Faith publicly, entire 
and  unaltered, even when it seems as though    
everyone else has stopped professing it, has 
given in, has adulterated it with modern errors 
in some form or has made their peace with the 
world in some other way. The effect of seeing 
so many whom we might once have been able 
to think of as comrades-in-arms choosing the 
easy way out instead of choosing to stand and 
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ñRecusant (῁rὑkjᾆzᴅnt ) 
 

   NOUN 
1. (in 16th to 18th century England) a Roman Catholic who did not  
attend the services of the Church of England, as was required by law 
2. any person who refuses to submit to authority  
 

   ADJECTIVE 
3. (formerly, of Catholics) refusing to attend services of the Church of 
England; 
4. refusing to submit to authority ò 
    (www.collinsdictionary.com/dictionary/english/recusant) 
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fight might appear demoralising at 
first; but in reality this is how is 
always has been and, in a way, 
how it must always be: how could 
it be otherwise? 
 

Recusancy means primarily the 
refusal to compromise on the level 
of Catholic doctrine and practice, 
with Protestantism in the days of 
the so-called óReformationô or, in 
our own day, with the latest in a 
long line of subsidiarity heresies 
all of which in one way or another 
are the great-grandchildren of the 
Protestantism of the 
óReformationô (could there have 
been a French Revolution, 19th 
Century liberalism, 20th century 
modernism, or even capitalism and 
socialism without the Protestant 
óReformationô? Almost certainly 
not. They Have Uncrowned Him by 
Abp. Lefebvre has more about this. 
But we digressé) Yet I honestly 

think that the modern day equivalent right now seems to be those who refuse to give in to the 
lies about the pandemic-that-never-was and get the ñvaccineò-which-isnôt-even-a-vaccine. 
The response of both governments and media to those who refuse, the harsh and unbending 
rhetoric used by supposed liberals when it comes to (*gasp*) anti-vaxxers, the relentless gov-
ernment-sponsored propaganda tells its own tale. Hence whenever you hear the media talk 
disparagingly of those who ñrefuseò to get the vaccine, or who ñrefuseò to comply with this or 
that tyrannical  petty rule or regulation, or ñconspiracy theoristsò - which in reality means 
nothing more than those who ñrefuseò to accept the lies and propaganda in the mainstream 
media - you can hold your head up high and be proud. Remember that Catholics, especially in      
England, have a fine tradition of laughing at government propaganda, of refusing to obey 
government rules and of unapologetically operating on the wrong side of the law. Our heroes 
are men and women who died outlaws, especially between the 1530s and 1681 and are now 
Saints and martyrs. They never apologised for what they did. Of course, that is not to say that 
one must seek persecution any more than one ought to actively invite martyrdom (although 
the sentiment, the instinct, is still surely the right one!). One can be clever about how one 
goes about it. But never accept the phoney respectability which the world has to offer. How 
the mainstream media see things and how Our Lord sees them are not at all the same! 
 

For the moment the vaccine - one ought to speak rather of ñthe vaccinesò since there are   
several, and of a quite different sort! - are not mandatory and remain entirely voluntary. There 
are, however, little signs that that might not remain the case forever. Perhaps Our Lord will be 
merciful and spare us from any form of open and physical persecution just yet. On the other 
hand, we would surely do well to be prepared for a very rough time indeed in the months 
ahead. Whatever happens will be for the best, provided we do not lose sight of Him. It might 
also be useful to recall that for several generations after the bloody persecutions had come    
to an end in England and Ireland, a bloodless persecution remained. For most of the 18th  
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ñPeople who refuse to get the coronavirus 
vaccine may face being banned from pubs, 
restaurants and even their places of work,   
according to a senior MP.ò - metro.co.uk, 
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ñCOVID-19: People who refuse to get   
vaccine could be denied entry to venues, 
minister suggestsò - news.sky.com, 30/11/20 
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ñExpect a knock on your door from the 
council if you refuse to get the vaccineò  
 - metro.co.uk, 05/02/2021 
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century Catholics were treated as second-class citizens. The situation only began to ease-up 
thanks to the French revolution and war with France, when the realisation dawned on the 
government that the imminent threat of foreign invasion would be a little less terrifying if 
they did not have to simultaneously commit significant numbers of troops to the task of  
holding down a large minority of their own population. Allow me to illustrate the point by 
quoting the excellent Mr. William Cobbett. We will quote him at some length because it is 
well worth hearing what he has to say: 
 

ñ[King] James II wished to put an end to the penal code; he wished for general tolera-
tion; he issued a proclamation, suspending all penal laws relating to religion and granting 
a general liberty of conscience to all his subjects. This was his offence. For this he and 
his family were set aside forever! No man can deny this. [é] 
 

Now, we are going to see a sketch of this terrible code. It must be a mere sketch; two 
hundred Letters like this would not contain the whole of it. It went on increasing in bulk 
and in cruelty, from the Coronation of Elizabeth till nearly twenty years after that of 
George III [which was September 1761, so around 1781 - Ed.], till events came, as we shall see, 
and broke it up. It consisted, at last, of more than a hundred Acts of Parliament, all made 
for the express purpose of punishing men, because, and only because, they continued 
faithfully to adhere to the religion, in which our as well as their fathers had lived and 
died, during a period of nine hundred years! The code differed, in some respects, in its 
application with regard to England and Ireland, respectively. 
 

In ENGLAND this code: 
 

  I. stripped the Peers of their hereditary right to sit in Parliament.   
  II. It stripped gentlemen of their right to be chosen Members of the Commons' House.  
  III. It took from all the right to vote at elections, and, though Magna Charta says, that 
no man shall be taxed without his own consent, it double-taxed every man who refused 
to abjure his religion, and thus become an apostate. 
  IV. It shut them out from all offices of power and trust, even the most insignificant.  
  V. It took from them the right of presenting to livings in the Church, though that right 
was given to Quakers and Jews.  
  VI. It fined them at the rate of Ã20 a month for keeping away from that Church, to go to 
which they deemed apostacy.  
  VII. It disabled them from keeping arms in their houses for their defence, from main-
taining suits at law, from being guardians or executors, from practising in law or physic 
[i.e. medicine - Ed.], from travelling five miles from their houses, and all these under heavy 
penalties in case of disobedience. 
  VIII. If a married woman kept away from Church, she forfeited two-thirds of her    
dower, she could not be executrix to her husband [i.e. to her husbandôs will, if he died before her  - 

Ed.], and might, during her husbandôs life-time, be imprisoned, unless ransomed by him 
at Ã10 a month. 
  IX. It enabled any four justices of the peace, in case a man had been convicted of not 
going to church, to call him before them, to compel him to abjure his religion, or, if he 
refused, to sentence him to banishment for life (without judge or jury), and, if he        
returned, he was to suffer death. 
  X. It enabled any two justices of the peace to call before them, without any information, 
any man that they chose, above sixteen years of age, and if such man refused to abjure 
the Catholic religion, and continued in his refusal for six months, he was rendered     
incapable of possessing land, and any land, the possession of which might belong to him, 
came into the possession of the next Protestant heir, who was not obliged to account for 
any profits. 
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  XI. It made such a man incapable of purchasing lands, and all contracts made by him or 
for him, were null and void. 
  XII. It imposed a fine of Ã10 a month for employing a Catholic schoolmaster in a     
private family, and Ã9, a day on the schoolmaster so employed. 
  XIII. It imposed a Ã100 fine for sending a child to a Catholic foreign school, and the 
child so sent was disabled from ever inheriting, purchasing, or enjoying lands, or profits, 
goods, debts, legacies, or sums of money.  
  XIV. It punished the saying of Mass by a fine of Ãl20, and the hearing of Mass with a 
fine of Ã60  
  XV. Any Catholic priest, who returned from beyond the seas, and who did not abjure his 
religion in three days afterwards, and also any person who returned to the Catholic faith, 
or procured another to return to it, this merciless, this sanguinary code, punished with 
hanging, ripping out of bowels, and quartering! 
 

In IRELAND the code was still more ferocious, more hideously bloody; for, in the first 
place, all the cruelties of the English code had, as the work of a few hours, a few strokes 
of the pen, in one single act, been inflicted on unhappy Ireland; and, then, in addition,   
the Irish code contained, amongst many other violations of all the laws of justice and 
humanity, the following twenty most savage punishments.  
 

  I. A Catholic schoolmaster, private or public, or even usher to a Protestant, was        
punished with imprisonment, banishment, and finally as a felon.  
  II. The Catholic clergy were not allowed to be in the country, without being registered 
and kept as a sort of prisoners at large, and rewards were given (out of the revenue raised 
in part on the Catholics) for discovering them, Ã50 for an archbishop or bishop, Ã20 for a 
priest, and Ã10 for a schoolmaster or usher.  
  III. Any two justices of the peace might call before them any Catholic, order him to  
declare, on oath, where and when he heard Mass, who were present, and the name and 
residence of any priest or schoolmaster that he might know of; and, if he refused to obey 
this inhuman inquisition, they had power to condemn him (without judge or jury) to a 
year's imprisonment in a felonôs gaol, or to pay Ã20. 
  IV. No Catholic could purchase any manors, nor even hold under a lease for more than 
thirty-one years.  
  V. Any Protestant, if he suspected any one of holding property in trust for a Catholic, or 
of being concerned in any sale, lease, mortgage, or other contract, for a Catholic; any 
Protestant thus suspecting, might file a bill against the suspected trustee, and take the 
estate, or property, from him.  
  VI. Any Protestant seeing a Catholic tenant of a farm, the produce of which farm      
exceeded the amount of the rent by more than one-third, might dispossess the Catholic, 
and enter on the lease in his stead.  
  VII. Any Protestant seeing a Catholic with a horse worth more than five pounds, might 
take the horse away from him upon tendering him five pounds.  
  VIII. In order to prevent the smallest chance of justice in these and similar cases, none 
but known Protestants were to be jurymen in the trial of any such cases.  
  IX. Horses of Catholics might be seized for the use of the militia; and, beside this,  
Catholics were compelled to pay double towards the militia.  
  X.. Merchants, whose ships and goods might he taken by privateers, during a war with a 
Catholic Prince, were to be compensated for their losses by a levy on the goods and lands 
of Catholics only, though, mind, Catholics were at the same time impressed and        
compelled to shed their blood in the war against that same Catholic Prince.  
  XI. Property of a Protestant, whose heirs at law were Catholics, was to go to the nearest 
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Protestant relation, just the same as if the Catholic heirs had been dead, though the prop-
erty might he entailed on them.  
  XII. If there were no Protestant heir; then, in order to break up all Catholic families, the 
entail and all heirship were set aside, and the property was divided, share and share alike, 
amongst all the Catholic heirs. 
  XIII. If a Protestant had an estate in Ireland, he was forbidden to marry a Catholic, in, or 
out, of Ireland.  
  XIV. All marriages between Protestants and Catholics were annulled, though many   
children might have proceeded from them. 
  XV. Every priest, who celebrated a marriage between a Catholic and a Protestant, or 
between two Protestants, was condemned to he hanged.   
  XVI. A Catholic father could not be guardian to, or have the custody of, his own child, if 
the child, however young, pretended to be a Protestant; but the child was taken from its 
own father, and put into the custody of a Protestant relation.  
  XVII. If any child of a Catholic became a Protestant, the parent was to be instantly   
summoned, and to be made to declare, upon oath, the full value of his or her property of 
all sorts, and then the Chancery was to make such distribution of the property as it 
thought fit.  
  XVIII. ñWives be obedient unto your own husbands,ò says the great Apostle. ñWives, be 
disobedient to them,ò said this horrid code; for, if the wife of a Catholic chose to turn 
Protestant, it set aside the will of the husband, and made her a participator in all his     
possessions, in spite of him, however immoral, however bad a wife or bad a mother she 
might have been. 
  XIX. Honour thy father and thy mother, that thy days may be long in the land which the 
Lord, thy God, giveth thee. ñDishonour them,ò said this savage code; for, if any one of the 
sons of a Catholic father became a Protestant, this son was to possess all the father had, 
and the father could not sell, could not mortgage, could not leave legacies, or portions out 
of his estate, by whatever title he might hold it, even though it might have been the fruit 
of his own toil. 
  XX. Lastly (of this score, but this is only a part), ñthe Church, as by law estab-
lished,ò [i.e. the Protestant Anglican so-called Church - Ed.] was, in her great indulgence, pleased 
not only to open her doors, but to award (out of the taxes) thirty pounds a year for life to 
any Catholic priest, who would abjure his religion and declare his belief in hers!ò 
 

    (Cobbett, History of the Reformation, Chapter XV, Ä433 ff.) 
 

By the 1800s things had begun generally to ease up for Catholics in England and Ireland and 
by the Victorian era we were only shunned, looked-down-on, disapproved-of and generally 
treated with suspicion, the sort or people one doesnôt really mix with in polite society. But 
nothing more. I suspect that in our case, everything is about to happen the other way round: 
we are already at the disapproval phase. The ñpenal codeò will be what comes next, followed 
eventually by the bloody persecution, if (please God!) we have by then proved ourselves   
worthy of the honour.  
 

A Very Serious Betrayal 
 

I am sure that this will not come as news to many of you, if any at all, but for the record, the 
SSPX has continued to betray the fort all over the world. Here in England, over in the United 
States, in France and in Germany too, Traditional Catholics, many of whom no doubt thought 
that they were safe with the organisation founded by Archbishop Lefebvre, have been noticea-
bly weakened by the irresponsible advice of their fearful and equivocating pastors. There is no 
question of this being just one or two rogue priests, the Fr. Robinsons of this world; rather, it 
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is a deliberate institutional policy of compromise. Dress it up how 
you will, the SSPX is in effect encouraging people to voluntarily 
allow themselves and their children to be injected with these   
untested, unnecessary, potentially harmful so-called vaccines, 
despite the dubious provenance (involving the deliberate murder 
of the innocent), the implicit involvement in and acceptance of a 
big fat lie (the ñpandemicò which never was) and the backing of 
all sorts of questionable organisations and individuals with who-
knows-what agenda.  
 

ñThe SSPX has ultimately said itôs fine ...so I took that as my 
final authority,ò reads one recent text message from February 
2021. God forgive the soul who took the ñvaccineò based on such 
faulty reasoning, and God forgive the SSPX whose bad example 
and cowardly lack of fight influenced this soul to give-in. ñThe 
SSPXò in question, in case you are wondering, refers to the SSPX 
here in England. But it might equally have been France, the   
United States, Germany or who-knows-where else. One cannot 
help but wonder how many others have been influenced in exactly 
the same way. ñIf even the SSPX says itôs OK, then it must be 
OK!ò The likelihood is that there are plenty such people out there, 
more than any of us realise. 
 

ñThe SSPX appear to have chickened out,ò reads another recently 
received message, before going on to remark that all the 
ñconservativeò or indultish priests appear to have had the jab  

already, ñas have lots of Traditional Catholicsò of all stripes, including SSPX: ñOne expected 
more from these soi-disant Traditionalists.ò Quite so. At least the Resistance is still, you 
know, resisting. But has it really come to this? Weôre not even at the stage yet where itôs  
mandatory, the jab is still entirely voluntary! What led to the SSPX caving in so easily? Many 
of you know the answer already, but for the record it is this. 
 

Morals flow from doctrine. Some people doubtless thought we were making too much fuss 
over the Doctrinal Declaration back in 2013 (see Issue 27, p.18 if you are not aware of what 
the issue is with that infamous document). Was it all a lot of fiddly technicalities, pie-in-the-
sky mumbo-jumbo which the common man cannot possibly be expected to understand? Or 
was it the front line in the battle for Western civilisation? If we were right, then the SSPX 
abandoned its doctrinal stand and that is something which will always have a chain reaction of 
negative consequences, since ultimately everything else flows from doctrine. Well, now the 
SSPX cannot be relied on when it comes to evolution and it even cannot be relied on when it 
comes to the most pressing moral questions of the day. This is where tampering with doctrine 
leads. Go back and read your old back issues of The Recusant from 2013, 2014 and 2015.  
Didnôt we say all along that this sort of thing would be the result? And it wonôt stop here. 
 

What could be worse than encouraging people to take the vaccine? Yes. Arguably the collapse 
and surrender of the SSPX on the question of evolution is ten thousand times worse. The   
dethroning of God as ñCreatorò (isnôt that what you call Him every time you say the rosary, ñI 
believe in God...Creator of heaven and earthò? And yet how can be a ñcreatorò if he didnôt 
actually create anything, but only caused a ñbig bangò which in turn caused everything else, 
rather like the ñgreat Architectò of the Deists who wound up the watch and then sat back and 
let it do itôs thing..? Think about it...) is the loose thread which unravels the whole garment. 
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Sent in by a reader. Well, he is after all 
a modernist and a bigwig in the concil-
iar church - what would one expect? 
The SSPX may not be quite so openly 
enthusiastic, their response might be 
wrapped up in a lot of umming and 
ahing, but doesnôt what they say 
amount to the same thing in the end..? 
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But as you might imagine, it often takes a moral question which affects ñme personallyò (the 
covid vaccines, for instance) before many people will wake up and realise. Let us hope that 
many people do in fact wake up and realise that something is wrong and that, having done so, 
they will be able to see clearly at long last who their real friends are.  
 

In these pages, then, the reader will find ñFr. Robinson is Still At It.ò Well? He is still at it! 
This was not a flash in the pan, it isnôt going to go away! We will keep banging on about it 
because it keeps being current and relevant. We also include a snapshot of  the vaccines    
controversy from the SSPX in Germany as well as a more detailed look at what our own   
district newsletter had to say on the question, and the Superior General, Fr. Pagliarani, too. 
(Hint: itôs more or less the same message!). The Fr. S®l®gny article is still visible on the US 
district website in English and on the French district website in French.  
 

Down With Rulez! 
 

I tell people flippantly that I cannot sleep at night without breaking at least one of these stupid 
covid rules each day, if nothing else just to keep my self respect. I am joking, but at the same 
time I am not joking. In such a spirit of disobedience (the right sort), a group of faithful joined 
Fr. Hewko for a mini pilgrimage to Glastonbury in January. Despite being completely 
ñillegalò and ñverbotenò the day included Mass in public without permission in a place where 
we strictly speaking had no right to be, even though it was in outside and in view of a nearby 
road. Following the Mass, we all made our way the short distance on foot for a group visit to 
both Glastonbury Abbey and up Glastonbury Tor, again all without permission sought or  
given. Nowhere would let us have Mass, no venues were for hire and the Abbey certainly 
would not allow it. So Fr. Hewko simply said Mass anyway, without permission. As far as I 
am aware, nobody else is or was holding any such pilgrimages or events due to the ñlockdown 
rulesò in force. Pictures, as usual, can be found in the centre pages. Thank you Fr. Hewko, 
thank you to those who were brave enough to join us and thank you St. Padre Pio for the one 
day of fine weather, right before a snowstorm overtook us! The day went without a hitch.  
Divine Providence and the intercession of the Saints looked after us for the whole day. 
 

30 Years Agoé 
 

25th March 1991 was the day on which Archbishop Lefebvre went to his eternal reward. May 
I take this opportunity to encourage you all to re-read his words and to make an extra effort to 
make them more widely known and read? There can be found the answer to this crisis in the 
Church which is currently affecting the world so badly.  
 

Had it not been for Archbishop Lefebvre none of us would be Traditional or even Catholic of 
any description, the Traditional Mass would have disappeared some fifty-plus years ago, and 
the teaching of the Church consigned to a curiosity of history (assuming of course that the anti
-Christ had not arrived by nowé) Everyone owes a massive debt to him, 
including a great many people who do not even realise it, and no one 
more so than his own sons who have been edging away from him for a 
few years now. He is becoming less and less known at a time where we 
need his example more and more to see us through a deepening crisis in 
the Church and the world. We can expect the SSPX to continue using him 
as a mascot; what they will not do is follow his teaching or example. In a 
few weeks it will be thirty-three years since the consecrations at £c¹ne, 
all four bishops are looking more elderly by the day, but there have been 
and will be no further consecrations. Let us redouble our prayers. 
 

A holy and blessed Easter to one and all, friend and foe alike.  
 

       - The Editor 
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Source: https://thecatacombs.org/showthread.php?tid=529 
 

Communiqu® published by Archbishop Lefebvre and  
Several Other Priests Active in the ñHoly Resistanceò 

 

28 May 1981 
 
Archbishop Lefebvre, Mgr. Ducaud-Bourget, Rev. Dom Gerard, OSB, Rev. Father Eugene, 
OFM Cap. Father Andr®, Father Aulagnier (District Superior of the Society of St. Pius X for 
France), were invited to the Maison Lacordaire, Flavigny, to meet their host, Father Coache. 
They understand and share the distress of many of the faithful at the ñself-destructionò of the 
Church, which is proceeding ever more rapidly and deeply, and the concern of many tradition-
alists over the entrenched ambiguity of Rome. They decided to give some encouragement to 
these troubled souls, to help them remain steadfast in the Faith, to persevere in Tradition with-
out wavering. 
 
For this purpose they make the following Declaration: 
 
1. They remain attached heart and soul to the Catholic, Apostolic and Roman church, to all 
She has taught and defined as part of Revelation, and to everything which, though not yet  
defined, has been consistently taught by the Magisterium, especially regarding the Liturgy of 
the Holy Sacrifice of the Mass and the Sacraments. This is all the more necessary as they   
observe that the so-called progressives, embracing novelties and ecumenical reforms, are   
already for the most part hardly any different from Protestants and are thus no longer Catholic. 
 
2. They remain attached to the See of Peter and to the Successor of Peter, in spite of the     
serious criticisms which can be justly made concerning him, especially for his decision to  
further the work of the Council, which is purely and simply the ñself-destructionò of the 
Church. We must pray that he may be enlightened by the Holy Ghost and return to Tradition, 
which is eternal, and that in all areas. 
 
3. They make the firm resolution to maintain Tradition at all costs, especially in the Liturgy of 
the Mass and the Sacraments, sources of supernatural grace and pledges of their salvation. 
They thus support all institutions and seminaries designed to train true priests to offer the true 
Sacrifice. 
 
4. They encourage and support all traditional forms of religious life, orders and contemplative 
congregations, semi-contemplative, and active congregations of fraternities which make the 
Holy Sacrifice of the immemorial Mass the source of their supernatural life. 
 
5. They hope to see multiplied and developed teaching orders, to give solidly Catholic training 
to young people, based on the Catechism of the Council of Trent and the catechisms which 
derive from it. 
 

Modem catechisms twist the sense of the Faith and lay the foundation for generations of  
Modernists and atheists. It is better for parents to teach their children themselves than to hand 
them over to intellectual, spiritual and moral perversion. 
 

In short, the faithful must be aware that we are living in more subtle and dangerous times of 
persecution against Our Lord Jesus Christ than ever, because, as in the time of Modernism, 
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this persecution takes on misleading appearances and even uses the same Gospel (as for the 
theology of liberation), invoking the órights of Manô and óhuman dignityô and such phrases 
well known among progressivists, socialists and even Marxists (cf. Pius X's Letter on the  
Sillon, 1910). 
 

Everything is geared to the total destruction of Christian institutions and of the reign of Our 
Lord Jesus Christ, especially His social reign, i.e., His laws and the Ten Commandments. 
 

Only by relying on the eternal tradition of the Faith, the Holy Sacrifice of the Mass and the 
Sacraments, on the Catechism of the Council of Trent, on the teaching of St. Thomas Aqui-
nas, on the Rosary and the Spiritual Exercises[/b], can we hold out against the plague of de-
struction which is coming over us. 
 
6. They ask the faithful to gather around priests faithful to Rome and to the Successor of Pe-
ter. These bulwarks of resistance, by their prayers and spirit of penance, will finally succeed 
in touching the Hearts of Jesus and Mary and bring about the end of this dreadful and destruc-
tive time of trial to souls. 
 

They should guard against being led astray by false messages from heaven, false devotions 
such as pentecostalism, which is a work of the devil. Our Lord Himself warns us against these 
seductive movements. 
 

They should commit themselves to Mary, Joseph, the archangels, and angels and to all the 
elect of heaven. They should invoke their guardian angels. They should unite themselves to 
Jesus in the Blessed Sacrament, make frequent acts of adoration, carry out the duties of their 
state in life, observe the Ten Commandments and practise charity on an individual and social 
level. In this way they will receive the graces necessary to get them through this wicked world 
and into heaven. 
 
7. They are in favour of the development of a great Rosary Crusade to storm heaven through 
the Heart of Our Lady, Mother of the Church, Help of Christians and consolation of the Af-
flicted; they invite priests and faithful, with this goal in view, to take whatever initiatives their 
zeal and charity will suggest. 
 
The aforesaid declaration was released to the press on May 28, 1981. It was signed by     
Archbishop Lefebvre and the above-named priests and sums up the fundamental traditionalist 
position. Many priests and laity, organizers of centres and groups, other activities, periodicals, 
etc., were given the opportunity to sign.  

 

Thank you for continuing to support:  
 

ñThe Recusant Mass Fundò 
 

Account No.:  47152560    Sort Code:  30-95-89 
 

IBAN:  GB11LOYD30958947152560  
BIC:  LOYDGB21041 

 

May God Bless Your Generosity! 
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SSPX Continues to Give 
Covid óVaccinesô the Green Light 

 

Readers will recall (see Issue 54, p.18 ff.) Fr. S®l®gnyôs disgraceful article by which the SSPX 
informed the faithful that: ñAs cooperation is only distant, and the reason given is serious 
enough,ò [both highly dubious premises, to put it mildly!] ñit is possible in these cases to use 
such a vaccine.ò The article was published in English on the US District website. It did not 
take very long to find the original in French on the French district website. But it does not end 
there. Let us take a look at what the SSPX elsewhere in the world has been saying. 
 
1. Germany 
 

From our sources in Germany comes a recording of the following, spoken in the pulpit, at 
Mass: 
 

ñOur District Superior has sent out the following announcement for priests to read out to you. 
 

Over the past couple of weeks texts have been doing the rounds which have been causing great 
uncertainty amongst the faithful. Is there any truth in what these texts say, is what they say 
wrong? It is true that one can be sceptical towards new and insufficiently tested vaccines. It is 
however wrong that it is definitely a sin to allow oneself to be vaccinated. The statement that 
one is under no circumstances permitted to allow oneself to be vaccinated, even though one is 
going to lose oneôs dwelling, oneôs job or even oneôs life [!?] cannot be justified from a moral 
theological perspective. Those who continue to make that claim are neglecting the necessary 
distinctions and are basing their position on unproven grounds. In other words, this means that 
in certain circumstances one is allowed to let oneself be vaccinated.  
Stuttgart, 12th February, 2021 
Fr. Stefan Pfluger (District Superior)ò 

 

Note the equivocal language. ñYes, you are allowed to be sceptical...ò - well, thanks very 
much for that permission! How generous! What a pity it doesnôt actually mean anything in 
practice! Whatôs the use in being ñscepticalò if that isnôt allowed to affect or alter how you 
act? You can maintain a sceptical attitude, even as the needle goes into your arm! Great! As 
for ñlosing oneôs life,ò letôs calm down a little, shall we? Weôre not there yet! Though if one 
were offered a straight-up choice between vaccination and death, what better proof that the 
medical authorities and vaccine advocates are acting in bad faith and donôt have your interests 
at heart? Is that what he meant? Or did he perhaps mean ñIf you donôt get vaccinated youôll 
die of covid!ò..? That is just ridiculous.  
 

Notice the focussing on whether or not it is a sin. This is something we really havenôt talked 
about because it is rather missing the point. I know that it would be a sin for me to get the so-
called vaccine, but I can never be sure how much anyone else knows or understands, and 
since it is always possible that someone had the vaccine without realising at all that there was 
anything wrong, it is always possible that many people are committing no sin at all. Hence it 
serves no useful purpose to discuss it. If there are SSPX faithful unaware of any reason for not 
having the vaccine, however, then that most certainly is something which is the fault of priests 
like Fr. Pfluger and will count heavily against them when the time comes. Maybe if the SSPX 
hadnôt dropped the ball, the faithful wouldnôt need to be circulating ñtextsò about the 
ñvaccinesò amongst themselves?  
 

ñIn certain circumstances one is allowed to be vaccinatedò might as well be ñeveryone can get 
the vaccine regardless of your circumstances,ò since that is how it will be taken. We all know 
fallen human nature, and we all know the constant temptations of the world, the flesh and the 
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devil. Peer pressure, societal pressure, human respect and all the rest mean (sadly) that many 
faithful will be looking for an excuse to do something which they suspect may be wrong but 
which they lack the courage to confront. If the SSPX hedges its bets and gives an equivocal 
permission, it doesn't matter how much umm-ing and ah-ing, how many ñwarningsò and 
ñdistinctionsò accompany the permission. Many people will hear only the permission. The rest 
might as well not have been said. ñIn certain circumstances one is allowedò to be vaccinated, 
means, in effect, ñYou can get the vaccine.ò That is all many people will hear.  
 
2. Great Britain 
 

The same is equally true, alas, of Fr. Robert Bruccianiôs   
article in the Jan-Feb issue (p.16) of the British District news-
letter (Ite Missa Est - ñGo Away! Itôs all over!ò), to which we 
alluded last time.   
 

The article almost feels as though it was written by more than 
one person. It has so many negative things to say about these 
so-called covid ñvaccinesò that the conclusion seems to jar 
with the rest of the article. Furthermore, the basis on which 
the conclusion rests, that the modernist Vatican in the days of 
Benedict XVI (that arch-modernist purveyor of liberalism and heresy) gave aborted baby  
vaccines the green light in 2005 is certainly not the sort of thing one would ever have heard 
from the SSPX of yesteryear. Since when did the modernist-occupied Vatican become the last 
word in right and wrong? Furthermore, the document from the Pontifical Academy for Life  in 
2005, to which Fr. Brucciani refers was something spoken of as a significant move away from 
the anti-abortion stand of John Paul II by óconservativeô novus ordo Catholics at the time.  
 

Fr. Bruccianiôs article asks a series of questions as to whether certain ñcircumstancesò pertain, 
the answers to which ought surely to rule out any notion of any of the faithful voluntarily  
receiving the jab. The ñcircumstancesò and ñadditional circumstancesò are as follows [our 
observations are in square brackets]. 
 

ñ1. The illness is grave.   [It isnôt.] 
 

2. There are no alternative vaccines.  [But if the illness isnôt grave, then surely it doesnôt matter 
whether or not there are alternative vaccines available. Covid has a higher survival rate than the flu 
and one doesnôt have to get the flu jab every year - why does one have to have any vaccine at all? 
Why is the unspoken assumption here that one has to have a vaccine of some description?] 
 

3. One has vigorously protested the use of aborted foetal cells.ò  [Any ñprotestò is going to be 
ineffectual at best, no matter how ñvigorousò. What are people supposed to do, write a letter to the 
Times? The most effective ñprotestò is refusing to have the ñvaccineò. If you take that off the table 
by giving people permission who might otherwise have refused, youôve just spiked your own guns...] 

 

Following on immediately from this, some ñadditional circumstancesò are listed as: 
 

ñ4. Governments, media and multinational corporates are working hard to establish a   
fundamentally anti-Christian New World Order with the culture of death at its heart. The 
global imposition of an abortion-tainted vaccine is part of this work.   [Well said. Quite true. 
Given which, it is all the more surprising that you are about to give permission to go along with 
their agenda, bow to their pressure, and thus undermine resistance to their nefarious plans.]  
 

5. A rapid development of a vaccine increases the risk of adverse side-effects.   [...but we 
can go ahead and get it anyway? Or only the elderly and vulnerable? Again, this doesnôt make 
sense. What you say is true. So why the permission at the end of the article?] 
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6. There may be onerous penalties imposed on those who refuse the vaccine such as     
dismissal from work or even the removal of children by the authorities.ò [ñThere may beò..? 
Are there, in fact, at this moment in time? And if such penalties appear in the future, how about say-
ing that you donôt want to condemn too harshly anyone who gives in, but that you urge everyone to 
stand strong and do whatôs right regardless of the penalties, and then leave it at that?  But no.   
Indeed, this all sounds a little familiar - perhaps Fr. Brucciani and Fr. Pfluger both received the 
same memo from Menzingen? Let us say again: if these people are prepared to go to such lengths, 
doesnôt that tell us something? And what kind of a wimpy spirit is this, telling people to get ready to 
give in, when itôs still voluntary and the penalties described above havenôt even begun yet! Why 
couldnôt the SSPX simply say ñWe urge everyone to resist the pressure to be vaccinated for as long 
as they are ableòé?  
 

If you think that sounds like a lot of equivocation and double-talk, youôre not wrong. The  
conclusion which follows is this: 
 

ñIn light of these concrete circumstances, the vaccine developed from aborted foetal cells 
might be received without sin (a) by a member of the vulnerable group when no alterna-
tive vaccine is available and after protest or (b) if the penalty for refusing the vaccine is so 
onerous as to threaten personal or family livelihood and after protest.ò 

 

Notice it is about whether the vaccine can be ñreceived without sinò - wrong focus. People 
can do truly awful things without sin if they are sufficiently ignorant. Whether and to what 
degree one commits a sin is not the question. The question ought to be ñShould I, ought I to 
get the vaccine, Father?ò And the answer is simple. ñNo. Do everything you can to avoid get-
ting it. If they come after us and start persecuting us, well, weôll cross that bridge when we 
come to it. But at the moment itôs still voluntary, so no.ò How hard is that to tell people?  
 

As to point a), anyone who has seen friends, family, work colleagues et al getting the jab will 
know that ñvulnerable groupò is an alarmingly elastic category. Rather like ñessential workerò 
anyone can contrive to claim that they fall into that category. Do you visit grandma every 
week? Well then, you need to get the vaccine! And if it only meant elderly or very ill people 
themselves, then surely that is all the more reason not to inject them with an untested new 
technology with potentially serious side-effects,  made with the ñfruitsò of murder of the inno-
cent unborn babies and which is being pushed onto us on the basis of a lie by people who 
want there to be fewer of us alive on the face of the earth. 
 

As to point b), if you cause everyone to give in when there are no penalties, or only very light 
ones, then you in effect hasten our defeat and are helping to bring about the day when there   
is no longer any opposition and the ñonerous penaltiesò can begin in earnest. As to oneôs live-
lihood, remember that everything you have God gave you. You didnôt really earn it. You 
ought to be prepared to give it all back to Him. Do you really think He will let you starve? 
Does He really want you to participate in something you regard as wrong just so that you can 
keep your measly paycheck? That somehow doesnôt sound right.  
 
The most startling thing about the Ite Missa Est take on whether you can get the jab, is that 
the very same article points out that it is untested and potentially harmful, and that its rollout 
is part of a sinister New World Order agenda being imposed on us from above - but they still 
say that you can have it! In some ways this is less excusable than Fr. Robinson or Fr. Pfluger 
telling people they can have the vaccine. If you already know how bad it is and whatôs really 
going on and yet you still say that itôs OK for people to get the jab, there must be some     
serious pressure going on behind the scenes. Who knows.  
 

And once again, human nature is always to push the limits of what is acceptable, what we can 
get away with. Many faithful will be seeking an excuse to give in and get the jab; more will 
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do so when inconveniences or penalties, however light, start to be felt. They will be looking 
for an excuse, looking for a perceived permission. You can dress up your permission with 
words like ñifò and ñmightò and ñmayò and ñprotestò but in the end there is only one word 
which many people will hear: ñyesò.  
 
3. The Superior General 
 

Dated Feb. 2021, the letter opens with the following words: 
 

ñCurrently, we are living in an unusual, almost unprecedented moment in history, due to 
the coronavirus crisis and all its repercussions. As in such a situation, a thousand questions 
arise, to which there would be a thousand answers, or more. It would be utopian to pretend 
to provide a solution to each problem in particular, and that is not the purpose of these few 
considerations.ò 

 

ñThereôs lots of questions..ò means: óWe could give you a better understanding, but we wonôt 
because weôre afraid of being labelled conspiracy theorists.ô Can you instinctively feel whatôs 
coming next?  
 

ñRather, we would like to analyse here a danger that is more serious, in a certain sense, 
than all the evils that currently afflict humanity:ò 

 

More serious than having world communism imposed on us based on a lie? What could it be!? 
Could it be the danger of twisting Sacred Scripture to fit oneôs own pet ñtheoriesò perhaps? Of 
course not. Think back to what Fr. Robinson was saying about covid lockdowns a few months 
ago, and you might get it. Thatôs right. Thatôs whatôs coming. Fr. Pagliarani is about to copy 
Fr. Paul Robinsonôs homework. Cut away the fluff and that is what he says. 
 
ñFears that are too human 
First of all, there is the fear of the epidemic, as such.  é Then there is the spectre of the 
economic crisis. é To all this is finally added the dread of the loss of individual liberties, 
which men have enjoyed until now. é Let us only say that their common basis is funda-
mentally natural, purely humanéò 

 

Did I imagine the state forcibly shutting the churches and forbidding the public celebration of 
Mass backed by force of the law? What is ñpurely humanò supposed to mean in this context..?  
He continues: 
 
ñHowever, if we analyse this fear and the behaviour it provokes in depth, we paradoxically 
find subterfuges similar to those used by the pagans of ancient times to explain any      
phenomenon that escaped them. That ancient world, certainly cultivated, civilised and  
organised, but unfortunately ignorant of the Truth, resorted to monsters, gods of all kinds, 
and above all to crude myths, to portray what it could not understand. Today, we are    
witnessing similar reactions: in the face of fear, in the face of the uncertainty of the future, 
a whole series of explanations is born, going in all directions, systematically contradictory 
to each other, and intermingled to no end.ò 

 

Soé let me get this straight. People who are ñafraidò because of whatôs going on right now 
(which means, one supposes, those wicked evil conspiracy theorists) are like the pre-Christian 
pagans? Weôre just inventing imaginary monsters and crude myths, is that right?  
 

ñTheir inconsistency is evident by the fact that they are continually superseded, in the 
space of a few hours or a few weeks, by explanations that are more in demand, more   
refined, seemingly more convincing, but not necessarily truer.ò 

 

This is obviously a gross exaggeration, but letôs give it to him, for argumentôs sake. Hereôs a 
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thought - perhaps if we werenôt continually being lied to by the media and government, there 
would be no market for these ñcontradictory explanationsò? And obviously some of the things 
one sees on the internet about the covid lockdown conspiracy are just crazy. But are they all? 
Does that mean we should just accept the lie? Perhaps that is not what Fr. Pagliarani is trying 
to say, but if heôs not trying to say that we should just all accept it, then heôs doing a very bad 
job at presenting his thinking clearly!  
 

ñWe are faced with genuine myths, where real elements are mixed with fictitious stories, 
without being able to grasp their limits. And we see a great yearning being born for some 
miraculous solution, a utopian solution, capable of suddenly dispelling the thick fog and 
resolving all our problems.ò 

 

Hold on a moment! Maybe this is a clever ruse. Maybe what he really means is that the covid 
ñpandemicò is the myth? Maybe the ñmiraculous solutionò to which he refers is the vaccine? 
 

ñIt is a bit like the ancient cry of confusion, anguish and despair that reappears, after two 
thousand years, in a humanity that has become pagan again.ò 

 

Thereôs that comparison again. 
 

ñAnd it could not be otherwise: it brings out, for those who can see, how this godless   
humanity is helpless and doomed to madness. Above all, it is remarkable that modern man 
who has lost his faith, and therefore no longer believes, is by the same token willing to 
believe everything without real discernment.ò 
 

Yes, one notices that quite a bit. People who like to think of themselves as intelligent ñcritical 
thinkersò and who would never believe in the Resurrection, for instance, nevertheless fall for 
fairy stories about billions of years just because the mainstream media and some men with 
fancy titles (who refer to themselves collectively as ñscienceò) say so. It is indeed remarkable.  
 

ñBut as far as we are concerned, are we sure that we are completely immune to this spirit?ò 
 

Good point. Maybe someone should write to him about Fr. Paul Robinson? He must not be 
aware of what that priest has been going about teaching for the past three years.  
 

ñOf course, the three fears we have just mentioned are understandable, and even legitimate 
to a certain extent. What is not legitimate is to let these fears prevent and stifle any super-
natural considerations, and above all compromise the possibility of benefiting from this 
ordeal.ò 

 

ñBenefitting from the ordealò is where this definitely begins to sound like those truly awful 
videos put out by the SSPXôs US district. Their message was all about how we should simply 
roll over and accept the New World Order because we can benefit spiritually from lockdown, 
etc. Now, of course, the second part is true - we can benefit spiritually from it. But the fallacy 
is in saying that therefore it is not an evil and we ought not to try to change the situation.  
 

ñAfter all, let us never forget that we only remain in reality and in truth if we look at this 
situation through the eyes of our faith: Nothing escapes God and His Divine Providence. It 
is certain that, above and beyond the contingencies that strike us, God has a precise plan.ò 
 

True. Godôs plan includes, for example, allowing the anti-Christ to rule the world for three-
and-a-half years, as the Fathers of the Church tell us (cf. Daniel - that he will rule ñfor a time 
and times and half a timeò = a year plus two years plus half a year). That doesnôt mean that we 
welcome his reign or accept that it has to happen right now, or that we wonôt fight against it 
and try to bring about the reign of Christ the King instead. Godôs plan also included allowing 
England to fall to the Protestant so-called ñReformationò. But look how many Saints and mar-
tyrs fought to prevent that from happening and to turn things back to the way they should be. 
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More concretely, what would Our Blessed Lord tell us é óAm I not the master of life and 
death? Do you think a virus can exist without Me? That governments can make laws with-
out Me being the supreme master? Tell me: what is the worst thing that can happen to 
you, during this storm, if I am with you in the boat?ô ò 

 

The worst thing that could happen to us, arguably, is that we give in to human respect, that we 
go along to get along and stop putting the Faith and the rights of Christ the King first. Surely 
the worst thing to befall us is not merely the dethroning of Christ the King, but that we are 
complicit in it by our silence and lack of action.  
 

What we must all object to strenuously is not so much the ñDonôt worry, Jesus is still in 
chargeò spiel, but more the fact that Fr. Pagliarani appears to be using that as an excuse for 
not opposing the evil before us. It is, as we have mentioned before, a charter for the indolent. 
ñGod is in charge, so donôt bother doing anything.ò There is a fairly obvious flaw in that line 
of reasoning! Pray as though the outcome depends on God, but work as though the outcome 
depends on you, St. Augustine tells us.  
 

ñ...are we really looking at things through the eyes of our faith, which allow us to interpret 
every event of our daily life under the light of faith? é Are the eternal answers that our 
Catholic faith offers us sufficient? Or do we feel the need to dilute them with those     
continuously updated answers that we can find on the internet?ò  

 

There we have it folks! It might have been written by Fr. Paul Robinson or even Fr. Yves Le 
Roux in 2013. Donôt listen to those rumours and conspiracy theories on the internet, go back 
to sleep. Forget about whatôs going on out there, just be óspiritual.ô Otherwise, if you insist 
that thereôs some sort of conspiracy or something bad going on, youôre just not seeing things 
ñthrough the eyes of our faithò. Imagine being the sort of person to fall for that, imagine being 
this lobotomised. Clearly Leo XIII who wrote an  entire encyclical against Freemasonry and 
Pius IX who tried to get the secret masonic document ñAlta Vendittaò published as widely as 
possible, and all the other anti-masonic Popes who warned us of a well-organised long-term 
conspiracy to overthrow Christian civilisation, clearly they all must have been lacking faith. 
Perhaps tey just werenôt able to see things through the eyes of faith? Clearly the ñeternal   
answersò werenôt sufficient for them so they had to ñdilute themò with their conspiracy     
theories and ñupdatesò about the activities of the lodge..!  
 

ñAs the months have gone by, has our confidence in Our Lord Jesus Christ increased? Or 
have they contributed to our self-withdrawal and our sense of hopelessness?ò 
 

Wrong questions. Has our confidence in the SSPX increased? Is it perhaps the realisation that 
we canôt rely on the SSPX any longer that has contributed to the hopelessness many now feel? 
 

ñSo as for us, let us not lose hope, which is based neither on our efforts or abilities, nor on 
our analyses ï however pertinent they may be ï but on the infinite merits of Our Lord 
Jesus Christ.  

 

Strictly speaking, yes, our ñhopeò is in Our Lord. However what is being implied throughout 
this letter is more than just that and is in fact the fallacy of false dichotomy or bifurcation (see 
p.19). Finding out the truth, via the internet, about what is happening to the world right now 
and placing oneôs hope in Our Lord are not two alternatives, they are not mutually exclusive. 
You can do both. Itôs almost as though Fr. Pagliarani believes the fake media narrative about 
there being a ñpandemicò or ñepidemicò and wants you to believe it too... 
 

ñThis is the genuine way out of the present crisis, without waiting for the end of the    
epidemic!ò 
 

Oh. 
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Darwin - Eugenics - Abortion - Vaccines 
 

Who is behind the Oxford AstraZeneca ócovid vaccineô? Not requiring the cold storage of 
the Pfizer and Moderna óvaccines,ô the AstraZeneca vaccine is being aimed at the third world. 
Though touted as ónot for profit,ô patents and royalties for this vaccine are held by  private 
company óVaccitech,ô financed by both óGoogle Venturesô and the óWellcome Trust,ô as 
well as the UK government, all of whom stand to make profits from the vaccineôs rollout. The 
laboratory which developed the vaccine in Oxford is the Jenner Institute, set up in 1995 by 
Glaxo SmithKline and the UK government and headed since 2005 by one Adrian Hill. Prior 
to that appointment, Hill held a senior position at the Wellcome Trustôs Centre for Human 
Genetics and still leads a at Wellcome Trust research group. 
 

The Wellcome Trust was foudned in 1936 with money from 
Henry Wellcome, the founder of the company that later became 
Glaxo SmithKline. Wellcome Trust is also the archivist for 
what used to be called the Eugenics Society until it rebranded 
itself as the Galton Institute (after the man who founded the 
Eugenics Society, Francis Galton). From their website: 
 

ñUnder the will of Dr. Marie Stopes the Eugenics Society 
was left her birth control clinic, books from her library and 
certain emoluments.ò  

(See: https://wellcomecollection.org/works/w4v5xdrn) 
 

While many websites (including, of course, Wikipedia) introduce 
Francis Galton euphemistically as a ñVictorian polymath,ò the 
English Heritage website has the following to say: 

 

ñHe is best known for coining the term óeugenicsô, which he described as óthe science 
which deals with all influences which improve the inborn qualities of a race; also with 
those which develop them to the utmost advantageô. This, and his wider racist views, 
make him an intensely controversial figure.ò  

(See: www.english-heritage.org.uk/visit/blue-plaques/francis-galton/) 
 

ñIn an effort to reach a wider audience, Galton worked on a novel 
entitled Kantsaywhere from May until December 1910. The novel 
described a utopia organised by a eugenic religion, designed to 
breed fitter and smarter humans.ò 

(See: en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Francis_Galton#Final_years) 
 

Francis Galton was the half-cousin of Charles Darwin. A later descendent 
of both Charles Darwin and Francis Galton, a Mr. Charles Galton Darwin  
published a book  in 1953, entitled ñThe Next Million Yearsò which     
contains ideas similar to those of Francis Galton.  
 

The archivist of the Galton Institute, David J Galton (Wikipedia claims is he is ñno relationò 
to Francis Galton) is also the author of a book entitled ñEugenics: the future of human life in 
the 21st Centuryò - a fairly self explanatory title! - whilst 
the Wellcome Trust itself recently funded a seminar and 
paper which argues that eugenics is a good policy as 
long as it isnôt coercive, whose author, Jennie Bristow, 
happens also to be the editor of Abortion Review, the 
publication of the abortion provider British Pregnancy 
Advisory Service (BPAS).  
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Wellcome Trust and the Galton Institute are not the only ones with highly dubious creden-
tials and a past they would rather hide. Another example is Engender Health an American 
organisation which has partnered with the Bill & Melinda Gates Foundation more than once 
in recent years on what is referred to euphemistically as ówomenôs reproductive health issuesô 
in the third world (in reality: pushing abortion, contraception and sterilisation to help reduce 
the number of people living in poor countries). As with óGalton Institute,ô the name óEngender 
Healthô is the product of rebranding, the organisation having begun life as The Sterilization 
League for Human Betterment in the days when that sort of thing was still órespectable,ô 
before ideas such as eugenics and sterilising everyone, etc. were given a bad name following 
the end of the Second World War: 
 

ñThe organization was founded in 1937 as the Sterilization League of New Jersey (SLNJ) 
then renamed to Sterilization League For Human Betterment in 1943ò 
     (See: https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/EngenderHealth) 

 

For further information, please see:  
https://archive.org/details/webb-oxford (video) 
https://principia-scientific.com/astrazeneca-company-tied-to-uk-eugenics-movement/ (article) 
 
 
 

Custom Made Catholic Statues 
 

Very fine Catholic handmade artwork, made to order, by contacting the  
artist directly. Pictured below are some recent examples. 
 
 
CONTACT: 
 Jesse Lezama 
 jesselezama@gmail.com 

 
TYPICAL PRICE: 
Ã110 for a large (17 in.) 
statue. 
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For a fuller explanation, please see the excellent video by Dr. Jason Lisle:  ñEvolution and 
Logical Fallaciesò - https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=5K-Q6mbEMYc 
 

Logical Fallacies of Evolutionists 
 

Like Mathematics, logic is a science, it is the study of correct and incorrect reasoning and as 
with mathematics, using logic, one can arrive at certainties which one can know to be true. A 
logical fallacy is not a false conclusion, it is a fault in the process of reasoning which leads to 
a false conclusion.  
 

Studying the physical sciences, it seems, it no guarantee that one has any kind of a firm grasp 
of logic. Here is a selection of some of the more common fallacies to be often found amongst 
believers in evolution.   
 

The Fallacy of Reification. This is when one treats a thing as 
though it were a person. For instance: ñScience says/declares/tells 
uséò - no, science is not a person and therefore ñscienceò does not 
say anything. Scientists say things. Spot the difference: not quite the 
same is it? Scientists are, after all, only human like the rest of us. 
Likewise, the ñfossil record,ò  carbon dating,  comparative anatomy 
or whatever else, donôt actually tell us anythingé the men who refer 
to those things and cite them as evidence are the ones telling us 
things, but those men are prone to misinterpreting the  evidence, as 
well as being subject to the same human weaknesses (envy, pride, human respect, laziness 
and so forth) as the rest of us. Even the word ñevidenceò is used in this fallacious way. 
ñEvidence sayséò - in fact, no, the evidence does not do any talking, it does not say any-
thing. You, the scientist, the evolutionist, the one who is interpreting the evidence, you are the 
one who says (whatever it is). ñCreationists say this, but science says that...ò - spot the differ-
ence! Why is it ñscienceò and not ñscientistsò..?  
 

The Fallacy of Equivocation. This is where the meaning of a word is shifted during the 
course of the argument. I gather it is also known as ñbait and switchò in North American  
English. It is very common amongst evolutionists, some of whom donôt even seem to realise 
that they are committing it. The most obvious example is the very word óevolutionô itself. The 
textbook will say: ñWe see evolution around us all the time,ò and will point to how new and 
different breeds of dog can be produced; or how certain animals or species can become     
extinct. That kind of ñevolutionò is what we see, yes. The first is sometimes called ñmicro 
evolutionò but in reality it is just lots of variety within the gene pool; the second thing is just 
extinction, something which results in less variety and not more, it involves a loss and not a 
gain. Then there is the other sort of ñevolutionò - where rocks and water somehow become a 
ñprimordial soupò and organic matter appears from inorganic matter, or where amoebas turn 
into fish, fish into land animals, reptiles into birds and monkeys into humans. Clearly that is 
not the same thing at all, but it is given the same name. The first ñevolutionò is then used to, 
as it were, ñproveò the second one.  
 

Another example is the word óscience.ô An evolutionist will say: ñYou believe in science, 
donôt you? Well evolution is science, so you should believe in evolution.ò Even if we take for 
granted the modern habit that ñscienceò really means the physical sciences, the ñscienceò 
which we believe in means the tools God has given us to learn more about the physical attrib-
utes of His creation, the method or procedure, or what-have-you. On the other hand, evolution 
is only ñscienceò in the sense that it is one particular model of origins (and not a very good 
one at that) - not the same thing. Add to that the fallacy of  reification (see above) and you 
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have two fallacies in one - ñHow can you not believe in  
evolution when science has declared it to be true.ò It sounds 
and looks ridiculous in the cold light of day, and yet this 
kind of talk is common because, on most people, it works.  
 

ñEvolution is a theory, just like gravity is a theory, and you 
believe in gravity donôt you?ò - gravity is a scientific theory, 
meaning it is supported by evidence and experiment. Evolu-
tion is only a ñtheoryò in the commonplace meaning of the 
word, an idea, a supposition. 
 

The way in which textbooks talk of evolutionary change as happening through ñbeneficial 
mutationsò is another example of this fallacy. ñHereôs a picture of a fruit fly with curly wings, 
or a cow with five legs...mutations such as these are harmful, but it is the good mutations 
which make evolution happen.ò So why donôt you  present us with evidence of ñgood muta-
tionsò? Could it be because there arenôt any, because it doesnôt happen? All the mutations we 
know about involve already existing genetic information being misplaced or scrambled (for 
instance, the cowôs fifth leg is still a cow leg; the fruit flyôs curly wings are still fly wings) - 
whereas the mythical ñmutationsò required by evolution, the ones which nobody has ever 
seen, are ñmutationsò involving the sudden and unaccountable appearance of new, additional 
genetic information which was not previously there. In effect, the ñmutationsò required for 
evolution are something quite different and therefore ought not to be given the same name, 
and there is no evidence that any such thing has ever taken place. 
 

The Fallacy of Affirming the Consequent. This is when one says ñIf A then B ...B, therefore 
A.ò  For instance, ñIf it is raining, the grass will be wet. The grass is wet, therefore it must be 
raining.ò What if somebody turned on the sprinklers, or some kids have just had a water fight, 
or someone was washing his car? ñIf evolution were true, weôd expect to see lots of fossils in 
layers, and similarities in the anatomy of different animals. We do see those things, therefore 
evolution must be true.ò Hold on a moment - what about other possible explanations, such as a 
worldwide flood and a common designer? Incorrect theories can make correct predictions - 
even if the ñpredictionò is true (and letôs leave to one side whether it is really a prediction if 
you already know it!), that still does not prove that the theory is true.  
 

The Fallacy of Denying the Antecedent. As above, only in a negative form. ñIf itôs raining 
the grass will be wet. Itôs not raining, therefore the grass must not be wet.ò If A is true then B 
is true. Very well. But if A is not true, B might still nevertheless be true, for all we know. ñIf 
dinosaurs and humans were found in the same rock layers, it would prove that they were alive 
at the same time. They are not found in the same rock layers, therefore they did not live at the 
same time.ò The first half is true, the second a fallacy. Just because you havenôt found humans 
and dinosaurs in the same rock layers, that doesnôt prove that they didnôt live at the same time.  
 

The Fallacy of False Dichotomy. Sometimes known as ñfalse dilemmaò or ñbifurcation,ò this 
consists of presenting two (and only two) options or possibilities when that is not the case. 
ñEither there are laws governing nature, or God works miracles.ò Why arenôt both possible? 
ñYou believe what your Church teaches, but I follow my reason!ò Actually, I believe and  
follow both, and arguably one cannot be being fully rational if one rejects the existence of the 
God who made everything. Almost without fail, the evolutionist commits this fallacy every 
time he talks about ñscience versus religion.ò ñWhich do you believe, science or the teachings 
of your religion?ò Both, in fact. The same is true of both the title and the concept of Fr. Paul 
Robinsonôs book, implying that there is a tension between ñscienceò and ñreligionò pulling in     
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opposite directions, which can only be avoided by steering a ñrealistò path between the two. If 
anyone is tempted to doubt that, let him carefully consider what is being implied by Fr. Robin-
sonôs words when he says that the creationist view ñmakes science an enemy of reason.ò 
 

The óNo True Scotsmanô Fallacy. This is a form of circular reasoning, whereby one makes a 
universal statement and then eliminates or disqualifies the evidence which disproves it. It 
tends to go something like this: ñAll serious scientists believe in evolution.ò Or, ñno serious 
scientist has a problem withéò When you point out a scientist who does not agree with evolu-
tion (or global warming, or whatever it might beé) you will be told that that scientist is not a 
serious scientist. Why isnôt he a ñseriousò scientist, you might enquire? Well, the answer 
would be, for one thing, he believes the earth is 6,000 years old - how can anyone take some-
one like that seriously! No serious science journal would accept a paper from a creationist. All 
the leading academics agree that... (insert contentious statement here!). Itôs so obvious. And 
yet they do it all the time, so one can only suppose that many people are nevertheless taken in 
by it.  
 

Begging the Question. This is another form of circular reasoning, where the conclusion of an 
argument is already embedded into one of the premises. In a fallacy of this sort, the error lies 
in the underlining assumption which is there from the start. ñHow do I know that evolution is 
true? Because itôs a fact!ò That one is a bit obvious. Hereôs another, slightly more subtle    
example: ñCreationists are wrong because the geological column shows that the earth is     
billions of years old and the fossil record shows how life evolved.ò The very existence of such 
a thing as the ñgeological columnò outside the textbooks is one of the main things young earth 
creationists dispute. The same goes for the ñfossil record.ò Yes, there are fossils, but they 
donôt form a ñrecord.ò The fossils are a fact, the ñrecordò is a matter of interpretation, nothing 
more. We say instead that the layers of rock and the fossils were deposited all in one go and 
are evidence of a worldwide flood. Saying that we are wrong about the fossil record because 
of the fossil record (which is in effect what almost all ñbillions-of-yearsò exponent say, Fr. 
Robinson included) is, when you stop to think about it, not very intelligent and not really very 
helpful either. Appealing to the very thing under dispute solves nothing, but is the essence of   
begging the question. 
 

Fr. Paul Robinson seems to be prone to this particular fallacy. In saying that we 
ñBiblicistsò (his own made-up word) are wrong because we ñmake science an enemy of    
reason,ò he assumes two things: first that evolutionary timescales are synonymous with     
science, and second that reason is on the side of this so-called ñscienceò - even though this is 
appealing to the very thing at issue (we maintain that those ideas are irrational and donôt count 
as ñscienceò!). He commits the same fallacy when he says that the Genesis account of creation 
canôt be taken as reliable because it would mean that God was deliberately choosing ñto    
deceive our minds by creating a world in an instant that appears to have developed over long 
periods of time.ò (See Recusant 46, p.45). Notice that his argument assumes that the world 
really does appear to have developed over long periods of time, although again, that is precise-
ly the very thing which is disputed.  
 

The Complex Question. The classic example is: ñAre you still beating your wife?ò Either yes 
or no might lead to a false conclusion. The reason it is called ñcomplexò is because it is one 
question which really ought to be divided into two. ñDid you ever beat your wife and if so, do 
you still do it?ò Likewise, ñWhy are you creationists against science?ò ñWhich of the contra-
dictory accounts in the Bible do you accept?ò and so forth.  
 

The ñAd Hominemò Fallacy from its name in Latin, the ñargumentum ad hominemò (ñan 
argument directed at a person,ò and not at the words, ideas or reasoning which that person 
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puts forth and represents, in other words). This is similar to the idea of shooting the messenger 
who brings bad news: the character of the person is attacked in order to discredit what they are 
saying. ñI met him once, he's a really horrible person, so I wouldnôt listen to anything he says.ò 
That may be true, he might be the most anti-social, mean spirited man ever to have lived,    
perhaps he has bad breath and doesnôt wash his socks, but that still doesnôt mean he hasnôt got 
a really good, water-tight argument in spite of his personal failings.  
 

This fallacy is, in the experience of this writer, alarmingly common amongst Traditional   
Catholics. One of the signs to look out for is a failure to quote at length from the person in 
question and show why they are wrong by using their own words. Ask yourself: does the one 
doing the attacking engage with the actual argument as laid out by his opponent? Or am I being 
invited to focus on the imagined (or even true) faults or failings of his opponent, rather than 
such facts as are both undeniable and relevant, such as their words on a given subject or their 
actions in a given dispute?  
 

The Fallacy of the Irrelevant Thesis. This is where the information provided is true but    
irrelevant. A thing can be true and yet still provide no kind of explanation. For instance,     
imagine telling an eager news reporter: ñHow come I am the only survivor of a horrific plane 
crash in which every single other person died? Because otherwise I wouldnôt be here to tell 
you all about it.ò That may be true, but it is irrelevant: it doesnôt answer the original question. 
ñWhy do living creatures have complex parts which function together so perfectly? Because if 
they didnôt they would have died off.ò That may be true - yes, they would have died off - but it 
still doesnôt answer the question: ówhy?ô  
 

The Appeal to Ignorance. This is when something is claimed simply on the basis that no one 
has proved it false. ñThere must be life in outer space. No one has ever proved that there isnôt.ò 
If someone has not disproved a claim, that does not mean that the claim is true. Appeals to 
ignorance are reversible: one might equally say, ñThere is no life in outer space. No one has 
ever proved that there is.ò   
 

The Appeal to Authority. ñLook at all these fancy scientists, Doctors, Professors, T.V.     
personalities, who all believe in Evolution, Big Bang and billions of yearséò God is the only 
authority (and by extension, Sacred Scripture and His Church) to whom one can appeal with-
out it being a fallacy. Those scientists with the fancy letters after their names and the lengthy 
biographies on Wikipedia donôt even claim to be infallible. They can be wrong. ñTrust me, Iôm 
a doctor!ò was always a terrible argument, but it is perhaps the thing which is the most effec-
tive on the majority of people. 
 

The Straw Man Fallacy. The one 
everyone  always remembers: mis-
representing your opponent, refuting 
the things you wish heôd said but 
didnôt. For example, do we creation-
ists really think and claim that God 
deliberately deceives everyone by 
creating the world with evidence of 
an old earth built into it because he 
wants us all to mistrust our reason? 
No..? And yet that is what Fr. Paul 
Robinson says of us. He also points 
out that that is not a Catholic atti-
tude, to which we reply: ñTrue, but 
irrelevantò (see above).  
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January 
2021: 

 

visit of 
 

Fr Hewko 

 

December 2020 
 

Fr Rafael Arizaga OSB 
 

visits 
 

London, Kent & Suffolk 

London - Benediction 
& Adoration of the 
Blessed Sacrament  
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London: 
Enrolments in the 
Brown Scapular 

Wem, Shropshire 
...blessing of religious articles. 
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...Peterborough... 

...Kent... 
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...more blessings of religious articles. 
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Sat. 23rd January, 
2021: 

 

Resistance  
Pilgrimage 

 

TO 
 

GLASTONBURY 

...an ñillegalò outdoor Mass... 

The Glastonbury Thorn 
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Fr Hewko evangelises the locals... 
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Deo Gratias! 
 ...thankyou Fr 
Hewko. And 
thankyou Padre 
Pio for beautiful 
weather!  
(...within 24hrs it 
had turned into a 
snow storm!) ð> 

...the remains of Glastonbury Abbey... 

Glastonbury Tor 


