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FROM THE DESK OF THE EDITOR: 
 

Dear Reader, 
 

The SSPX has a problem with bishops. We 
have pointed it out before, in these pages, 
but it came on fairly suddenly. Word 
reaches us that Bishop Alfonso de Galar-
etta is not well and effectively out-of-
action and with Tissier gone that leaves 
only Bishop Fellay. This time last year, the 
original four bishops consecrated by Arch-
bishop Lefebvre in 1988 were still alive. 
Now two of them are dead and one is un-
well and unable to function. Two years 
ago, the SSPX had three bishops plus one 
conciliar bishop (Vitus Huonder, whom 
they had already begun to use to consecrate 
holy oils and do confirmations in their 
chapels). Now there is only Bishop Fellay 
on whom they can rely, it seems. Will he 
be consecrating  new  bishops for the 
SSPX? Donôt hold your breath. That would 
take courage, courage which neither he nor 
anyone else in todayôs SSPX has. The 

Inside: 
 

 

¶ Fake Resistance Lavender    
Mafia (Catholic Trumpet) 

 

¶ Mary Cause of Our Joy,  
Summer 2025 (Fr Hewko) 

 

¶ Fr Paul Robinson: óItôs all  
valid! Trust us!ô (Analysis) 

 

¶ ñDoubt and Confusion:  
the New óCanonizationsôò 
(John Vennari) 

 

¶ Is John Henry Newman a Saint 
and Doctor of the Church?  

 

¶ Part 1: Modern ñCanonisationsò 
 

¶ Part 2: Problems with Newman 

www.TheRecusant.com 

The Recusant 
 

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

ñThe truly Catholic press is altogether Catholic, that is to say, it defends 
Catholic doctrine in all its principles and applications; it opposes all    
false teaching (known as such) always and entirely, opposita per          
diametrum [diametrically opposed], as St Ignatius says in that golden 
book of his exercises. Arrayed with unceasing vigilance against error, it 
places itself on the frontier, always face-to-face with the enemy. It never 
bivouacs with the hostile forces, as the compromising press loves to do. 
Its opposition is definite and determined; it is not simply opposed to     
certain undeniable manoeuvres of the foe, letting others escape its        
vigilance, but watches, guards, and resists at every point.ò 
 

   - Liberalism is a Sin, p.140 
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more time passes, the more we ought to be able to appre-
ciate just what Archbishop Lefebvre did for us: there is 
none alive today who even comes close to him in stature.  
 

As it happens, the SSPX recently released another Fr. Paul 
Robinson and Andrew video on their youtube channel. 
This time they are not pushing billions of years, nor why 
we all need to avoid conspiracy theories and get the latest 
vaccine. No, this time they are defending the validity of 
Novus Ordo holy orders and why the new SSPX views 
conditional ordination as hardly ever necessary. 
 

Why they should wish to propagandise the faithful with 
this particular issue right now is anyoneôs guess, but many 
are suspicious and with good cause. Is it that they are 
about to ask Rome for new bishops? Or is it just another 
symptom of their eagerness to avoid offending their new-
found friends, the conciliar bishops? Just like the gradual 
disappearance of sermons and articles condemning the 
New Mass; just like their acceptance of Ecclesia Dei / 
Indult priests; just like their acceptance of the new code of 
canon law, and much else besides. Perhaps it is both.  
 

These pages have long waged war and will continue to wage war against the crazy, dangerous 
and un-Catholic idea that all that matters is validity, that valid sacraments are everything and 
that a priestôs teaching, his doctrine, his public profession of the Faith take a back seat just as 
long as his sacraments are valid. Clearly, validity is not all that matters, nor is it even the 
thing which matters most. But does that mean that it doesnôt matter at all? Of course not. 
Hence the reader will find in these pages an article dealing with the Fr. Robinson interview 
(p.10) and the question of novus ordo holy orders.  
 

ñHow can a valid Mass displease God?  
Even a sacrilegious Mass celebrated by an apostate priest to mock Christ can be valid.     
It is however evident that it offends God, and it would not be permitted to take part in it. 
In the same way, the Mass of a Greek Schismatic (valid and celebrated according a       
venerable rite) displeases God insofar as it is celebrated in opposition to Rome and to the 
unique Church of Christ.ò 

(Catechism of the Crisis in the Church by Fr. Mattias Gaudron SSPX, Angelus Press) 
 

ñIt must be understood immediately that we do not hold to the absurd idea that if the New 
Mass is valid, we are then free to assist at it. The Church has always forbidden the faithful 
to assist at the Masses of heretics and schismatics, even when they are valid. It is clear that 
no one can assist at sacrilegious Masses or at Masses which endanger our Faith.ò  

(Archbishop Lefebvre, 08/11/1979)  
 

The other thing which these pages carry is a lengthy article (p.30) which deals with the   
question of conciliar canonisations, and Cardinal Newman in particular. The conciliar church 
are about to make him a ñDoctorò of their Vatican II church, but is he even really a Saint? 
The evidence, it seems, is very heavily against it. It is quite a large topic to deal with and one 
that deserves being looked at properly, so I hope the reader will forgive if this time around, 
little space has been left for anything else, including the usual sermon by Archbishop 
Lefebvre. As always, however, he is never very far away in these pages and, I hope, his   
guidance can still be felt, even when we are not quoting from him directly.  
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A stained-glass window in the Vendee, 
France. óMesse en Campagneô reads the 
caption, óMass in the countryside.ô But 
hold on, why didnôt they just go to the 
ócertainly validô Masses in the churches? 
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The SSPX pushing total acceptance of conciliar holy orders, and the conciliar church pushing 
Newman as a bogus ñDoctor of the Church.ò Those ñcurrent eventsò are given an airing in 
this issue, but other than their topicality, is there anything else connecting them? As different 
as those two things are, the answer is yes, and ironically (or perhaps not) it is that they both 
spring directly from Vatican II and both have done great harm to the Church. Like the      
new sacramental rites, the changes to the calendar which saw several genuine Saints being 
effectively ñcancelledò were made by the Consilium appointed by Paul VI in the mid-60s:     
a vast bureaucracy with hundreds of ñexpertsò and dozens of sub-committees, in which Fr. 
Annibale Bugnini reigned supreme and which ultimately gave us the New Mass. To borrow 
from the title of the John Vennari article (p.18), the result is ñDoubt and Confusionò about 
who is a real priest or bishop, or for that matter who is a real Saint. As a result, millions have 
lost the Faith and it wasnôt even necessary, so it had to be motivated by something other than 
the common good, some undeclared nefarious end. 
 
  Nuala Sherwin RIP 
 

Of your charity please pray for the repose of the soul of Nuala Sherwin. She was one of two 
old ladies who helped found the Resistance in Ireland, back in 2013. Shiela White was the 
other: she died at the start of 2019 - RIP. The two were firm friends but very different in  
temperament. Whereas Shiela was clearly the more outgoing, ñlarger than lifeò one might 
almost say, Nuala was far more reserved. Diminutive in stature, she was as devout as she was 
diligent and once convinced of a thing, followed it through with a tenacity and consistency 
rarely seen in our day. She was also one of the most generous souls whom I have ever met 
and never balked at a sacrifice, no matter how personally inconvenient it might be.  
 

In June 2012 Bishop Fellay, accompanied by the District Superior of Great Britain and    
Ireland, visited SSPX in Dublin for confirmations and afterwards  treated the faithful to his 
usual sleep-inducing ñOur Relations With Romeò talk. One lone voice against his antics was 
raised. Not only was Nuala prepared to ask him awkward questions: when no satisfactory 
answer was forthcoming she refused to sit down and be silent. Faithful of the Resistance in 
Ireland today remember the sight and sound of a tiny old lady being physically manhandled 
out of the hall by two large men, still shouting at the top of her voice: ñYouôre betraying us, 
Bishop Fellay! Youôre betraying Archbishop Lefebvre! Youôre a traitor!ò Incidentally, the 
District Superior who had her ejected, to his lasting shame, was one Fr. Paul Morgan.  
 

Not surprisingly, she soon helped found of the first Resistance Mass centre in Ireland, at the 
Skylon Hotel, Dublin, where Fr. Pfeiffer and Fr. Hewko would offer Mass. After a couple of 
years, some new priests showed up unannounced at the Skylon Hotel and took things over,    
priests whom Fr. Pfeiffer and Fr. Hewko had not heard from and whom we now call the Fake  
Resistance. Nuala regarded them as interlopers. She was the first one in Ireland to declare 
that she would not go to their Masses if they would not publicly stand for the Faith and    
endorse the Resistance. Others would join her, but to begin with she was alone. Incidentally, 
one of those priests is now a Bishop and his name is Giacomo Ballini.  
 

Unimposing, small, soft-spoken - it is hard to convey fully in writing the contrast between 
her external appearance and her indomitable spirit. She not only read this newsletter from 
cover to cover, she annotated it all over with her own hand-written notes to the point where it 
was almost unrecognisable. She once told me that her family had come over to Ireland from 
England during the Protestant Reformation and that there was good reason to believe that 
they were the same family as that of the English martyr St. Ralph Sherwin. God grant that we 
be able to follow the example she left us and grant to her eternal rest. Requiescat in Pace.  
 

     - The Editor 
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Just one of many excellent articles available at: https://thecatholictrumpet.com/ 
 

The Fake Resistance and its  
mini- Lavender Mafia Must Speak!  

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
July 1, the Feast of the Precious Blood, calls us to remember Christôs sacrifice for the       
salvation of souls. In that spirit, we write with loving zeal and firm charity: how long will 
Bishops Paul (sic ñRichardò) Morgan and Giacomo (ñJean-Michelò) Ballini hide in silence as 
the scandal of Fr. Joseph (Kerry/Ciaran) Moran ï a defrocked priest accused of child abuse ï 
festers among Traditional Catholics? For years [months - Ed.] evidence of Moranôs crimes and 
his illicit ordination has circulated on the True Resistance forums (notably The Catacombs) 
and was published in The Recusant (Issue #63, Easter 2025). Yet when laymen raised these 
allegations publicly, even involving civil authorities, the bishops who introduced Moran to 
their flocks have not defended the innocent ï they have defended a predator by their silence. 
 

The Arrest that Exposed the Scandal 
 

On June 24, 2025, YouTube pianist Brendan ñDr. Kò Kavanagh released footage of Bedford-
shire Police arresting him and his wife, handcuffing them before their young children, and 
seizing their computers. The charge: ñharassmentò ï after Kavanagh sent emails warning the 
local traditional chapel that one of their visiting priests had a history of abuse. In fact,       
Kavanagh had asked Caribbean Church officials about someone who celebrated a Latin Mass 
last year at a chapel on his land. They confirmed that this priest (Father Moran) had once 
faced ñallegations of inappropriate behaviourò in Martinique. In other words, Kavanagh was 
acting out of genuine concern for children in his community. Yet after Brendan emailed both 
Father Moran and Bishop Morgan - for which he was then arrested - Bishop Morgan blocked 
him completely, leaving the family to endure a humiliating raid and seizure of their devices, 
only to be told afterward that no offence had occurred. 
 

No honest man could watch that footage and not ask: if these allegations are baseless, why 
were six officers needed? Why were electronic devices confiscated? Why were devoted    
parents made to look like criminals? British media reported Kavanaghôs words: ñMy wife and 
I were arrested and handcuffed in front of our children. Our children were terrified and did 
not understand what was going on.ò All charges were later dropped. But the damage remains: 
the public saw a Catholic family branded ñharassersò by the very clergy who should have 
protected them. 
 

In fact, this is not new 
 

The Recusant (#63) spells it out: Kerry Michael Moran was a Martinique seminarian and  
deacon (2017) whose bishop in Fort-de-France warned the faithful after allegations of serious       
misconduct (child abuse). The Martinique diocesan chancellor officially confirmed this in a 
letter ï an email from the Chancery itself ï emphatically authentic and cautioning Catholics 
to beware. By early 2024 Moran surfaced in Europe under false names (even using ñCiaran   
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Moranò in Ireland) and began offering Masses for Bishop Morgan (England) and Bishop 
Ballini (Ireland) of the Fake Resistance. 
 

Readers of The Recusant  have noted how Moranôs story sounded suspiciously convenient: he 
claimed his diocese ñfabricatedò charges because he was ñtoo Traditional.ò The  
Recusant retorts that if he were truly so ñTraditional,ò he would not have joined a Novus Ordo 
seminary in the first place, nor be accused by an FSSP chancellor. Moreover, Mr. Moran has 
been inconsistent about his ordination: sometimes crediting Bishop Williamson, sometimes 
Archbishop Vigan¸. The Recusant pointed out that Vigan¸ did write to warn Bishop Ballini 
about Moran ï but Ballini ñchose to ignore the warning,ò even disappearing to Italy when  
confronted. Morganôs response was no better: he blocked the emails entirely. In short, those 
who ordained and sheltered Moran have no credible defense of their protege ï only a stubborn  
refusal to acknowledge him as the paedo-priest that so many now call him. 
 
Vigano, Williamson, and the Shadow of Absolution 
 

Why mention Vigan¸ and Williamson? Because their names hang over this case. The very fact 
that Moran (a white Englishman) was ordained at all in Martinique or Trinidad in 2018 (as 
news reports show) is itself odd, and The Recusant notes that Moranôs deaconship (2017) 
needed explanation. One rumour ï aired by Moran himself ï was that Archbishop Vigan¸ had 
secretly ordained him priest. Another version (apparently promoted by Moran) is that Bishop 
Williamson did a ñconditionalò ordination. Whether true or not, it means that two prominent 
Catholic figures are implicated in his clerical claim. Thus The Recusant was right to ask: if 
either Vigan¸ or Williamson really ordained Moran, did they know of his abuse allegations? 
We do know the silence of Morgan and Ballini suggests that no forthright answers are forth-
coming. 
 
The Grave Duty of Bishops to Protect 
 

As Traditional Catholics, we stand on the shoulders of saints and doctors. Recall St. Athana-
sius, who stood alone against the Arians and would never ñflee from those who challenge usò 
on matters of truth. Our forefathers taught that salus animarum suprema lex: the salvation of 
souls is the supreme law. In our days, that law demands that no priest with even a whiff of 
sexual misconduct touch a child. Church and canon law entrust bishops especially with this 
duty. The 1917 Code of Canon Law (Canon 1752) solemnly declares: Let the salvation of 
souls be the supreme law. Hence any silence, any cover-up of an abuser, is gravely illicit. 
Blessed Pope St. Pius X himself insisted that scandal ñforces the way to hell.ò How much 
more this modern episcopal indifference! 
 

By refusing to speak, Bishops Morgan and Ballini violate that supreme law. The Recusant puts 
it bluntly: ñBishops Morgan and Ballini refuse to take any responsibility for the man they  
introduced to their own faithful.ò Not only do they remain ñmute as the grave,ò but their laity 
are now scrambling to defend a man almost everyone calls a monster. Even these lay        
apologists defy church teaching ï as some have recently vouched for Fr. Stephen Abraham 
(another Williamson protege) with equally unbelievable claims of innocence. The  
really astonishing fact is that so many will cling to their loyalty to Williamson that no charge 
can ever stick against ñhis priests.ò But as Athanasius would say, ñHe is not of us who is not 
against error.ò Indeed, the Church Fathers taught that loyalty to Tradition requires confronting 
sin, not sweeping it under the rug. (Recall how Pope St. Damasus condemned Hilary of Arles 
and Faustinus of Lyons for cover-ups ï those bishops were obliged to act, not defend each 
otherôs errors.) 
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No More óConvenient Discretionô 
 

The Moran scandal embodies the lukewarm ñtraditionalismò that +Archbishop Lefebvre   
condemned. Yet for all this, he was embraced by the Fake ñResistanceò hierarchy ï until 
questions arose. Now, because the usual habit of Williamsonôs followers is to keep every-
thing secret, there is no official word at all from Morgan or Ballini. This creates an            
atmosphere ñin which pederasts and child sexual abusers can breathe a little more             
easily,ò The Recusant warns. They are consummate liars, who rely on that silence to reinvent 
themselves, and only open communication can bring them to justice. 
 

We have reached a crossroads: either these bishops confess the truth and repent, or the whole 
Resistance movement will be tainted by their cover-up. As The Recusant starkly notes,     
Williamsonôs death has left behind three known child-molesters in the ñResistance,ò and yet 
Williamson cannot have been wrong, so everyone connected to him must be defended at all 
costs. This is not true Catholic charity; it is the rotten fruit of a mini-lavender mafia ï a     
hidden network of sexual abusers and their protectors. In the spirit of +Archbishop Lefebvre, 
we must distinguish the faithful priests who uphold Tradition from those who have sold out to 
modernism and secret sins. 
 
The Call to Speak and to Pray 
 

Our plea, then, is simple and urgent: Bishops Morgan and Ballini, come forward with the 
truth. Defend the innocent, not the guilty. Protect children and repent if you erred in judgment 
ï the Church has always given grace to those who confess. Speak plainly: say whether Father 
Moran was ever validly ordained, explain the nature of the accusations, and grant your people 
clarity. If you remain silent, the faithful will draw the only conclusion left: that you have  
chosen ñconvenient silenceò over Christôs command to feed and safeguard the flock. Remem-
ber that on this Feast of the Precious Blood, our Lord shed His blood to redeem sinners ï     
He calls every shepherd to shed the pride that fosters sin, even if it costs him esteem among 
clerical ñfriends.ò 
 

We echo St. Athanasiusôs example: let there be but one true shepherd who speaks and a    
hundred false ones who rail; the shepherd who speaks truth will triumph in the end. Our Lady 
of Fatima promised that Her Immaculate Heart would triumph; surely this triumph involves 
the purification of the Church at every level. As The Catholic Trumpet has long urged,         
we will not ñbivouac with the hostile forcesò ï we stand ñface-to-face with the                  
enemyò and ñresist at every point.ò Error and silence will not pass. 
 

Finally, we call on every good Catholic, to pray and fast for these shepherdsô consciences and 
for the safety of our children. Let no one be deceived: abusers must not be sheltered, and  
cover-up is a mortal wound to the Church. As Pope Pius IX taught, the first order of the    
hierarchy is the care of souls. Let us invoke the Precious Blood for those victims and for the   
conversion of those who have hidden the truth. May this Feast of the Sacred Blood be a    
renewal of our courage to speak only truth, in humble charity. In the words of St. Athana-
sius: ñHe who would save his life will lose it; but he who loses his life for Christ will find 
it.ò We pray that Bishops Morgan and Ballini choose the path of truth and life, leaving no 
doubt where the Catholic Resistance really stands ï for Christ and His little ones, always. 
 
 
 
For Catholic Trumpet videos, subscribe to: https://www.youtube.com/@thecatholictrumpet 
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As usual, Fr. Hewko needs no introductioné  
 

Mary, Cause of Our Joy 
 

+ 
 

Summer 2025 
 

Dear Faithful Fighting in the Trenches, 
 

ñWoe to the world should it lack monasteries and convents! Men do not comprehend 
their importance, for if they understood, they would do all in their power to multiply 
them, because in them can be found the remedy for all the physical and moral evilsé
No one on the face of the earth is aware from where comes the salvation of souls, the 
conversion of great sinners, the end of great scourges, the fertility of the land, the end of 
pestilence and wars, and the harmony between nations. All this is due to the prayers that 
rise up from monasteries and convents!ò (Words of Our Lady to Mother Mariana de 
Jesus, Quito, Ecuador (1563 - 1635) 

 

One of the catastrophic effects of the Second Vatican Council was the aggiornamento, the so-
called ñupdating,ò of the Religious Orders. In the name of aggiornamento the entire rules,  
statutes, and constitutions of religious houses were changed, bringing in the spirit of the world 
and the abandonment of the former habits, penances, and prayers of the Religious Orders 
founded by saints and approved for centuries by Mother Church. It truly was the crowbar Satan 
cunningly swung to break the backbone of the Catholic Church! 
 

This was the reason why Archbishop Marcel Lefebvre resigned from the position of Superior 
General of the Holy Ghost Fathers in 1968, the largest missionary order in the Church! He 
refused to lend a hand to the dismantling and destruction of his congregation. 
 

Shortly after Vatican II, the changes to the Mass began in stages, first introducing English 
prayers, omissions of the Signs of the Cross and genuflections, then erupting in the contempti-
ble New Mass of Pope Paul VI in 1969. Abp. Lefebvre soon detected the anti-Catholic spirit of 
this novelty and told Modernist Rome that he can never accept the New Mass nor possibly 
form priests with it. How right he was! Soon he would label it the ñMesse batarde,ò the Mass 
ñthat represents a different faith; no longer the Catholic Faith,ò that Mass that ñpoisons and 
corrupts the Faith,ò which, furthermore, ñcannot fulfill the Sunday obligation.ò 
 

With the recent pontificate of Pope Francis, which unleashed every effort to eradicate the last-
standing-traditional-bent religious orders, the modernization of nearly all religious orders,  
congregations, and pious unions in the world have been accomplished! They have been     
compromised and contaminated with the smoke of Satan, coming from Vatican II! Even the      
beloved Society of St. Pius X, a pious union of priests founded by the Archbishop himself, has 
compromised the Faith at the Doctrinal level, as proven by the treasonous public documents of 
the Doctrinal Declaration of April 15, 2012, the General Chapter Statement of July, 2012, and 
the accompanying Six Conditions for the Agreement with Rome. 
 

Faced with this universal collapse of the Faith, the conclusion for us Catholics is obvious.     
We must not give up, nor must we abandon the fight for Tradition by a false obedience to 
Modernist Rome, but, on the contrary, we must offer a vigorous, unwavering resistance to 
Modernism and stay attached to Catholic Tradition! The blueprints of reconstruction have  
already long been established by Mother Church, as Pope St. Pius X declared in Our Apostolic 
Mandate, and the guiding directives and example given by Abp. Lefebvre clearly marks the 
path to follow! This program is: 
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Firstly, the Catholic priesthood with a solid counter-Revolutionary formation rooted in the 
great anti-Liberal Popes and authors such as: Cardinal Pie of Poitiers, Bp. Emile Freppel, St. 
Pius X, Fr. Denis Fahey, Bp. De Castro Meyer, Louis Veuillot, and Abp. Lefebvre. 
 

Secondly, the defense of the integral Tridentine Mass and traditional sacraments. 
 

Thirdly, the revival of the monastic and religious orders. 
 

Fourthly, the revival of solid traditional Catholic education at every level! All of it aimed at the 
proclamation of the Social Reign of Christ the King over all nations. 
 

Fifthly, the Catholic parishes and smaller missions, with large families gathered around good 
schools and the True Mass at their very heart. 
 

It is true, the SSPX had accomplished most of this ñTraditional Restoration Programò and it 
was successful in many parts of the world. But as the fish rots first in the head, so with          
the compromise at the Doctrinal level in 2012, the SSPX is destined to go the route of all    
traditional communities who had compromised the Faith, which is a gradual slide to      
Modernism. Just for example, look at the towering fortress of defense of Catholic Tradition 
that Bp. De Castro Meyer had established in Campos, Brazil. Now, since their Agreement with 
Rome in 2003, they are saying the New Mass with altar girls and Communion in the hand!  
One cannot compromise the Holy Faith and get away with it! Impossible! 
 

So our humble beginnings at the Oratory of the Sorrowful Heart of Mary have seen the first 
year of priestly formation with more arrivals for the Fall of 2025. It all belongs to Her and may 
She see it fructify under Her care and vigilance! 
 

But now, the opportunity has arisen of an adjacent property with the perfect landscape and 
buildings for an initial Convent for sisters consecrated to Our Lord Jesus Christ. May St.    
Joseph be pleased to see to it and the success of the fundraiser to obtain the property for 
$300,000.00, with $180,000.00 in addition, to pay for the necessary repairs. They are: a new 
roof, new boiler, entire log-replacements for the log cabin house, an extension for the sistersô 
chapel, barn repairs, and insulation, etc. 

 
Our Divine Lord cannot NOT want beloved brides who seek 
Him with all their hearts and marry Him by the consecrated 
life! Our apostolate of the priests needs them. This anti-
Catholic world needs them! The Church devastated by   
Vatican II needs them! YOU need them! 
 
ñAs dust is scattered when blown by the wind, so our 
adversary the Devil, is put to flight in confusion and 
terror by the voices of those who chant [the psalms] 
with humble devotion.ò  
  (St. John Chrysostom, Comm. in Ps. 145) 

 
 
In Christ the King, 
 
   Fr. David Hewko 
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The Oratory of the Sorrowful Heart of 
Mary is looking to purchase the property 
next door that has recently become avail-
able to be used as a home for the for-
mation of Sisters who wish to consecrate 
their lives to the Eternal Bridegroom. 
 

The Sisters, living a semi-contemplative 
life while following the Rule established 
by Archbishop Lefebvre, would spend 
their days supporting the clergy and laity 
with their prayers, with a particular focus 
on making reparation to the Sacred and Immaculate Hearts. 
 

ñThe contemplative life means the keeping of charity towards God and our neighbors 
and fixing all our desires on our Creator.ò ï St. Gregory the Great 

 
The future convent will need several repairs and        
upgrades. As seen in these photos, several of the logs 
forming the home's exterior (real logs, not log siding) 
need either repair or replacement. A possible option may 
be that this end of the home will be extended to increase 
the size of the future chapel. An interesting tidbit, many 
of the logs used in the creation of the exterior walls were 
taken from the woods surrounding the home. 
 

The logs are affected in different areas with dry rot or carpenter ant damage, thus the need for 
repair or replacement. 
 

The large barn on the property 
would be divided into a work-
shop area and an area for      
animals to help keep the convent 
more self-sufficient. 
 

But it too needs some attention: 
some of the the lower barn 
boards need replacement, below, 
and the workshop area will need 
insulation to allow continued use during the colder northern New England months. 
 

But overall, the purchase price is very reasonable and well 
under its formal appraised value. Of course, it goes without 
mentioning that there is an invaluable advantage of owning 
the property right next door to the Oratory!  
 

(Right: Archbishop Lefebvre greets his sister, Mother   
Marie Christiane, one of several of his sisters who became 
nuns. Mother Marie Christiane played a significant role in 
the establishment of the Carmelite convent in the United 
States. She founded the American Carmel in Phoenixville, 
PA, in 1985. She passed away in 1997.) 
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Fr. Paul Robinson and his obsequious sidekick are being wheeled-out againé!  
 

Fr. Robinson: Itôs All Valid, Trust Us! 
 

Yes that title is an exaggeration. But only a slight one. Like his previous podcast videos, this 
was a penance to watch, and not just because there are youtube adverts every few minutes! In 
this ñSSPX Podcastò video, released in July 2025, we are told in the introduction that: 
 

 ñFr. Paul Robinson responds to objections surrounding the Society of St. Pius Xôs 
decision not to conditionally ordain every priest ordained in the Novus Ordo rite who 
joins the Society. Why doesnôt the SSPX re-ordain across the board?ò  

 

This is already misleading the audience. The real question ought to be why the SSPX has so 
radically changed its approach to this question: conditional ordination is now the exception 
whereas it used to be the rule. The real question which needs looking into, then, is what has 
changed. Why is the SSPX now so reluctant to conditionally ordain Novus Ordo priests?  
 

Fr. Robinson begins by telling his listeners that: ñWe do believe that the new rites are valid. 
é And then secondly, we believe that you need to have serious grounds before repeating a 
non-repeatable sacrament,ò which, he says, means, ñyou have to have a positive doubt.ò This 
is, of course: a straw man. Nobody is claiming that conditional ordinations should be done 
without a good reason. The issue then is whether there are serious grounds, whether there is a 
positive doubt and if so, what it might look like. Incredibly, this question is not actually    
addressed in the entire hour-long video.  
 
  ñCase by caseò 
 

Archbishop Lefebvre, Fr. Robinson admits, wanted to go case-by-case and he claims that that 
is what the SSPX does today. But the more he says, the more it becomes clear that what the 
Archbishop meant by ñcase by caseò and what the SSPX does today are quite different. What 
the SSPX does today, it seems, is to look at the actual ceremony in which the priest was    
ordained by watching a video of it. That, according to what Fr. Robinson says, is what the 
present-day SSPX calls looking at an ordination ñcase by case.ò  
 

ñSo, you know, when we have a new priest who comes to us, we typically receive the 
ordination video and then I send that on to [US District Superior] Fr. Fullerton and 
Bishop Fellay and they make the judgement, they assess what they think.ò  

 

He then adds that ñThe last thing anyone wants us to do is to change our principlesò which he 
says havenôt changed ñfor the last fifty yearsò - (God forbid that that should ever happen!) - 
adding that those who donôt like it are taking a sedevacantist line, before going on to discuss 
ñthe nineò sedevacantist priests in 1983 as though that is what this is really all about.  
 

Andrew then raises as an objection the claim that ñArchbishop Lefebvre always conditionally 
re-ordained any priest ordained in the new rite who came to him: another straw man! To this, 
Fr. Robinson replies: ñThis is an easy objection to answer because itôs just not true.ò You 
write your own objections and then you find them easy to answer? Fancy that! It is true that 
the Archbishop, when looking at Novus Ordo priests case-by-case did sometimes come across 
one whose ordination gave no real grounds for doubt. This is largely because the new rite of 
priestly ordination, at least in Latin, is so similar to the Traditional Rite (the only difference 
being ñutò - a word whose absence does not obscure what is taking place) and  because in the 
1970s and 80s many Novus Ordo ordinations were still being done by men who had become 
bishops before the changes to the rite of episcopal consecration in 1968.  
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This was the case with Fr. Glover, 
one of the examples brought up by 
Fr. Robinson (the other being a Fr. 
Stark, presumably an American?). 
Fr. Glover was an Oratorian      
ordained in the new rite of in Latin, 
by a bishop consecrated in the  
Traditional Rite before 1968. A 
doctor of canon law and member of 
the Roman Rota, he was a larger 
than life character whom plenty of 
people in England still remember. 
The same is true of the late Fr. 
Gregory   Hesse who was ordained 
in the new rite of priestly ordina-
tion in 1981 by Archbishop Sabattini, who himself had been consecrated as a bishop before 
the changes. And there were others too in those days; but clearly, as time progressed, such 
cases would become less likely. Archbishop Lefebvre himself as good as said that the situation 
surrounding doubtful conciliar sacraments was becoming worse. What he would have said in 
2025, fully fifty-seven years after the changes to the rite of episcopal consecration, is anyoneôs 
guess, but something tells me he wouldnôt be more favourably inclined towards it!  
 
  ñInvalidò or ñDoubtfulòé? 
 

Andrew brings up the 1988 letter from Archbishop Lefebvre to a Mr. Wilson, reproduced in 
these pages  a few years ago (Recusant 50, p.16). We will quote it again, not only because Fr. 
Robinson was unable to deal with it properly, but also because it speaks for itself in all its  
simplicity. It reads: 
 

ñVery dear Mr. Wilson, thank you very 
much for your kind letter. I agree with 
your desire to re-ordain conditionally 
these priests, and I have done this re-
ordination many times. All sacraments 
from the modernists bishops or priests 
are doubtful now. The changes are  
increasing and their intentions are no 
more [i.e. no longer] Catholic. We are 
in the time of great apostasy. [é]ò 

 

This letter is so clear and straightforward that it ought not to surprise us that Fr. Robinson 
struggles to deal with it properly at all. In the end, he simply comments: 
 

 ñThis letter does not prove that Archbishop Lefebvre decided that he was going to  
universally conditionally ordain all [Novus Ordo] priests.ò 

 

Well no, but it does, at the very least, show that his position, and that of the SSPX, was        
that the ñruleò was to conditionally ordain and the ñexception,ò those who did not require  
conditional ordination, were a small and ever-shrinking minority. By contrast, the SSPX of 
today appear to have exactly the opposite approach: to assume that the ordination is valid  
unless they happen to become aware of an obvious defect in the actual ceremony of priestly 
ordination itself. At one point Fr. Robinson even admits that: 
 

Andrew is so bad at being ñDevilôs Advocateò he might as well 
apply to modern Rome to help with their ñcanonisationsò..! 

https://www.stmaryskssspxmc.com/wp-content/uploads/2019/12/The-Recusant-50.pdf
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 ñHe [i.e. Lefebvre] did consider the new rites doubtful. Not invalid, but  doubtful.ò  
 

But then, not long after, he confuses the issue by saying: 
 

ñLike, even in that letter, Archbishop Lefebvre says theyôre doubtful. So if theyôre 
doubtful, that means some of them are valid, right?ò 

 

Like, no, thatôs not what it means. ñDoubtfulò means that although we canôt be sure, thereôs a 
real possibility that it didnôt happen, so the sacrament (or in this case, the priest) must be 
avoided, and that the way to fix it is for the sacrament (in this case, the ordination) to be done 
again conditionally, so that one can be certain. Even if, for argumentôs sake, some of those 
ñdoubtfulò holy orders are in fact valid, as Fr. Robinson says, what use is that if you canôt 
know which ones? But this seems to be lost on Fr. Robinson: his approach throughout the 
entire interview is to talk terms of: ñwhether itôs valid or invalidò - which misses the point. A 
doubtful sacrament might be valid, yes, but ñmight beò isnôt enough because when it comes to 
sacraments one must always take the pars tutior - play it safe, in other words.  
 

After the Wilson letter, Andrew brings up an extract from a sermon by the late Bishop Tissier 
de Mallerais which also ends up being dismissed far too flippantly and unconvincingly by Fr. 
Robinson. In a sermon given at the 2016 ordinations in £c¹ne, Bishop Tissier said: 
 

ñWe cannot, of course, accept this new sabotaged rite of ordination which poses 
doubts about the validity of many ordinations according to the new rite. é So this new 
rite of ordination is not Catholic. And so we will of course continue faithfully trans-
mitting the real and valid priesthood ï made valid by the traditional rite of ordination.ò 

 

Take note: Bishop Tissier clearly says that ñmanyò of these new priests are doubtful. This is, 
as noted above, in contrast to the new SSPX policy. Fr. Robinson, however, merely remarks: 
 

ñHeôs not saying óWe think its invalidô. é So heôs not really saying anything different 
here from Archbishop Lefebvre and the position of the SSPX. é Again, this is not the 
position of the SSPX, that the new rite is invalid.ò  

 

Notice the dishonesty, the changing of terms. ñThat the new rite is invalidò? It doesnôt have to 
be invalid, it only has to be doubtful! Fr. Robinson continues: 
 

ñIf people want to find quotations that will establish that sort of position, they have to 
find a quote that says the new rites are intrinsically invalid or all the ordinations in the 
new rites are invalid.ò  

 

Nonsense! Firstly, nobody is saying that, at least in our corner. Secondly, it only has to be 
doubtful, not invalid. In fact, to be alarmed at the SSPXôs new approach one doesnôt even 
have to regard all new rite ordinations as are doubtful, merely a sufficient number of them 
and on sufficiently diverse grounds (not just when wacky things happen during the actual 
ceremony itself) to begin to see conditional ordination as necessary.  
 
  ñInvestigationò means watching a video!  
 

With this in mind, it is concerning to note that during this entire hour-long video the question 
of the new rite of episcopal consecration is never raised, never even acknowledged, never 
once even given a passing nod. And yet it ought to be central to the discussion, since only a 
bishop can ordain a priest and therefore a doubtful bishop can only ordain priests at best only 
doubtfully.  
 

What other grounds for doubt might there be far beyond what happened on the day during the 
ceremony itself? Well, for instance: who was the bishop? If he was a man given to telling 
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people that he didnôt believe in mediaeval superstitions, that no magic takes place, itôs all just 
a community leadership rite of passage (Novus Ordo bishops have been known to say such 
things!), then might that not affect his intention? What exactly does such a man think he is   
doing? What if his intention is above suspicion, but he was himself made a bishop using the 
1968 new rite of episcopal consecration? Does not the very fact of the new rite of episcopal 
consecration being substantially different from the Traditional one (the Catholic one!) itself 
raise questions of its own? How about the priest - were his baptism and confirmation valid? 
What about those public cases in recent years where a novus ordo priest discovered that his 
own baptism as a baby had been performed using a do-it-yourself, made-up formula of words? 
Even modern Rome ordered it to be done again, meaning that the ordination had to be done 
again too, because priestly ordination is invalid if the candidate is unbaptised. We could go on.  
 

But none of these things are even acknowledged, much less discussed by Fr. Robinson and 
Andrew. Why is that? It is as though they havenôt considered that when it comes to Novus 
Ordo ordinations there are some issues which arenôt visible on a video of the ceremony. Or 
perhaps they donôt want us to be aware of that. Fr. Robinson even admits at one point that the 
SSPX conditionally ordains far fewer exï novus ordo priests today than used to be the case. 
His facile justification for this is that in the old days, priests didnôt used to possess a video of 
their own ordination. Consider the implications: wouldnôt that mean that the SSPX (including  
Archbishop Lefebvre) conditionally ordained far too many men who ought never to have had 
it done? And that their only justification for doing so was that, not being able to see a video of 
the ceremony, they couldnôt be certain that the conciliar ritual had been followed correctly, 
and nothing more? Later on in the video, Fr. Robinson condemns this approach as ñnot safe.ò 
 

As though to underline the fact that watching a video of the ceremony is the only 
ñinvestigationò being done by todayôs SSPX, Fr. Robinson offers Andrew this reflection: 
 

ñIf you watch the video of the ordination and you see nothing wrong, then you    
shouldnôt conditionally ordain. And sometimes I say to people: if you came to me and 
said, óPlease re-baptise me, I was baptised in the new rite,ô and you give me a video of 
your baptism and I look at it and I was like, thereôs nothing wrong, then it would     
obviously be wrong for me to re-baptise you.ò 

 

Who can spot the fallacy here? The person performing the baptism does not himself need to 
have been baptised. Of course, it is fitting for a priest to do it, but it isnôt necessary as such. 
The sacrament of baptism can be performed validly by a anyone, a Muslim, a Jew or an atheist 
can do it, as Fr. Robinson himself says later in the video. The sacrament of holy orders, on the 
other hand, requires a bishop who in turn must himself have been validly ordained and       
consecrated by another real bishop, and so on, which is why the new rite of episcopal conse-
cration will always be central to questions of doubtful sacraments. It should trouble everyone a 
great deal that the modern SSPXôs official spokesman on this question cannot see that obvious 
distinction, or  alternately, that he should be deliberately seeking to hide it from his audience.  

 
  Anyone Who Disagrees With Me Is A Sedevacantist! 
 

All of the above is in the first half of the video. The second half includes a lot of talk about 
other things, such as whether Archbishop Lefebvre was a sedevacantist, Traditional Catholics 
falling prey to bitterness and hatred and a discussion about Archbishop Thuc and the history of 
Palmar de Troya. Just how relevant this is in a video entitled: ñWhy the SSPX Doesnôt Always 
Conditionally Ordainò is unclear. The fairly obvious explanation is that this is just more guilt-
by-association and ñwhataboutismò - the same sort of dishonest ploy to which we have seen 
Fr. Robinson so often resort in his past discussion of ñrealist science,ò in other words. 
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The attempt has worked on some, it seems. ñVery grateful for you all addressing this.ò reads 
one youtube comment, ñSeems the gnostic tendency is creeping from the  Sedevacanist [sic] to 
deny the reality of things and thus a continued doubt and uncertainty arises.ò 
 

 Not everyone has been fooled, however. Another comment reads:  
 

ñMisleading title. It should say, óWhy the SSPX Rarely Conditionally Ordains after 
Nearly Reconciling with Rome in 2012ô ò  

 

And another asks:  
 

ñWould the SSPX have Traditional SSPX friendly Novus Ordo Bishops consecrate new 
Bishops for the SSPX?ò  

 

That is almost certainly what is really going on here. The answer, by the way, is surely a     
resounding ñyesò hence the need for the sort of propaganda contained in this video: they are 
preparing everyone for the day when the SSPX asks permission for new bishops and modernist 
Rome insists on their own candidates, their own consecrators, if not their own rites. 
 

  Doctrine > Validity 
 

There is one final thing which is troubling about this video, and here let us end on a familiar 
(in these pages at least!) note: validity is one thing, doctrine is another. Yes, validity matters, 
but doctrine matters more. Priests who come out of the Novus Ordo are often very badly 
formed. But donôt worry, the SSPX has a programme for their formation, which in the USA is 
run byé? Yes, Fr. Paul Robinson! That little admission is buried near the start of the inter-
view: blink and youôll miss it! So at the SSPX in America there will no doubt be exï Novus 
Ordo priests not only saying the Traditional Mass with doubtful orders, but also telling people 
that the earth is billions of years old, that Genesis was ñwritten for a primitive people,ò that 
you should just go ahead and get the latest vaccine, that you must avoid conspiracy theories 
and be a good little obedient citizen of the New World Order... and more besides.  
 

Lest anyone doubt that valid holy orders is not enough, consider the fact that priests such as Fr. 
Robinson have holy orders which are beyond any doubt valid, and yet look at the result. The 
spirit of the New SSPX, so different from what it used to be pervades this entire video. There 
is a lot of talk, for instance, about how Bishop Fellay, Fr. Fullerton, the SSPX superiors in  
general have ñthe grace of stateò to decide things - a seriously flawed argument which will be 
familiar to anyone who lived through the 2012 SSPX crisis. The faithful are told ñyouôre not 
trained in thisò and that instead of concerning themselves, they ñshould just pursue peace of 
soulò ï yes, those are exact quotes. 
 

ñItôs just not the position of the faithful to tell us what to do in that case. Because weôre 
the ones who have to be responsible for that, just as we have to be responsible for what 
we say in the confessional of what we say from the pulpit and how we guide the     
faithful. So itôs just, I guess, one of the purposes here is to say: this is our position and 
you can agree with it or not agree with it but thatôs what it is. So if you come to our 
chapels, itôs just expected that youôre going to accept the priests that we have say public 
Mass and trust that weôre making good decisions.ò  
 

I agree with Fr. Robinson here, although not in a way with which he would be happy. He is 
right in that you do need to decide whether or not you trust the SSPX as an institution, and that 
if the answer is ñnoò then you should stop going there. This interview is yet one more serious 
piece of evidence (the ñx+1ò) for why one cannot trust them and why one ought no longer to 
go there. As he says, if you canôt trust them on the question of Novus Ordo holy orders (or 
evolutionary cosmology, covid vaccines, and so much more besidesé), how far can you really 
trust their advice in the confessional, their  sermons, their guidance on retreats, etc? It is a long 
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established fact, to take just one example, that in America, in Germany and elsewhere, their 
advice to newly-weds is to avoid having too many children, ñItôs not a race!ò and so forth. For 
once Fr. Robinson is quite right: you canôt just pick and choose, you either trust the SSPX or 
you donôt. As he himself comments, 
 

ñI do understand thereôs a lack of trust today. The Church has lost credibility, priests 
have lost credibilityéò  

 

Although spoken about the conciliar church (of course, he himself never actually uses that 
term because, like the institution which he represents, it is a distinction which he doesnôt   
recognise), these words apply to the modern SSPX. What he and others ought to be asking is 
why the SSPX has lost credibility, how that has happened and what the implications might be. 
 

Indeed, ironically, if there is one thing which represents in stark relief the difference between 
the SSPX before and after its Rome-friendly makeover, it is this attitude. The old SSPX used 
to tell the faithful: You need to read, to study, donôt just take our word for it, read this book, 
look at this interview, do your homework, see for yourselves! By contrast, the new SSPX tells 
them: Who do you think you are? Youôre just a layman! Go back to sleep! Leave this to us, 
weôre the experts, you wouldnôt understand, donôt worry youôre pretty little head about it! 
 

Let us close with a comment from Andrew which we think sums it up nicely.  
 

ñYou have to trust. Thereôs something to be said for just accepting that sometimes 
things are OK. é Sometimes we just have to be able to trust that Christ is watching 
over the Church still.ò  
 

Alright then - *yawn* - I must have just imagined the crisis in the Church, the worst crisis in 
human history which is still getting worse every day. Goodnight everyone!  

 
  Further Reading: 
 

General: 
 
ñValidity of the Sacraments Reformed by Paul VIò - the Avrill® Dominicans -  https://
dominicansavrille.us/validity-of-the-sacraments-reformed-by-paul-vi/ 
 

ñThe Order of Mechisadech: Ch.7 The New Catholic Rite of Ordinationò - Michael   
Davies - https://www.catholictradition.org/Eucharist/melchisedech-chp7.htm 
 

ñSacramentum Ordinisò - Pius XII - https://www.papalencyclicals.net/pius12/p12sacrao.htm 
 

ñApostolicae Curaeò - Leo XIII - https://www.papalencyclicals.net/leo13/l13curae.htm 
 
 

Novus Ordo Bishops - Two Opposing Views: 
 
ñWhy the New Rite of Episcopal Consecration is Validò - Fr. Pierre-Marie OP, The      
Angelus, Jan. 2006 - https://isidore.co/misc/Res%20pro%20Deo/Pope%20St.%20Pius%
20X%20&ùor%20SSPX/The%20Angelus/PDFs/394_2006_jan.pdf 
 
ñAbsolutely Null and Utterly Void: The 1968 Rite of Episcopal Consecrationò -  
 Fr. Anthony Cekada - https://archive.org/details/new-ep-cons-art-pdf-2/ 
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Novus Ordo Holy Orders: Are they Doubtful and Why? 
 

ñAll agree that the Sacraments of the New Law, as sensible signs which produce     
invisible grace, must both signify the grace which they produce and produce the grace 
which they signify. Now the effects which must be produced and hence also signified 
by Sacred Ordination to the Diaconate, the Priesthood, and the Episcopacy, namely 
power and grace, in all the rites of various times and places in the universal Church, 
are found to be sufficiently signified by the imposition of hands and the words which 
determine it. [é] 
 

Wherefore, after invoking the divine light, We of Our Apostolic Authority and from 
certain knowledge declare, and as far as may be necessary decree and provide: that the 
matter, and the only matter, of the Sacred Orders of the Diaconate, the Priesthood, and 
the Episcopacy is the imposition of hands; and that the form, and the only form, is the 
words which determine the application of this matter, which univocally signify the 
sacramental effects ï namely the power of Order and the grace of the Holy Spirit ï 
and which are accepted and used by the Church in that sense. ò 
   - Pius XII, Sacramentum Ordinis, 1947 
 
ñBut the words which until recently were commonly held by Anglicans to constitute 
the proper form of priestly ordination namely, ñReceive the Holy Ghost,ò certainly do 
not in the least definitely express the sacred Order of Priesthood (sacerdotium) or its 
grace and power é This form had, indeed, afterwards added to it the words ñfor the 
office and work of a priest,ò etc.; but this rather shows that the Anglicans themselves 
perceived that the first form was defective and inadequate.ò 
   - Leo XIII, Apostolicae Curae, 1896 
 
We all learn in catechism that a sacrament is ñan outward sign of inward graceò but what does 
that mean in practice? It means that the entire ceremony and in particular the essential form - 
the words which make the sacrament happen and without which no sacrament can take place - 
must signify outwardly what is invisibly taking place. The form: ñI baptise you in the name of 
the Father and of the Son and of the Holy Ghostò clearly signifies that a baptism is taking 
place. On hearing those words, an ignorant pagan, stumbling into a church half-way through a 
strange ceremony, could, in theory, understand that a baptism is taking place.  
 

The same is true of the sacrament of Holy Orders. The words can be expected to describe, or 
represent outwardly, what is inwardly taking place in that sacrament. So what, precisely, is 
taking place at the consecration of a bishop? The priest is being given the episcopacy, that is, 
the fullness of the priesthood. He may or may not be going to ñgovernò - that would signify his 
being appointed to a diocese and given ordinary jurisdiction - but even if he is an auxiliary 
bishop and has no jurisdiction, he will still exercise the fullness of the ministry of a priest.  
 

A sacramental form is valid because the words clearly signify what is taking place; therefore, 
to the extent that they fail to signify it, its validity is put in doubt. That is why the Church   
decided (and Leo XIII repeated the decision) that Anglican holy orders are invalid. The essen-
tial form used by the Anglicans for a hundred years had said only ñReceive the Holy Ghostò 
which is a true but inadequate description of what is happening at an ordination: it doesnôt  
sufficiently signify what is taking place because there is no mention of the priesthood.  
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Essential Form of Priestly Ordination: 

What does this signify? In both cases, a man is being given ñthe dignity of the priesthood,ò an 
ñoffice which comes fromò God and is the next one down from that of a bishop. 

 

Essential Form of Episcopal Consecration: 

What does this signify? In the traditional form a ñpriestò being given ñthe fullness of thy   
ministryò which is the definition of a bishop. In the Novus Ordo form a ñcandidateò is being 
given ñpowerò which is ñthe governing spiritò given to the apostles. Is that the same as the 
fullness of the priesthood, i.e. the episcopacy, or might it conceivably be something distinct? 

Novus Ordo  
 

ñDa, quaesumus, omnipotens Pater, in  
hunc famulum tuum presbyterii dignitatem; 
innova in visceribus eorum Spiritum sancti-
tatis; acceptum a Te Deus, secundi meriti 
munus obtineant, censuramque morum  
exemplo suae conversationis insinuent.ò 
 
[Meaning: 
 

ñGrant, we beseech thee, Almighty Father, 
to this thy servant, the dignity of the priest-
hood; renew deep within him the Spirit of 
holiness;  may he henceforth possess      
this office which comes from thee, O God, 
and is next in rank to the office of bishop; 
and by the example of their manner of life, 
may they instil right conduct.ò] 

Traditional Rite 
 

ñDa, quaesumus, omnipotens Pater, in  
hunc famulum tuum presbyterii dignitatem;   
innova in visceribus eius spiritum sanctita-
tis, ut acceptum a Te Deus, secundi meriti 
munus obtineat censuramque morum     
exemplo suae conversationis insinuet.ò  
 
[Meaning:  
 

ñGrant, we beseech thee, Almighty Father, 
to this thy servant, the dignity of the priest-
hood; renew deep within him the Spirit of 
holiness, that he may henceforth possess 
this office which comes from thee, O God, 
and is next in rank to the  office of bishop; 
and by the example of his manner of life, 
may he instil right conduct.ò] 

Traditional Rite 
 

 
 
ñComple in Sacerdote tuo ministerii tui 
summam, et ornamentis totius glorifica-
tionis instructum coelestis unguenti rore 
santifica.ò 
 
 
 
[Meaning:  
 

ñPerfect in Thy priest the fullness of thy 
ministry and, clothing him in all the orna-
ments of spiritual glorification, sanctify 
him with the Heavenly anointing.ò ] 

Novus Ordo 
 

ñEt nunc effunde super hunc electum eam 
virtutem quae a te est, Spiritum princi-
palem, quem dedisti dilecto Filio Tuo Jesu 
Christo, quem Ipse donavit sanctis Apos-
tolis, qui constituerunt Ecclesiam per sin-
gula loca, ut sanctuarium tuum, in gloriam 
et laudem indeficientem nominis tui.ò 
 

[Meaning:  
 

ñSo now pour out upon this chosen one   
the power that is from you, the governing 
Spirit whom you gave to your beloved Son, 
Jesus Christ, the Spirit given by him to his 
holy apostles, who founded the Church in 
every place to be your temple for the    
unceasing glory and praise of your name.ò] 
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The following article appeared in the August 2013 Catholic Family News and can be found 
here: https://catholicfamilynews.com/blog/2014/03/31/doubt-and-confusion-the-new-canonizations/ 
 

Doubt and Confusion: 
The New ñCanonizationsò 

 

By John Vennari 
 
 
Speaking of the rigorous pre-Vatican II procedure for beatifications, eminent Catholic historian 
William Thomas Walsh, who died in 1949, wrote the following:  
 

ñNo secular court trying a man for his life is more thorough and scrupulous than the 
Congregation of Rites in seeking to establish whether or not the servant of God       
practiced virtues both theological and cardinal, and to a heroic degree. If that is        
established, the advocate of the cause must next prove that his presence in Heaven has 
been indicated by at least two miracles, while a cardinal who is an expert theologian 
does all he can to discredit the evidence - hence his popular title of advocatus diaboli, 
or Devilôs Advocate. If the evidence survives every attempt to destroy it after months, 
years and sometimes centuries of discussion, he is then beatified, that is, he is declared 
to be blessed.ò 

 
We will later note the new 1983 process of canonization dispenses with the Devilôs Advocate 
and eliminates the stringent juridical method in favor of an academic approach. The discarding 
of the ñthorough and scrupulousò procedure praised by Mr. Walsh cannot help but introduce 
doubt to the integrity of the entire new processðespecially in the case of ñfast-trackò canoni-
zations. 
 
Mr. Walsh further noted the following about the traditional process: ñThe final stage of canoni-
zation, the last of twenty distinct steps, may take even more years or centuries. It must be 
proved beyond any reasonable doubt that two additional miracles have been performed through 
the instance of the servant of God, since the beatification. When and if this is done, the Pope 
issues a bull (a sealed letter) of canonization.ò 

 
Sound Orthodoxy 
 

Walsh also stressed the demand for sound orthodoxy regarding anyone considered for canoni-
zation: ñTheologians carefully scrutinize all the available writings - books, letters and so on - 
of the servant of God whose claim to holiness is being urged, together with all the depositions 
obtainable from those who spoke with him and knew him well. If nothing contrary to faith or 
morals is found, a decree is published authorizing further investigation.ò [1] 
 
If we begin with the criteria that ñnothing contrary to faith or moralsò can be found in any  
legitimate claim to beatification, we read with concern an invocation uttered by one who is 
now slated for ñcanonizationò [and who was, indeed, ñcanonizedò in 2014]: ñHear our prayers 
for the intention of the Jewish people, which You continue to cherish according to the         
Patriarchs.éBe mindful of the new generation, the young and the children: may they          
persevere in fidelity to You, in what is the exceptional mystery of their vocation.ò [2] 
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Note: the man who offers this prayer does not indicate that Jews should convert to Our Lordôs 
one true Church for salvation but prays they ñpersevere in fidelityò to a counterfeit religious 
system that formally rejects Jesus Christ. 
 

Commenting on The Book of the Dead at Auschwicz, the same man says:  
 

ñPersons whose names are contained in these books were incarcerated, they underwent 
tortures and were finally deprived of life solely, in most cases, because they belonged to 
a certain nation rather than another.éIn the light of faith, we see the witness of heroic 
fidelity, which united them to God in eternity, and a seed of peace for future  
generations.ò [3] 

 

While we grieve for anyone who undergoes persecution and torture, our speaker indicates that 
the Jewish people who suffered at Auschwitz suffered a kind of Jewish martyrdom ñwhich 
united them to God in eternity,ò a concept unheard of in Church history. 
 

In days of doctrinal sanity, these radical statements - and there are countless more such       
utterances from the same man - would have stopped any process of beatification in its tracks 
and disqualified the candidate permanently. 
 

The Catholic who made these questionable remarks was Pope John Paul II, whom Pope    
Francis has just approved for ñcanonization.ò [4] In our post-Conciliar period of ecclesiastical 
sentimentality, the age-old truths of the Faith no longer stand as the central criteria for        
determining heroic virtue. As Fr. Patrick de La Rocque notes, ñFar from practicing the  
theological virtue of Faith to a heroic degree, the late pope [John Paul II] departed from it   
dangerously in a number of his teachings.ò [5] 
 

Nor do we see with John Paul II the virtue of true Charity, since John Paul throughout his    
entire pontificate refused to remind non-Catholics - Jews included - that they must convert to 
Christôs one true Church for salvation. 
 
While presenting an entire chapter full of such quotes from the Polish pope, [6] Fr. La Rocque 
notes:  
 

ñBy systematically concealing the [objective] sin of disbelief that is involved in formal 
adherence to Judaism, so as to praise instead the [alleged] fidelity to God of present-day 
JudaisméPope John Paul II was seriously lacking in that delicate but important pastoral 
charity that consists in denouncing sin so as to allow the conversion of the sinner.ò [7] 

 

Yet Fr. La Rocque, or anyone else, who advances reasoned objections to John Paul IIôs ortho-
doxy and objections to the claim that John Paul practiced heroic virtue, is simply ignored. The 
challenges are neither acknowledged nor answered. ñWe in the Vatican have decided that John 
Paul II is a saint, and that is that!ò This type of thinking is due primarily to the laxer system of 
canonization introduced in 1983, as well as to the ñnew understandingò of what it means to be 
Catholic that was spawned by the Second Vatican Council, and by its most zealous evangelist, 
Pope John Paul II. 
 
The New Process 
 

On January 25, 1983, Pope John Paul II issued the Apostolic Constitution Divinus Perfectionis 
Magister, the long-awaited revision of the beatification and canonization process. Cardinal 
Suenens, Paul VI, and other progressivists since the Council had encouraged such an update. 
John Paul brought it to fruition.[8]  
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The change was part of the alleged goal to make the canonization process ñsimpler, faster, 
cheaper, more ócollegialô and ultimately more productive.ò [9] 
 

In the new system, the Devilôs Advocate has been eliminated. The ñPromoter of the Faith,ò as 
the Devilôs Advocate has been called, is given the new title ñPrelate Theologian.ò His main 
task is to choose the theological consulters and preside at the meetings. 
 
Catholic journalist Kenneth L. Woodward spotlights the root difference between the old and 
new systems: ñAt the core of the reform is a striking paradigm shift: no longer would the 
Church look to the courtroom as its model for arriving at the truth of a saintôs life; instead, it 
would employ the academic model of researching and writing a doctoral dissertation.ò 
 
Woodward continues, ñIn effect, then, the relator had replaced both the Devilôs Advocate and 
the defense lawyer. He alone was responsible for establishing martyrdom or heroic virtue, and 
it was up to the theological and historical consultants to give his work a passing or failing 
grade.ò [10] 
 

Though there may have been some abuses by the lawyers over the centuries, the elimination of 
lawyers radically transforms the procedure that had been at the heart of the saint-making    
process for half a millennium: a system deemed necessary by the great master of ascetical and 
mystical theology, Pope Benedict XIV (1740-58) in his monumental work, The Beatification 
and Canonization of Saints. [11] 
 

Though many in the post-Conciliar Vatican welcomed John Paul IIôs new method, not all   
were thrilled. Msgr. Luigi Porsi, a 20-year veteran of the Churchôs legal system, decried the 
elimination of the Devilôs Advocate and the accompanying lawyers as part of the beatification 
process. In an unanswered letter to Pope John Paul II, Porsi complained the reform went too 
far: ñThere is no longer any room for an adversarial function.ò [12] 
 
Thus, a central question arises: if there is a radical change in what was the rigorous procedure 
for making saints, how can we expect the same secure results? 
 
Indeed, the ñfast-trackò beatifications of the past few decades already introduce doubt to the 
integrity of the process. The two cases that first come to mind are that of Mother Teresa of 
Calcutta and Opus Dei Founder Josemaria Escriva de Balaguer. 

 
Mother Teresa: Doctors Insist, No Miracle 
 

Mother Teresa of Calcutta was a popular figure recognized as a ñsaintò while she was still 
alive, even though, despite her many good works, she seemed to embrace a theology of indif-
ferentism. She is on record saying, ñIôve always said we should help a Hindu become a better 
Hindu, a Muslim become a better Muslim, a Catholic become a better Catholic.ò [13]  
 
In 1976, Mother Teresa organized a 25th anniversary celebration of the Missionaries of    
Charity. As part of the celebration, she obtained permission from the Archbishop of Calcutta 
for her and her sisters to pray in some pagan temples - non-Christian houses of worship - each 
day of the jubilee. ñHer desire was for each group to hold its own worship service of thanks-
giving. Hindus, Sikhs, Zoroastrians, Buddhists, Jains, Jews, Catholics, Orthodox, Protestants 
and so forth joined her and her sisters to thank the one true God in their own way. She and her 
sisters prayed at eighteen different worship sites,ò including Hindu temples. [14] 
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The central ñmiracleò employed to justify Mother Teresaôs 2003 ñbeatificationò was the     
alleged cure of Monica Besra in September 1998. Besra, from Dangram, 460 miles northeast of 
Calcutta, claimed to have been cured of a tumor after praying to Mother Teresa while pressing 
a medallion of Mother Teresaôs image to her side. 
 
Despite this claim, Besraôs doctors insist the cure had nothing miraculous about it, but was the 
result of strong anti-TB drugs administered over a period of nine months. 
 
ñThis miraculous claim is absolute nonsense and should be condemned by everyone,ò said Dr. 
R. K. Musafi. ñShe had a medium-sized tumor in her lower abdomen caused by tuberculosis. 
The drugs she was given eventually reduced the cystic mass and it disappeared after a yearôs 
treatment.ò 
 
Likewise, Dr. T. K. Biswas, the first doctor to treat Besra, said, ñWith all due respect to   
Mother Teresa, there should not be any talk of a miracle by her. We advised her a prolonged 
anti-tubercular treatment and she was cured.ò 
 
Remember, the Catholic Church has always demanded that a miraculous cure requires rigorous 
proof beyond any reasonable doubt. The integrity of the Mother Teresa ñmiracleò is thus    
seriously compromised. 
 
Dr. Manju Murshet, Superintendent of the Balurghat Hospital, complained that the doctors 
were under pressure from Church members to declare a miraculous cure: ñThey want us to say 
Monica Besraôs recovery was a miracle and beyond the comprehension of medical  
science.ò [15] 
 
Besraôs husband Deiku also challenges the claim of a miraculous cure. ñIt is much ado about 
nothing,ò he said, ñMy wife was cured by the doctors, not by any miracle.ò [16] 
 
Further, Besraôs medical records have disappeared from the hospital. The records containing 
her physicianôs notes, prescriptions, and sonograms were taken by Sister Betta of the          
Missionaries of Charity. When Time magazine contacted Sister Betta to ask about Besraôs 
medical records, the only response was ñno comment.ò [17] 
 
Besra herself now claims she has been abandoned by the Missionary sisters who flocked to her 
home at the time of the alleged miracle and promised support. ñMy hut was frequented by nuns 
of the Missionaries of Charity before the beatification of Mother Teresa,ò said Mrs. Besra, 
squatting on the floor of her thatched and mud house.  
 

ñThey made a lot of promises to me and assured me of financial help for my livelihood 
and my childrenôs education. After that, they forgot me. I am living in penury. My   
husband is sick. My children have stopped going to school as I have no money. I have 
to work in the fields to feed my husband and five children.ò [18] 

 

It is not our intention to pass a judgment on these events. We merely wish to observe the    
following: it is hard to imagine this flurry of questions and abuses occurring under the former 
rigorous system of canonization. With the Devilôs Advocate now eliminated, abuse and      
suspicion sully not only Mother Teresaôs case, but the entire new beatification process itself. 
 

Once again, regarding the integrity of the new process, we encounter doubt. 
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Monsignor Escriva 
 

Msgr. Josemaria Escriva de Balaguer, the founder of the controversial Opus Dei organization 
who died in 1975, was also placed on the fast track. Fr. Peter Scott, the then rector of SSPXôs 
Holy Cross Seminary in Australia, wrote in November 2002 of what he called Escrivaôs 
ñshamefulò and ñhighly questionable canonization.ò  
 

Noting that due process was not followed, Father Scott objected that the procedure contained 
no Devilôs Advocate, and that ñformer members of Opus Dei who personally knew Msgr. 
Escriva and who attempted to register their objections, were not allowed to express their   
opinion.ò 
 

In a last-ditch effort to provide more objective thinking regarding the hasty canonization, a 
group of former Opus Dei members wrote an Open Letter to Pope John Paul II in which they 
said:  
 

ñIt is because we believe that the truth has been in large part hidden that we now give 
our testimony in order to avoid a danger for the Faith brought about by the unjustifiable 
reverence for the man that you have the intention of canonizing soon.ò 

 

They went on to explain that the authors of this Open Letter include: ñpeople who have      
intimately known Msgr. Escriva and who can testify to his arrogance, to his evil character, to 
his improper seeking of a title (Marquise of Peralta), to his dishonesty, to his indifference   
towards the poor, to his love of luxury and ostentation, to his lack of compassion, and to his 
idolatrous devotion towards óOpus Dei.ô ò [19] 
 

After having pointed out that the process was uncanonical and dishonest, they had this to say:  
 

ñIt [the canonization] will offend God. It will stain the Church forever. It will take away 
from the saints their special holiness. It will call into question the credibility of all the 
canonizations made during your Papacy. It will undermine the future authority of the 
Papacy.ò 

 

Father Scott notes that those who wrote the Open Letter were not traditionalists; they were 
former members of Escrivaôs organization, ñbut their supplication was not heard, and the    
ceremony took place as arranged on October 6, 2002. 
 

ñTheir letter will certainly turn out to be prophetic, for in time they will be proven to be 
right in their assessment concerning Escriva as well as concerning Opus Dei that they 
so aptly   compare to the liberal Sillon movement, rightly condemned by St. Pius X in 
1910. This kind of last-minute objection is unheard of in the history of the Church. How 
could Catholics possibly regard such a man as heroic in virtue, as an extraordinary 
model of Catholic spirituality, as a saint must be? For all the reasons that they give,    
we cannot possibly consider this ócanonizationô as a valid, infallible papal  
pronouncement.ò [20] 

 

In a similar vein, Catholic author Kenneth Woodward expressed grave reservations about the 
procedure regarding Escrivaôs rapid ñbeatification.ò 
 

When Fr. Richard John Neuhaus criticized this negative assessment, claiming the liberal-
leaning Woodward was always unfavorable to Opus Dei, Woodward responded, ñMy writing 
about Opus Dei has focused almost entirely on the beatification of its founder, not the organi-
zation itself. On this point, the only fair-minded conclusion I can reach, given the evidence of 
the positio itself and interviews with people in Rome involved in the process, is that Opus Dei 

www.TheRecusant.com 



John Vennari: Doubtful Canonisations Page 23 

subverted the canonization process to get its man beatified. In a word, it was a scandal - from 
the conduct of the tribunals through the writing of the positio to the high-handed treatment of 
the experts picked to judge the cause. That Newsweek caught Opus Dei officials making claims 
that were not true is a matter of record. Escriva may have been a saint - who am I to judge? But 
you could never tell from the way his cause was handled.ò[21] 
 

Once again, regarding the integrity of the process, we encounter doubt and more doubt. 
 
Assisi: Catholic Youngsters Canôt Believe It  
 

It seems clear that the real purpose of the upcoming ñcanonizationsò of John XXIII and John 
Paul II [NB: Once again, they took place in 2014] is to ñcanonizeò Vatican II and its entire 
liberal orientation of religious liberty, ecumenism, and pan-religious activity. 
 

For now, we will content ourselves with another objection to John Paulôs canonization. 
 

At the time of the 2011 ñbeatificationò of John Paul II, I learned of a homeschool online     
discussion taking place among sixth to ninth graders. A traditional Catholic youth (whom I 
know) was telling non-traditionalist Catholic acquaintances about Pope John Paul IIôs pan-
religious meeting at Assisi; that John Paul invited Hindus, Jews, Muslims, Jains, and pagans to 
pray together at the event in October 1986. He also posted photos of the Assisi gathering. 
 
The homeschooled youngsters refused to believe it. They claimed it could not be true; that the 
John Paul II / Assisi photos were doctored, that no pope - especially one ñbeatifiedò by the 
allegedly conservative Benedict XVI - would perform this act of ecclesiastical treason. 
 
The young traditional Catholic who told his acquaintances about Assisi was accused of making 
up the account; of trying to defame the name of ñBlessedò Pope John Paul II; of inventing        
a malicious story about a pagan-packed, pan-religious prayer-fest that no pope would  
countenance. 
 

Here, then, is the striking point: The children knew the Assisi prayer meeting was not Catholic. 
The children knew it was not a manifestation of heroic virtue. The children knew it was a  
scandal of colossal dimension, and thus refused to believe John Paul could be guilty of it. To 
their credit, these youngsters displayed a better sensus Catholicus than todayôs Vatican leaders. 
 
If Catholic homeschool children, age 13 and under, recognize the outrage of the pan-religious 
meeting at Assisi, why did not Pope Benedict XVI, who placed Papa Wojtyla on the fast-track 
to beatification? Why does not Pope Francis, who on July 5 [NB: 2013] approved John Paul 
IIôs ñcanonizationò? Under todayôs streamlined procedure, these crucial questions are ignored 
as irrelevant. 
 

Once again regarding the integrity of the process, we encounter doubt, doubt and more doubt. 
 
Defect in Procedure 
 

There is an apparent quick-fix solution to the modern canonization dilemma: it is to declare 
that todayôs popes are not popes at all; that they have lost their office due to heresy, and that 
we have not had a true pope since Pius XII. Yet this Sedevacantist reaction, I believe, merely 
substitutes one collection of thorny questions with others of greater magnitude. A thorough 
response to the details of our unprecedented situation calls for the genius of a Bellarmine or a 
Garrigou-Lagrange - genius seemingly lacking in our post-Conciliar period. [22]  
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To conclude: Fast-track beatifications, where the will to beatify supersedes the worthiness of 
the proposed candidate, are a dangerous and questionable development. This is what we see 
with the determined push to rapidly canonize John XXIII and John Paul II. Under the new 
system that eliminates the Devilôs Advocate, legitimate challenges to the sanctity, orthodoxy, 
and miraculous intervention of the candidate are left unaddressed. As Vatican postulator 
Msgr. Luigi Porsi warned, ñThere is no longer any room for an adversarial function.ò 
 
Everything in the Catholic Faith conforms to reason. [23] It seems unreasonable, then, to  
assume that a drastic loosening in the procedure for canonization would yield the same secure 
results as the ñthorough and scrupulousò method that had been in place for centuries. [24] 
 
Thus, I believe modern beatifications and canonizations are at best doubtful due to defect      
in procedure, and due to a new criteria for holiness engendered by the new ñecumenical    
Catholicismò of Vatican II. 
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Blessing the ducklings (Durham)... 

...a visit to the shrine of Ss. Aelric & Godric. 
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