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FROM THE DESK OF THE EDITOR: 
Dear Reader, 
 

Here is some joyous news for which to thank God. Shortly before Christmas a priest left the 
Fake Resistance to be a part of the real thing. Fr. Joseph Onuorah was originally a Novus 
Ordo diocesan priest who came to Tradition a decade or so ago. Having been told to stay in 

the Novus Ordo by the SSPX (and who knows 
how many other Novus Ordo priests have been 
told the same in recent years? That alone is 
surely an untold scandal!) he ended up with the 
Fake Resistance, receiving some supplementary 
formation and a conditional ordination at the 
hands of  Bishop Tomas Aquinas in Brazil. 
Since becoming aware of Bp. Williamsonôs 
teachings and their contradiction of all things 
Traditional, he has taken the brave and selfless 
step of volunteering to join Fr. Hewko, Fr. Ruiz, 
Fr. Rafael, Fr. Vargas, Fr. Srtenovic, you and I 
and all the others here in ñouter darknessò - 
where the ñrespectableò and the self-interested 
fear to tread! God grant him many graces as a 
reward! The reader will find his introduction in 
his own words on page 8.  
 

What Fr. Onuorah doesnôt say in that brief intro-
duction is that his parish are in the middle of 
building a church for themselves in Nigeria and 
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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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although he didnôt ask me to say this, let me encourage you all to support him in the form of 
prayers, encouraging messages and, for those able, donations. God reward your generosity.  
 

 Friedrichshafen - Then and Now! 
 

As is usually the case, there is also a sermon from Archbishop Lefebvre, this time his 1990 
sermon at Friedrichshafen - in Germany, on lake Constance. There are two reasons for this. 
Firstly, it is a great sermon in its own right. The remarks made by the Archbishop about the 
Indult / FSSP fake ñTraditionalistò priests will be familiar to some of our readers (ñThey 
signed to say that they accept the spirit of the Council and the reforms of the Council. One 
cannot live in contradiction like that! é Itôs a contradiction because the spirit of the Council 
is expressed in the New Mass.ò). However the rest of the sermon touches on one of the most 
important and most forgotten truths of our time. Suffering. Hardship. The Mass is the cross, 
Our Lordôs work of Redemption is suffering. Without suffering, inconvenience, hardship, 
without deliberate and conscious self-sacrifice we canôt get to heaven. The Archbishop under-
stood this all-important truth in a way that so many have since forgotten. Let the ñTLMò    
Indultists, the SSPX, the Fake Resistance and everyone else take note: those of you who 
know better, your own convenient lifestyle will be your undoing.  
 

The other reason why that particular sermon is relevant is the comparison which it affords 
with todayôs SSPX. In December 2025, in the very same town of Friedrichshafen, Fr. Franz 
Schmidtberger celebrated his fiftieth anniversary of ordination before a crowd of faithful  
organised by the SSPX. Lots of senior SSPX clerics were there, including Fr. Christian ñThe-
Jews-Did-Not-Commit-Deicideò Bouchacourt, Fr. Robert ñSpreadsheetò Brucciani, Bishop 
Fellay and Fr Pagliarani. Following solemn high Mass, he was lauded on stage and amidst the 
speeches, was presented with a gift from all of them: a Papal Blessing parchment, presented 
to him in tones of awe and reverence. It is not very edifying, the less so when one realises just 
how ten-a-penny such a parchments are. We were given one as a wedding present: it lives in 
the cupboard under the stairs where no one risks seeing it! The video of the entire event is on 
youtube (here and here) and a comical send-up made by The Catholic Trumpet can be found 
on their channel (here).  
 

About half an hour into the speech-making (out of one hour, eighteen minutes, in German!), 
Bishop Fellay says that, from the 1990s, he took the SSPX into a period of ñconsolidation,ò 
limiting the number of Masses said by each priest on Sunday. That confirms what we have 
pointed out here before. He then adds: 
 

ñBut I think we didnôt go as far in those twenty years as we have now. Now itôs a question 
of - whatôs the word Iôm looking for? - institutionalisation, which is an even more solid 
consolidation.ò  

 

What could he mean by this? Your guess is as good as mine, but coincidentally he goes on 
immediately to talk about the SSPXôs ñrelationship with the authoritiesò - by which he means, 
of course, modernist Rome: 

ñFr. Schmidtberger has gone to Rome countless 
times, he has visited countless cardinals, but there 
was no official relationship, so to speak, until the  
pilgrimage in the year 2000. The year 2000 really  
was such a cornerstone in this story.ò 
 

Compare this attitude with what Archbishop Lefebvre 
says about modern Rome in the sermon on page 4 and 
then ask yourself whether Rome today is better or 
worse than in 1990. The comparison speaks volumes.  
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Matthew McDevitt Owes Me $100 
 

Elsewhere in these pages the reader will find further news about one-time Fake Resistance 
priest Fr. Kerry Moran, who already featured in these pages six months ago. He is the third 
Fake Resistance priest who is a danger to children and who had been justly suspended only to 
be rehabilitated by the Williamsonists. How hard is it simply not to have child-molsters 
amongst your priests? And how can any of those people possibly justify it? The answer lies 
in the ñMy-Bishop-Right-Or-Wrongò mentality which has them in its iron grip. Bishop    
Williamson may have gone to his reward, but many of his followers are still in the grip of the 
cult of his personality. Their favourite tactic is to attack and smear anyone who threatens 
their cosy existence: for them, lies and calumny are no obstacle in achieving that goal. 
 

Speaking of using lies calumny to shoot the messenger, the following might prove amusing 
to the casual reader. This came up whilst the Kerry Moran article was being written. One of 
the websites which began to a wider audience about him is a conservative-Novus outfit called 
óThe Lepanto Instituteô. A google search for ñLepanto Institute Kerry Moranò renders the 
results one might expect, for the most part. But wait, look a little closer. Specifically, look at 
the fourth result down.  
 

Whatôs this? Cathinfo? ñ$100 says it was Greg Tayloròé?! Surely not? ...but yes! Here, in 
all itôs cheap bravado, is what the owner of Cathinfo, Matthew McDevitt, wrote: 

 

ñGee, I wonder who submitted the story/dossier to the Lepanto Institute. $100 says it 
was Greg Taylor or someone  associated with him. I have moral certainty.ò  

 

Well Matthew, while you are massaging your bruised ego and asking yourself how your 
judgement could have let you down so badly (and, I hope, wondering in earnest whether this 
is the only such instance!), in the meantime I am very happy to claim my hundred dollars. 
Please send it via paypal to: recusantsspx@hotmail.co.uk - thank you. At the time of writing, 
the current exchange rate puts that at a little over Ã75. That will come in useful on my next 
trip down the local. Cheers!  

And donôt worry, Matthew. There 
are some sceptics out there who will 
doubtless say that youôre just an 
American loudmouth (donôt you just 
hate national stereotypes?), ñall talk 
and no trousersò - or to use the more 
vulgar Scottish expression, ñall fur 
coat and nae knickers!ò - but not I, 
no not I, have no fear. I believe in 
you! Donôt let me down nowé 
 
In the meantime, while I am waiting 
for Matthewôs $100 to arrive, allow 
me to wish all our readers - friend 
and foe, indifferent, grateful or livid, 
those who own up to reading this 
newsletter and those who would 
rather die! - a Merry Christmas-tide 
and a blessed 2026. 
 
   - The Editor. 
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Translated for the Recusant from the original, here. 
 

Archbishop Marcel Lefebvre 
 

Sermon at Friedrichshafen,  
Good Shepherd Sunday, 1990 

 

In the name of the Father and of the Son and of the Holy Ghost. Amen. 
 

My dear brother bishops, dear friends, dear fellow priests, dear faithful,  
 

Let us give thanks to God today for this magnificent day, this magnificent assembly on this 
feast of the Good Shepherd. I think that Providence couldnôt have allowed us to have a more 
significant day than this, a day which give the subject of this sermon: the Good Shepherd. Be-
fore I give you a few words of encouragement on this subject, I would like also to thank all 
those who organised this magnificent day, this gathering. And you, my dear faithful, didnôt 
hesitate to come from far away, some of you had a long journey getting here, to come and as-
sist at this Catholic ceremony, a ceremony which unites us in the Catholic Faith and in the love 
of the Catholic Church. I congratulate you with all my heart. And with what emotion I went up 
and down amongst you just now and I noticed how many children are present here. Thatôs 
precisely the witness which the Catholic Church gives, which the Catholic family gives: a 
Catholic family is a family where there are lots of children. Also, I congratulate you with all 
my heart, dear Catholic families, for bringing your children who will remember this beautiful 
gathering in Friedrichshafen. You have come, my dear faithful, particularly to celebrate the 
twentieth anniversary of the foundation of the Priestly Society of St. Pius X. 
 

Twenty years ago - to be exact it will be this November - that our SSPX was officially recog-
nised by Bishop Charriere, bishop of Fribourg, Switzerland. So it was twenty years ago that 
the SSPX was born, developed and began forming good priests, true shepherds, good shep-
herds. Thatôs why the SSPX was founded, to produce good shepherds, good priests. But what 
is a priest, my dear faithful? The priest according to the spirit of the Catholic Church, accord-
ing to the definition of the Catholic Church, is he who offers the Sacrifice of the Cross of Our 
Lord Jesus Christ. He has the power, by the grace of the Sacrament of Holy Orders which he 
receives, to offer the same Sacrifice which Our Lord Jesus Christ offered on the cross. So the 
priest is one who has power over God Himself, over the Word of God Incarnate, power to 
make Him come down onto the altar to renew His sacrifice. An extraordinary, incredible pow-
er. Poor creatures that we are, feeble creatures, and yet we have power over God, the Creator 
of the universe, who created everything, who created us. The power to make Him come down 
onto the altar and renew His Sacrifice.  
 

And by that same fact, there is the second power which a priest has, by virtue of the fact that 
he has power over the physical body of Our Lord, His Body, Blood, Soul and Divinity, the 
priest has a power over the Mystical Body of Our Lord Jesus Christ. In other words, he can 
bring all men, all humanity, to Our Lord Jesus Christ, to participate in His Sacrifice and there-
fore to prepare these souls through the sacraments: Baptism, Confirmation, to give them the 
sacraments which prepare souls to worthily receive Our Lord Jesus Christ, the Creator and 
Redeemer. Thatôs what the work of a priest is, thatôs what a Catholic priest is and always has 
been. We need to remind ourselves of that, and the SSPX has no other goal than the formation 
of such priests, priests who will one days have, through the grace of their ordination, a power 
over God Himself, over the Incarnate Word, to offer His Sacrifice, to unite themselves to His 
Sacrifice, and to give Our Lord Jesus Christ to souls.  
 

But my dear faithful, are we dreaming? Is it possible that a human creation can have such a 
power? Yes, thatôs what the priest has. What a dignity is the priestly dignity! What an ideal is 
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the priestly ideal! A magnificent ideal! And we would like, and we have tried over these past 
twenty years, to breath into these young Levites, these young seminarians, a love for their vo-
cation and for Our Lord Jesus Christ, so that they can truly be the priests that you desire, that 
you wish for, the priests which you need. 
 

Was it really necessary, my dear faithful, to found this Society of St Pius X? Werenôt there 
already enough seminaries in the world? Werenôt there enough congregations with their own 
seminarians? Was the foundation of this Society really urgent? My dear brethren, the object of 
the most persistent attacks, the most evil attacks of the devil in the Church is his attack on the 
priesthood. The devil hates true priests, hates the true priesthood and hates the true Mass. He 
hates the Mass which is the cross of Christ because he was defeated by Our Lordôs cross. Ever 
since then he has not ceased attacking the priesthood, so as to destroy the Mass, because he 
knows that we will defeat him through the Mass. Just as Our Lord defeated him with the cross, 
we priests too will defeat the devil with the cross. And the whole history of the Church proves 
this and shows this, in every century: the attacks of the devil against the priest. But we can say 
that the attacks against priests were done above all either through schisms, like that of Luther, 
who destroyed the priesthood and thus the altar. So after the Council of Trent a whole legion 
of Saints arose, St Vincent de Paul, St Charles Borromeo, St Peter Canisius, St John Eudes, 
and so many others, so many holy priests, who founded good seminaries and who wanted to 
give the Church true priests, the true priesthood, and they had many of them.  
 

But I think that the devilôs power has never been so great as it is in our times. Never have the 
devilôs attacks been as deep, as clever or as destructive as in our time. Why? Because he has 
made use of the Churchôs authority to destroy the priesthood. Up to that point he had ever 
managed that. Yes, in our times, the devil is making use of the Churchôs authority to destroy 
the priesthood and the altar. Thatôs a fact. Itôs not something which might happen in the future, 
itôs something which weôve witnessed ourselves.  
 

And how did it happen? Well, by calling a Council which would have  a spirit close to Protes-
tantism, Protestantism which destroys the priesthood and the sacrifice of the altar because 
Protestants donôt believe in the priesthood, they donôt believe in the Sacrifice of the Mass as 
being a sacrifice which makes reparation for sins. They destroyed the Mass and the priesthood. 
So the devil succeeded in somehow making those in authority in the Church favourable to this 
destructive spirit entering the Church, through ecumenism. So, in order to get close to the 
Protestants - because thatôs what ecumenism is - they made this New Mass. A New Mass. 
Why a New Mass? The Churchôs Mass which was said for twenty centuries, they changed it, 
saying explicitly that they were doing so in order to eventually concelebrate with the 
Protestants and have a sort of inter-communion. And in doing so, obviously, they destroyed 
the Sacrifice of the Mass too.  
 

The New Mass isnôt necessarily invalid. It is poisoned. Poisoned by these bad principles,   
poisoned because it makes the idea of sacrifice disappear, the sacrifice of the cross. But this is 
of capital importance, you see. Itôs at the very root of Catholicism. Catholicism is essentially 
based on the cross. If we no longer have the notion of the Sacrifice of the Cross and of the 
Sacrifice of the Mass continuing the Sacrifice of the Cross, weôre no longer Catholic. Thatôs 
where we find all the all the resources of grace, in the cross of Our Lord, in the opened Heart 
of Our Lord, in His head crowned with thorns, in His pierced hands. Yes, thatôs where weôll 
find all the graces of the Resurrection, of the Redemption which we all need. If we suppress 
the Sacrifice of Our Lord Jesus Christ on our altars, if our altars no longer reproduce the    
sacrifice of the cross of Our Lord, they are nothing more than ña eucharist,ò a meal, a sharing, 
a ñcommunionò - itôs no longer the spirit of the Catholic Church. The Catholic Church is   
essentially founded on the cross, on the spirit of sacrifice. And what is the spirit of sacrifice 
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which is disappearing - you will recognise what Iôm saying, all around you - nobody wants to 
sacrifice himself any more, to mortify himself. People want to play, they want to profit and 
enjoy life. This is true of Catholics as well. Why? Because the spirit of self-sacrifice is no 
longer there, the cross is no longer there. And if the cross isnôt there, the Catholic Church 
isnôt there.  
 

This is extremely serious, itôs a change of orientation which took place during the Council. 
Perhaps some of them had a good intention, but they certainly werenôt inspired by the Holy 
Ghost. So they had a desire to cosy up to the Protestants - what happened? The Catholics    
became Protestants and the Protestants didnôt become Catholic. So, they took up this spirit 
which destroys the sacrifice of the cross. But since the priest is made to offer the sacrifice of 
the cross, to continue this sacrifice of the cross, the priest too was affected in the same way. 
He was no longer the man of sacrifice. He was now the man of sharing, the man of gathering, 
the man of communion. He was the social compere. He is no longer the man of the sacrifice 
of the cross. And this is a considerable change, you see. Itôs another spirit, it is no longer the 
spirit of the Catholic Church.  
 

Please make sure you tell each other these things, my dear brethren. Itôs sad, very sad, pain-
ful, we are dying of how sad and painful it is every day, to think that the Church is infested by 
this spirit which is destroying her. Itôs what Paul VI himself called the ñauto-demolition of 
the Church,ò yes, the self destruction of the Church, the Church is destroying herself. So we 
have to take note of these things, donôt we? And unfortunately, we notice them more and 
more every day. There is no hope of redress for the time being, apparently. Seminaries are in 
a lamentable state. Vocations are very few and far between and where they do exist, the semi-
narians are badly formed, because they arenôt being formed for the sacrifice of the Mass. 
Theyôre being de-formed. Why? Thereôs very little hope for the moment other than by prayer 
and in Godôs help which will arrive one day, and in the resolve which we must have to remain 
Catholic and defend the Catholic Mass.  
 

Perhaps you will tell me: óBut Rome seems more accessible recently, more open to allowing 
us to say the old Mass, the Catholic Mass. So we shouldnôt have any more problems!ô But 
you see, we would be putting ourselves in a contradiction. Because at the same time as Rome 
gives, for instance, to the Fraternity of St Peter and to Le Barroux monastery and other 
groups, permission to say the Traditional Mass, at the same time they make them sign a 
óProfession of Faithô in which Council is inscribed and which they have to admit the spirit of 
the Council. Itôs a contradiction because the spirit of the Council is expressed in the New 
Mass. How are they going to maintain the Traditional Mass by accepting the spirit which  
destroys the Traditional Mass? To do that is to put oneself in a complete contradiction and 
one day, softly-softly, Rome will require those to whom they gave permission for Traditional 
Mass, theyôll require them to accept the New Mass in turn, to bring them into line with what 
theyôve signed. They signed to say that they accept the spirit of the Council and the reforms 
of the Council. One cannot live in contradiction like that, in such incredible illogicality. Itôs a 
totally uncomfortable situation which is the source of difficulty for these groups who now 
find that they are in a sort of dead-end.  
 

The only logical attitude for keeping the Catholic Faith is keeping the Catholic Mass. This 
Traditional Catholic Mass is against to the spirit of the Council, against ecumenism, against 
collegiality, and also against the liberalism found in the Council. Our Mass is the Mass of 
sacrifice, there is only one sacrifice which opens the gate of heaven for us. Tu devicto mortis 
aculeo aperuisti credentibus regna caelorum - Thou overcamest the sting of death and hast 
opened to believers the Kingdom of Heaven. Thou hast led us to heaven by the cross. The 
cross is the way which leads us to heaven.  

www.TheRecusant.com 



 

Abp. Lefebvre Page 7 

The sacrifice of Our Lord is the royal road which leads us to eternity. There is no other. There 
is no other! There is no Religious Liberty in the sense that one can choose oneôs religion. That 
doesnôt exist! There is only one religion, because there is only one road which leads us to 
heaven: the cross of Our Lord Jesus Christ. And the cross of Our Lord Jesus Christ is the True 
Mass, the Traditional Mass. So if we want to stay Catholic, we have to keep the Mass of the 
sacrifice of Our Lord Jesus Christ. And if we want to keep this Mass, we need to have Catholic 
priests, priests who believe in it. Which means we have to have Catholic seminaries, which is 
what we have: our Catholic seminaries which prepare men to offer this sacrifice of the cross 
and to unite all the faithful around Our Lord Jesus Christ and take them to heaven via the royal 
road of the cross. Thatôs it. We canôt live in illogicality. And in order to have Catholic priests 
you need Catholic bishops, thereôs no choice in the matter. Thatôs why it seemed to us abso-
lutely necessary and indispensable to give you Catholic bishops. Catholic bishops, Catholic 
priests, Catholic Mass, Catholic faithful, Catholic children: thatôs the Church! Thatôs the Cath-
olic Church. But if something is lacking, if we didnôt have Catholic bishops, we wouldnôt have 
Catholic priests. And without Catholic priests, we wouldnôt have the Catholic Mass. And if 
thereôs no Catholic Mass any more, we canôt go to heaven any more, the gates of heaven are 
closed. Yes, we have to be logical.  
 

So my dear brethren, let us make a resolution to remain Catholic, you see, and to refuse all 
compromise with this Conciliar spirit which is a spirit that leads to apostasy - yes! - which 
leads to apostasy! Millions and millions, tens of millions of Catholics have abandoned the 
Catholic Faith and joined sects, in South America, in North America, in Europe, all over the 
place [missing piece of audio 24:50]. ...we donôt want to apostatise, why donôt we want to 
compromise with this spirit which destroys the Mass which is the spirit of the Second Vatican 
Council.  
 

And let us entrust ourselves, my dear brethren, to the most Blessed Virgin Mary, asking her to 
make sure that there are lots of vocations, and that she keep these children and young people, 
these young people here, the choir there as well who charm us with their singing. And Iôm not 
only speaking about priestly vocations: we also need religious vocations, but since I was 
speaking about the priesthood I spoke particularly about priestly vocations. And itôs in these 
Catholic schools which we will find future Catholic priests, thatôs clear. ITôs also in your fami-
lies, in your Catholic families with lots of children, thatôs where beautiful vocations will be 
born and future Catholic families too. Thatôs the Catholic Church.  
 

May the most Blessed Virgin Mary keep you in the Faith. Did you know that in Fribourg, in 
Switzerland, in Bishop Charriereôs diocese, the diocese where we founded the Society, we 
were going to make a pilgrimage - I donôt know if maybe some of you know this pilgrimage, -
to Notre Dame de Bourguillon in Fribourg. Do you know what they call Notre Dame de Bour-
guillon? ñOur Lady, Guardian of the Faithò! Could we find a more beautiful pilgrimage, to 
begin our priestly society than the pilgrimage to Our Lady of Bourguillon, Guardian of the 
Faith? Itôs inscribed on the medal: ñNotre Dame de Bourguillon, Gardienne de la Foi.ò And 
thatôs where I did the first ordinations. The first minor ordinations, I did them in this sanctuary, 
the sanctuary of Our Lady, Guardian of the Faith. What a wonder. So, letôs ask Our Lady of 
Bourgiuillon, let us ask the Guardian of the Faith to keep us in the Catholic Faith all the way 
up to our death, like all the martyrs who gave their lives, who gave their blood, to keep the 
Faith, who werenôt afraid to shed their blood. We too have to be prepared to give our lives if 
we have to, for the Faith, in Our Lord Jesus Christ, in His sacrifice, in His Church, in His 
Mass, His priesthood, is that not so? Let us therefore pray to the Blessed Virgin Mary that she 
send us lots of vocations so that we can give you the priests that you desire. 
 

In the name of the Father and of the Son and of the Holy Ghost. Amen. 
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Divine Providence leads a priest out of the Fake Resistance to the real thing, Deo Gratias! 
 

Fr. Joseph Onuorah Joins the Resistance!  
 
Dear Editor, 
 

My name is Rev. Fr Joseph Onuorah. I am a Nigerian Traditional Latin Mass Priest of SSPX 
Resistance. I was ordained a Catholic priest in Onitsha Archdiocesan novus ordo diocese in 
Nigeria on 16th July 2016, the feast of Our Lady of Mount Carmel. It was two years after my 
ordination that I discovered the Traditional Latin Mass and I wrote to my novus ordo bishop 
that having discovered this Mass of all time that I would like to join them. He actually did not 
want me to join Traditional Latin Mass because according to him and the diocesan Chancellor, 
Traditional Latin Mass groups have splinter units and they are outside the Church according to 
the excommunication of Archbishop Marcel Lefebvre by Pope John Paul II after the 1988  
consecration of 4 bishops. However I insisted in joining Traditional Latin Mass group and he 
said that he gave me time to think about it and pray over it. I thought about it and prayed over 
it before the Blessed Sacrament, saying my Rosaries and Masses and after about 40 days   
prayers, my heart was still at peace remaining with Traditional Latin Mass group. So I official-
ly left novus ordo in December 2018 and in June 2019 they published my name in the diocesan 
newspaper and some national dailies. 
 

Meanwhile, by that time I did not know the differences between mainstream SSPX, SSPX  
Resistance/Marian Corps, FSSP, Sedevacantists, etc. In the initial stage I thought that they 
were all one under the umbrella of Traditional Latin Mass of the Catholic Church. I discovered 
the differences when I joined SSPX Resistance. I tried to join mainstream SSPX in Nigeria in 
2017 but the priest I met told me that they do not accept novus ordo priests as at that time. 
Then a priest referred me to SSPX Resistance, and I came in contact with Fr Juan Ortiz and 
Bishop Williamson. Fr Juan Ortiz lectured me in moral theology and other courses for almost 
two years. He helped provide the vestments and books for Traditional Latin Mass. After        
our lectures, he wrote to Bishop Williamson to give me conditional ordination and Bishop  
Williamson sent me to Bishop Tomas Aquinas de Ferreira in Brazil and I received my        
conditional ordination on 31st May 2021 at Holy Cross Monastery Brazil. We were three 
priests who received the conditional ordination but on coming back to Nigeria, one left and 
went back to novus ordo after about two months. So that is how I remained with Bishop     
Williamsonôs group of SSPX Resistance.  
 

On the issue of the positions of bishop Williamson on the new Mass, Vatican II council, etc, I 
was totally disappointed when I heard it. It didnôt go down well with me at all. Fr Juan Ortiz 
had given us many Traditional books including the Biography of Archbishop Marcel Lefebvre 
by Bishop Tissier. I read the Archbishop Lefebvreôs biography, and his stand about the new 
Mass, the new ordination rites and how all the Sacraments were changed, the essence being 
removed and not just the accidence, Vatican II council and others major doctrines of the Cath-
olic Church heavily affected, just heart breaking. I have also listened to his conferences and his 
stand is very clear and firm. So I am fully standing firmly, shoulder to shoulder with the teach-
ings of our beloved Archbishop Marcel Lefebvre which is the perennial teachings of the Tradi-
tional Catholic Church. And that is exactly what I am teaching here in my mission in Nigeria.  
 
   In Jesus, Mary and Joseph, 
 

   Ad Maiorem Dei Gloriam per Mariam. 
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To contact Fr. Onuorah or to offer him help for his apostolate: 
 

 Tel: +2348060828598      Email: onuorajoe93@gmail.com 
 Postal Address: St Michael the Archangel Traditional Latin Mass Catholic Church, 
                             Owerre-ebeiri, Orlu, Imo State, Nigeria, West Africa. 
 

 Bank: Access Bank, International Market, Orlu, Imo state, Nigeria. Account name: Onuorah Joseph Emenike  
 Account number: 1521958238      Sort code: 185008     Swift code: ABNGNGLA 
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Fr Hewko and Fr Ruiz recently released this doctrinal statement, available here.  
 
 
 

ñCONFRONTED WITH  
THE SILENCE OF THE SHEPHERDSéò (II)   

 
 

NEW STATEMENT OF GOLDEN TRUTHS  
IN THESE TIMES OF SPIRITUAL DISORIENTATION 

 
 
  Introduction 
 

With this new Statement, we intend to give a reminder and an update of our July 1, 2023 
Statement. We maintain our intention to denounce the harmful absence of public teaching by 
shepherds who no longer wish to transmit the doctrine of the Catholic Church, either in whole 
or in part. This absence weakens what little remains of the Catholic Church today and no 
longer hinders the process of apostasy among Catholic people initiated by the Second Vatican 
Council.   
 
 1. The Catholic Church is a visible and indefectible Society  
 

According to the intentions and promises of Our Lord Jesus Christ, the Catholic Church is a 
visible and indefectible Society in her Faith and in her essence.   
 

Because it is visible, the profession of its Faith must be PUBLIC, the Catholic Church is not a 
secret society.    
 

Because it is indefectible, the profession of its Faith must be INTEGRAL.  This uncorrupt 
and integral profession of the Faith is necessary for the very existence of the Catholic Church. 
There will always be Catholics who profess the Catholic Faith integrally and publicly, even if 
the strife of the times may reduce them to a small number. 
 
 2. The Silence of the Shepherds 
 

The mercenary shepherds do not take care of the sheep because they are mercenaries.  
 

The first duty of the ñEcclesia docensò (i.e. that part of the Church that has the function of 
teaching) is to remember the doctrine. The first right of the ñEcclesia discensò (i.e. that part of 
the Church which is taught) is to be taught sound doctrine.  
 

And according to the sentence of St. Paul the Apostle, this doctrine must not be taught only 
once, but constantly, in season and out of season: ñ...preach the Word: be instant, in season, 
out of season: reprove, entreat, rebuke, in all patience and doctrine. For times will come, 
when men will not be able to endure sound doctrineéò (II Tim. IV). ñé and in this supreme 
need of the Church, those who should have spoken in time will remain silent.ò (Our Lady of 
Good Success.)  
 

It is also true that the Faith can be professed by acts, gestures and attitudes. By practical acts, 
as long as they are upright, one can profess and defend the Faith. If they are ambiguous or 
equivocal, they can destroy it. We are tired of seeing how the Conciliar Popes have multiplied 
ambiguous acts and gestures, as well as unequivocal ones that disorient and weaken the Faith 
of the faithful.  
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 3. The Primacy of Doctrine 
 

In all the Councils and teachings of the Popes, they have always condemned the errors of their 
time. To teach sound doctrine and condemn the errors was always their first objective. All the 
acts of a Christian depend on the Doctrine of the Faith. Today Liberal Catholics will say that 
condemning current errors is neither pertinent nor prudent, because they prefer practical and 
immediate results, and also because they do not see Truth as an absolute good, but relative. 
The pastors of the new Conciliar and Liberal Church no longer understand the primacy of 
Doctrine, nor are they interested in it.  
 

The Doctrine of the Faith, although this may displease the priests of the neo-SSPX, is prior to 
and more important than the Holy Mass and the sacraments. The Holy Mass depends on Faith 
and is something created, while the Truth of Faith is uncreated, is eternal, it is the Word of 
God. If sound doctrine is not defended first, neither can the Holy Mass be defended. The Holy 
Mass is the means to reach the possession of the Eternal Truth through the Beatific Vision.  
 

In the neo-SSPX today, a simplistic conception of oneôs ñduty of stateò is taught and promot-
ed, which consists only of Mass attendance, Christian piety and practical and material duties, 
and they do not want to understand that the first of all ñduties of stateò is the defense of the 
Faith, especially when it is in danger in an age of apostasy. The faithful also have the right and 
duty to know the errors of our time in order to be able to persevere and defend the Doctrine of 
the Faith.  
 
 4. Necessity of Christian Combat 
 

Catholics in this world are all members of the Church Militant, this is not a poetic expression 
but is a reality. We are not part of the Church Triumphant which is in Heaven, nor of the 
Church Suffering which is in Purgatory. In this world, we must constantly fight against the 
three enemies of the soul that the Catholic Church proposes to us in the catechism: the devil, 
the flesh, and the world. We should not be ignorant or indifferent to the war against evil.  
 

The practice of oneôs ñduty of stateò while being neglectful of the struggle of the Faith, which 
the neo-SSPX proposes today, is wrong. Liberal Catholics detest and have a special repulsion 
towards the Christian combat and want to reduce it only to ña spiritò, to a folklore, and do not 
see in it a true militancy. Lax Catholics believe that they will be saved only by avoiding evil; 
Liberal Catholics think that it is also necessary to do some good works; however, good Catho-
lics will always be convinced that to be saved it is not only necessary to avoid evil (sin), to do 
as much good as we can (against sins of omission), but that we must also fight evil in our-
selves and in the world, as far as possible.  
 

Naturalistic Liberalism denies the existence of original sin and its consequences. It denies the 
existence of evil in the natural world and insists that the natural world is always good. Liberal 
Catholics minimize the need for Christian combat because they are contaminated by Natural-
istic Liberalism that is why they are not interested in it, that is why they do not study it. Some 
go so far as to say that ñit is enough for us to be good for evil to be extinguishedò without the 
need of fighting it. This is an error that Monsignor Marcel Lefebvre denounced. This is an 
error that ignores the fact that in all the Councils of Holy Mother Church (not Vatican II, of 
course), Truth and Doctrine was not only taught, but all the errors of the time are denounced, 
condemned and excommunicated very concretely, as well as the people who promoted them.   
Indifference in the face of evil is sin, we must be enemies of evil, and itôs a duty. We must 
hate and fight evil in its various manifestations, when this is reasonably possible. ñDo-
goodismò and pacifism are not Christian.    
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We Catholics are the soldiers of Christ. Being militant is part of the very nature of the Church 
living in this world.  
 
 5. Primacy of the Doctrinal Combat 
 

The devil, who is very astute, wants to make us forget that the first of all combats is the Doc-
trinal combat, the combat of the Faith! Without good doctrine, all the other aspects of our 
struggle for good can be distorted.   
 

The importance of the doctrinal combat lies in the defense of the Divine Truth to which we 
have access by Faith. Without Truth there are no solutions.   
 

Jesus Christ said: ñThe Truth will set you freeò (Jn. VIII, 32).  
 
6. We live in a new Historical Period of Revolutions against the Christian  
   Order.   
 

In the long history of the Church's battles against evil, the naturalistic Renaissance of the 15th 
century began a new historical period that of Revolutions against the Christian Social Order 
that once flourished in the Middle Ages. These Revolutions are: the Protestant Revolution, 
French Revolution, Communist Revolution, the Revolution of ideas within the Church with 
Modernism, Progressivism, the Second Vatican Council, etc. etc. etc.   
 

What makes this period particularly dangerous is that the enemies of the Church are no longer 
fighting her in a purely external and visceral way, but in a planned, methodical and more sub-
tle way.   
 

For the children of the Church this time of Revolutions has become the time of counter-
Revolution. Today one can no longer be perfectly Catholic if one is not a counter-
Revolutionary (anti-Protestant, anti-Liberal, anti-Communist, anti-Modernist, etc.). Liberal 
Catholics are shocked by the prefix ñantiò (Bishop Lefebvre gave a sermon at £c¹ne to de-
nounce this error), but God Himself can only be against (i.e. ñantiò) every form of evil!   
 

To be a counter-Revolutionary does not consist only in understanding evil, nor only in 
fighting evil, but in fighting evil in a methodical way, that is to say with intelligence,        
prudence and energy.  
 
7. Modernism inspired by the French Revolution.   
 

In the Encyclical ñPascendi,ò Pope St. Pius X denounced and condemned the modernist error 
saying that Modernism is the most dangerous and harmful of all errors. And why is it the 
most dangerous? He himself gave us the answer: because it is relativistic. A relativist is capa-
ble of accepting all kinds of error or even all errors, simultaneously. For a relativist, Truth is 
no longer an Absolute Good but only a Relative Good. Thus, he is always ready to sacrifice 
the Truth ñfor the sake of peaceò as they say, or for pure diplomacy, or for any human con-
venience, etc. They accept that every man has ñhis truthò even if they are all in contradiction. 
The only group that such a wide ñtoleranceò with everything and everyone that relativists 
cannot tolerate or endure are those who affirm that Truth is an Absolute Good and that there-
fore, one cannot be tolerant of error. It is those who affirm the primacy of Truth and of Catho-
lic Doctrine over all human activities that they cannot tolerate!   
 

Modernism is inspired by this concept of universal ñtoleranceò inspired by the French Revo-
lution and of modern subjectivism.   
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Today we have lost the love for Truth as such, as well as its primacy and essential characteris-
tics: uniqueness, coherence, stability.   
 

For Liberals, Truth is no longer an Absolute Good but only a relative one. That is why they 
disguise it, postpone it, misrepresent it and always sacrifice it, for purely practical and transi-
tory reasons. This is the Liberal spirit, which is essentially relativistic.   
 

Modernism, son of Liberalism, ñis the sum of all errorsò (St. Pius X) because it is relativistic!  
 

 8. The Seriousness of the Problem of the Liberal Spirit.   
 

Doctrinal Liberalism explicitly accepts Liberal principles, while the Liberal spirit, even if it 
theoretically denies Liberal principles and ideas, is infected by them and has a hidden tenden-
cy towards them. The modern, relativistic and Liberal society has engendered a new people, 
weakened in the love of truth. Catholics have become schizophrenic because they want to be 
at the same time Catholics and relativists. For Doctrinal Catholics the world must adapt itself 
to the Truth that comes from God (ñLord, to whom shall we go? Thou alone hast the words of 
eternal lifeò (Jn. VI, 69). For Liberal Catholics the Truth must adapt itself to this world. Pas-
tors contaminated by the Liberal spirit have relegated the Doctrinal combat to a secondary and 
partial position.    
 

The Liberal spirit is tenacious, far more tenacious than appearances suggest. Catholics with a 
Liberal spirit are the lurking enemies of Doctrinal Catholics. The Liberal spirit is subtly and 
discreetly corrupting the spirit of Faith and is the unsuspecting enemy of the Social Kingdom 
of Jesus Christ.  
 

 9. The Revolution of the Conciliar Church Continues.   
 

Some dreamers souls believed in the restoration of Pope Benedict XVI. But in reality the Rev-
olution continues: anti-Marian Revolution, anti-Papacy Revolution, anti-Church Revolution, 
anti-theology Revolution, anti-philosophy Revolution, anti-exegesis Revolution, anti-liturgical 
Revolution, anti-ecclesiastical law Revolution. Religious Liberty is more widespread, as is 
Ecumenism. The Church continues to be Judaized, pacifism and immigration are promoted in 
place of eternal truths.  The new Pope Leo XIV is an enthusiast of the Second Vatican Coun-
cil, of the new Mass, of Pope Francis, etc. The ambiguous, equivocal acts and omissions of the 
Conciliar Popes continue to destroy the Faith. There is no improvement, the Revolution within 
the Church continues....  
 

 10. The Neo-SSPX in the Process of ñConciliarization.ò   
 

No one speaks of the failure of óthe great diplomatic manoeuvreô of Bishop Fellay                   
to ñconvertò Rome from its Conciliar errors. After a whole campaign over many years of    
soporific conferences around the world to foster the optimism of the faithful of Tradition    
regarding the ñconversionò of Rome and its ñbenignityò towards us, no results have yet been 
seen. Not only has the situation in Rome not improved, but it has deteriorated like never    
before - it has never been worse! Where are the results of conversion in Rome after 25 years of 
Bishop Fellay's optimistic ñdiplomacyò? Are there any serious and consistent fruits? Is it 
Rome that has opened up to Tradition thanks to the ñbrilliant diplomacyò of Bp. Fellay or is it 
the SSPX that has fallen into the nets of the diplomatic tactics of Conciliar Rome? Are they 
not imprudently walking into a trap?    
 

Bishop Fellay has refused to accept the distinction made by Abp. Lefebvre between the    
Catholic Church and the Conciliar Church and therefore does not want to see that Conciliar 
Rome is the enemy of Tradition and therefore nothing can be expected of it.    
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Is it not sheer madness to seek a union that is contrary to nature and to the most basic           
prudence, by wanting to place Tradition under the tutelage of those who are precisely the 
greatest enemies of this Tradition? The neo-SSPX has begun its process of ñconciliarizationò, 
it is heading towards Modernism.  
 

 11. In the neo-SSPX, they claim to continue to be the óchildrenô of Archbishop 
Lefebvre, but they are unfaithful to his main directives 
 

  a). Previous SSPX: In his sermon at the episcopal consecrations, Archbishop Lefebvre said 
that what he intended to do was óoperation survivalô of Tradition and that if negotiations with 
conciliar Rome had continued, it would have been a óoperation suicideô.   
 

ñIt is not for me to know when Tradition will regain its rights in Rome, but I believe it is my 
duty to provide the means to carry out what I would call óOperation Survival,ô the ósurvival 
operationô of Tradition. Today, this day, is Operation Survival. And if I had carried out this 
operation with Rome, continuing with the agreements we had signed and pursuing the imple-
mentation of these agreements, I would have been carrying out óOperation Suicide.ô ò  
(Sermon of the Episcopal Consecrations 30 June 1988).   
 

b). Neo-SSPX:  Today, the neo-SSPX promotes óOperation Suicideô because it progressively 
accepts silence in the doctrinal combat more and more each day, in order to relentlessly contin-
ue its senseless and failed diplomacy with regard to conciliar Rome.   
 

a). Previous SSPX: Archbishop Lefebvre did not believe in the legitimacy of the new Mass and 
the new sacraments:  ñThe new Mass is dangerous and therefore bad, because it was created 
in the spirit of ecumenism, diminishes the faith of the faithful, and ultimately gives them a 
Protestant spirit.ô óWe do not say that the new Mass is heretical, nor that it is invalid, but we 
refuse to say that it is legitimate, that it is perfectly orthodox.ò (Archbishop Lefebvre, inter-
view with Fr Jacques Emily,  Communicantes, August 1985, Canada).   
 

ñFrom whom will these seminarians receive the sacrament of Orders? From the conciliar 
bishops? From whom all the sacraments are doubtful? Because it is no longer known exactly 
what their intentions are.ò (Mass of Episcopal Consecrations, 30 June 1988).   
 

And then the same could also be said of the New Mass.   
 

ñé this Rite of Mass is a bastard Rite, the sacraments are bastard sacraments; we no longer 
know if they are sacraments which give grace or which do not give grace.ò (Archbishop 
Lefebvre, Sermon in Lille, France 1976).   
 

ñThe union desired by these Liberal Catholics, a union between the Church and the Revolution 
and subversion is, for the Church, an adulterous union, adulterous! And that adulterous union 
can produce only bastards. And who are those bastards? They are our [new] Rites: the Rite of 
Mass is a bastard Rite, the sacraments are bastard sacraments; we no longer know if they are 
sacraments which give grace or which do not give grace.ò (Archbishop Lefebvre, Sermon in 
Lille, France 1976) 
 

b). Neo-SSPX:  The neo-SSPX affirmed in its 2012 Doctrinal Declaration that the New Mass 
and all the new sacraments are óvalidô and ñlegitimateò:  
 

ñWe declare that we recognise the validity of the sacrifice of the Mass and of the sacraments 
celebrated with the intention of doing what the Church does according to the rites indicated in 
the typical editions of the Roman Missal and the Rituals of the Sacraments are legitimately 
promulgated by Popes Paul VI and John Paul IIò (Doctrinal Declaration of Bishop Fellay, 
April 15 2012).   
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If Archbishop Lefebvre described these sacraments as ñbastardisedò and dubious, how could 
they be legitimate at the same time? We must emphasize that the word ñlegitimateò in the 
2012 document regarding the New Mass and the new sacraments has enormous consequenc-
es. In theology, the concept of legitimacy is equivalent to morality, lawfulness, and legal im-
peccability. And if something is moral and lawful, then it cannot be anything other than fully 
Catholic. This simple word ólegitimateô not only insinuates but also includes the tremendous 
conclusion that Archbishop Lefebvre was initially wrong to refuse to say the New Mass and 
to prohibit it in his seminaries. We know that Catholic theology teaches us that it is never 
lawful to disobey our ecclesiastical superiors, except in the case of an order that is contrary to 
the Faith or to morality. If the new Mass is ñlegitimate,ò then Archbishop Lefebvre was 
wrong from the beginning of his work, and everything he did afterwards was nothing but an 
immense act of disobedience, and he should never have founded the SSPX. In short, all his 
work was an immense act of pride because the New Mass, the new sacraments, etc. are moral, 
óvalid and legitimate,ô says the document, and therefore he had no sufficient doctrinal reason 
to disobey. Bishop Fellay, Father Schmidberger, and other leaders of the neo-SSPX have  
betrayed Abp. Lefebvre with a single stroke of the pen and a single piece of paper. They have 
neutralised all of Abp. Lefebvre's doctrinal combat, everything that Abp. Lefebvre held most 
precious and most important. Just a piece of paper, you say? Yes, but one with enormous and 
very serious consequences! If the serious doctrinal reasons that justified the founding of the 
SSPX and also the disobedience and prudent distancing from conciliar Rome are removed, 
then this would mean that it never had a real reason to exist and should therefore disappear. 
Today, all of Bishop Fellay's efforts are focused on returning to the previous situation, return-
ing to apparent legality and being welcomed back into the arms of Modernist Rome at the 
price of compromise on doctrine. In our religion, doctrinal truths are the foundation of the 
entire edifice of the Church. The ñlegitimacyò of the New Mass and the new sacraments   
implies that the state of necessity, which justified the validity of all our confessions for so 
many years, the lawfulness of our activities, etc., never existed.   
 

It should be added that Abp. Lefebvre conditionally re-ordained priests of the conciliar 
Church who were drawn to Tradition, for the same reason that he considered the conciliar 
sacraments to be doubtful. Today, the neo-SSPX has abandoned this practice, as well as that 
of giving conditional Confirmation and performing the ñsupplying of the ceremoniesò for the 
baptism of children. It is clear that the neo-SSPX no longer considers these sacraments to be 
doubtful.   
 

a). Previous SSPX: Abp. Lefebvre said that the New Mass is intrinsically evil and that there-
fore attendance at it is unlawful and immoral:   
 

ñThe New Mass is dangerous and therefore bad, because it was created in the spirit of       
ecumenism, diminishes the faith of the faithful, and ultimately gives them a Protestant      spir-
it.ò (Archbishop Lefebvre, interview with Father Jacques Emily, Communicantes, August 
1985, Canada).   
 

Therefore, it should be clear that the faithful should not attend the New Mass:   
 

ñNot only can these New Masses not be the object of an obligation for the Sunday precept, 
but the canonical regulations which the Church is accustomed to apply to the communicatio 
in sacris with schismatic Orthodox cults, and with Protestant cults, must be applied to 
themò (Abp. Lefebvre writing in Cor Unum, November 1979). Participating in an act of 
óCommunicatio in sacrisô is, of course, a serious mortal sin and is prohibited by the Catholic 
Church.   
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b). Neo-SSPX:  Today, the neo-SSPX no longer clearly denounces that the New Mass gradual-
ly destroys the faith of the faithful and that it is therefore intrinsically evil.   
 

Abp. Lefebvre: ñThen there are some who would be ready to sacrifice the fight for the Faith, 
by saying: óLet us first re-enter the Church! Let us do everything to re-enter in the official  
public structure of the Church. Let us be silent about our dogmatic problem. Let us be silent 
about our fight. Let us not speak about the malice of the [new] Mass anymoreô ò (Conference, 
December 21, 1984). 
 

a). Previous SSPX: In all his sermons, lectures, writings, etc., Abp. Lefebvre never failed to 
denounce the new Church and its errors, without any misleading omissions. And he never cited 
any document or text from the Second Vatican Council as a doctrinal reference or authority.   
 

b). Neo-SSPX:  In the neo-SSPX, even if something is incompletely said, they no longer want 
to say everything, nor criticize the conciliar Popes or the Council, so as not to displease concil-
iar Rome or the local bishops. Many of Abp. Lefebvreôs teachings have been censored. Not to 
mention that Bishop Fellay himself made a statement in the Journal ñLa Liberteò Interview 
saying that 95% of the conciliar teaching is Catholic.   
 

ñThe SSPX does not reject Vatican II in its entirety: on the contrary, Bishop Fellay has stated 
that the Society accepts 95% of its teachings. Instead, it claims that some of the assertions of 
Vatican II contradict other magisterial teachings that have greater authority, and hence that 
accepting the doctrines of the Catholic Church requires accepting these more authoritative 
teachings and rejecting the small proportion of errors in Vatican II.ò (October 2013)  (https://
sspx.org/en/news/recognizing-sspx-questioning-vatican-ii-4742)   
 

a). Previous SSPX: Archbishop Lefebvre, a great defender of the Holy Mass and promoter of 
decorum in the Church's liturgy, never separated the liturgy from the doctrinal combat, he re-
fused to remain silent regarding the Second Vatican Council and its errors, never hesitating to 
name the destroyers and enemies of the Church...  
 

b). Neo-SSPX:  In the neo-SSPX: óLiturgia sine doctrinaô (Mass without doctrinal combat). It 
is preferred to please the faithful with a colourful liturgy, beautiful ceremonies, beautiful    
music, beautiful buildings, etc., but the bread of doctrine and the integral doctrinal combat are 
omitted. Devotion to the Holy Mass is promoted, which in itself is a good thing, but without 
the necessary integrity required in doctrinal combat. Let us remember that the Truth of the 
Faith precedes the Holy Mass, that without integrity in Catholic doctrine we cannot fruitfully 
attend Holy Mass.  
 

It is not enough for them to criticize some modern errors; the problem is that they no longer 
want to denounce the whole problem that afflicts the Church today. Denounce the recent   
scandals of the conciliar Popes, denounce the Second Vatican Council with all its errors,    
denounce the New Mass as intrinsically evil. Not defending the doctrine in its entirety        
constitutes a real compromise, the compromise ópar excellenceô. And this situation, will      
naturally tend to worsen. Thus, all their attempts to restore the Church are doomed to failure.  
 

With all this silence, they have not achieved any fruit of conversion on the part of the conciliar 
Church; on the contrary, the situation in Rome today is increasingly serious and appalling. 
Such optimism in the face of so much destruction is simply blindness.  
 

a). Previous SSPX:  For Archbishop Lefebvre, there could be no practical agreement with 
Rome without a prior doctrinal agreement.    
 

b). Neo-SSPX:  That was even Archbishop Fellay's position in the past, but... in his letter to 
the three bishops discussing the possibility of an agreement with Rome (14 April 2012),    
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Bishop Fellay renounced a doctrinal agreement preceding a practical agreement, saying:  
 

ñFor the COMMON GOOD of the Fraternity, we would much prefer the current intermediate 
solution of the status quo, but obviously Rome will no longer tolerate it.ò   
 

a). Previous SSPX:  Abp. Lefebvre recommended avoiding any collaboration with the concil-
iar Church, as well as with all those groups that are collaborating with this church, either doc-
trinally or practically, such as the óEcclesia Deiô societies and others:   
 

ñIt is, therefore, a strict duty for every priest wanting to remain Catholic to separate himself 
from this Conciliar Church for as long as it does not rediscover the Tradition of the Church 
and of the Catholic Faith.ò (Abp. Lefebvre, Spiritual Journey, p. 13).   
 

The reason is the serious danger of contagion with conciliar errors: ñIn general, we advise the 
faithful not to attend Masses celebrated by priests who have abandoned the fight against the 
New Mass. It is very dangerous that one day they may be forced by their bishop to celebrate 
the New Mass as well, to celebrate both Masses.ò  
 

ñWhile the faithful wonder whether they should attend these Masses, which are now author-
ized by the bishops, for us the message remains the same: we believe that one should not at-
tend these Masses because it is dangerous to affirm that the New Mass is as valid as the tradi-
tional one. Little by little, these priests who accept these conditions will have the same tenden-
cies as those who say the New Mass, and one day, perhaps they themselves will say it and lead 
our traditionalists to the New Mass.ò The priests of the óIndultô, ñare obliged to accept that 
the New Mass is as valid as that of St. Pius V: this is what we have always refused, what we 
have always opposed because we consider the New Mass to be dangerous and therefore evil, 
because it was made in the ecumenical spirit, diminishes the faith of the faithful and ends up 
giving them a Protestant spirit.ò (Archbishop Lefebvre, interview with Father Jacques Emily, 
Communicantes, August 1985, Canada).   
 

b). Neo-SSPX:  Today, in the neo-SSPX, the faithful are already allowed and even encour-
aged to attend óEcclesia Deiô Masses and those of societies committed to Rome, which 
ódefendô only the traditional Mass but are not opposed to the New Mass and dangerously   
accept the Council and collaboration with conciliar Rome. Furthermore, today the neo-SSPX 
already collaborates at the sacramental level with the conciliar Church. And since today the 
neo-SSPX already behaves like these óEcclesia Deiô societies, then the advice that Archbishop 
Lefebvre gave regarding these societies can also be applied to it, that is: today we must also 
distance ourselves from the neo-SSPX, we must not attend its Masses or participate in any of 
its activities ñbecause there is a danger of being contaminated by the same tendencies.ò   
 
a). Previous SSPX:  Abp. Lefebvre accepted and quoted the secret of Our Lady of La Salette, 
which said: óRome will lose the Faith and become the seat of the Antichrist.ô Abp. Lefebvre 
expressly stated that Rome today is in apostasy:   
 

ñNow, I sincerely believe that we are dealing with a counterfeit Church and not the Catholic 
Church. They no longer teach the Catholic Faith. They no longer have the same Faith, the 
same doctrine, or the same morals as their predecessors. So it is no longer possi-
ble.ò (Spiritual conference, £c¹ne, 21 June 1978).   
 

ñThis Council represents, in our view and in the view of the Roman authorities, a new Church 
which they call the Conciliar Church.ò (Le Figaro, August 4, 1976)   
 

ñThat Conciliar Church is a schismatic church because it breaks with the Catholic Church 
that has always been. It has its new dogmas, its new priesthood, its new institutions, its new     
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worshipé The Church that affirms such errors is at once schismatic and heretical. This     
Conciliar Church is, therefore, not Catholic. To whatever extent Pope, Bishops, priests, or the 
faithful adhere to this new church, they separate themselves from the Catholic 
Church.ò (Archbishop Lefebvre, Reflections on his suspension óa divinisô, July 29, 1976).   
 

ñObviously, we are against the Conciliar Church which is virtually schismatic, even if they 
deny it. In practice, it is a Church virtually excommunicated because it is a Modernist 
Church.ò (One Year After the Consecrations, July-August, 1989)  
 

ñRome has lost the faith, my dear friends. Rome is in apostasy. These are not just words, these 
are not empty words that I am saying to you. It is the truth. Rome is in apostasy. We can no 
longer trust these people; they have left the Church. They have left the Church. They are leav-
ing the Church. That is certain, certain, certain!ò (Conference to priests, £c¹ne, 4 Sept. 1987). 
 

b). Neo-SSPX:  In the neo-SSPX, this Secret of La Salette is no longer accepted because they 
do not want to recognize that conciliar Rome is in apostasy. For them, the Catholic Church and 
the conciliar church are one and the same. And because they refuse to accept the distinction 
between these two churches, they have fallen into the sovereign absurdity of affirming that the 
conciliar Church, which promotes so many errors, is also the Catholic Church, that the concili-
ar Church is the visible Church.   
 

ñThis history of a visible Church put forward by Dom G®rard and Mr. Madiran is childish. It 
is incredible that one can speak of a visible Church for the conciliar Church as opposed to the 
Catholic Church that we are trying to represent and continue.ò (Interview with Fideliter, July-
August 1989).   
 
12. The 2012 Doctrinal Declaration remains in force and has never been retracted.  
 

This Declaration, which was made in an official and public document addressed to conciliar 
Rome, absolutely merits a public retraction and reparation, a retraction that the leaders of the 
neo-SSPX have always refused to make. The reason is that it remains in force and in line with 
the logic of the negotiations with conciliar Rome. This Declaration initially smoothed over the 
obstacles in the process of drawing closer to Rome in order to facilitate the current agreements.   
 

What are the ófruitsô of all this diplomacy of surrender to Rome? Now, the neo-SSPX has 
ñdelegationò and ójurisdictionô from Rome to hear confessions, celebrate marriages, confirm, 
ordain priests... Today there is already a true collaboration with the local bishops and their 
conciliar pastoral ministry, expressed in the norms of the New Code, which is nothing more 
than the legislative application of the modernist Second Vatican Council!   
 

The superiors of the neo-SSPX have already forgotten that Abp. Lefebvre taught us that we did 
not need any permission from Rome to say the Tridentine Mass because Pope St. Pius V him-
self approved it óAd perpetuitatem,ô that is, forever, and that we did not need any special per-
mission to hear confessions, to marry our faithful, or to administer any other sacrament be-
cause we had extraordinary jurisdiction under the general law of the Church in cases of grave 
necessity.   
 

The doctrine of the Faith precedes obedience, the Mass and the Sacraments; it precedes the 
Liturgy and pastoral care. A liturgy without doctrine becomes pharisaical and defenseless 
against error. Today, for the neoSSPX, to be silent on doctrine is considered a óprudentô act; 
the doctrinal combat is no longer the priority! Today, the priority is to be óacceptedô by Rome, 
even if Rome has not converted, does not want to convert, and gives no serious sign of conver-
sion. Rome has never been as bad as it is today! Bishop Fellay and Father Schmidberger find it 
ñabnormalò that Tradition is not within ñcanonical legalityò and recognized by conciliar Rome, 

www.TheRecusant.com 



Frs. Hewko & Ruiz: Doctrinal Statement Page 19 

but they are so blind that they no longer see that Romeôs situation today is not normal and that 
it has never been as abnormal in the entire history of the Church as it is today!   
 

ñSuch things are easy to say. To stay inside the Church, or to put oneself inside the Church - 
what does that mean? Firstly, what Church are we talking about? If you mean the Conciliar 
Church, then we who have struggled against the Council for twenty years because we want the 
Catholic Church, we would have to re-enter this Conciliar Church in order, supposedly, to 
make it Catholic. That is a complete illusion! It is not the subjects that make the superiors, but 
the superiors who make the subjects. Amongst the whole Roman Curia, amongst all the world's 
bishops who are progressives, I would have been completely swamped. I would have been able 
to do nothing...ò (One Year After the Consecrations, July-August, 1989)   
 

ñThen there are some who would be ready to sacrifice the fight for the Faith, by saying: óLet 
us first re-enter the Church! Let us do everything to re-enter in the official public structure of 
the Church. Let us be silent about our dogmatic problem. Let us be silent about our fight. Let 
us not speak about the malice of the New Mass anymore. Let us close our mouths and say 
nothing anymore. Letôs not be opposed to them. Letôs not say anything anymore about the  
issues of Religious Liberty, of Human Rights and of Ecumenism. Letôs be silent. Letôs be silent 
and then we will be able to re-enter into the structure of the Church. We will please those who 
are in the Church. We are going to be able to re-enter into the Church, and once we will be 
inside the Church, you will see, we will be able to fight, we will be able to do this, we will be 
able to do thatéô This is absolutely false! You donôt enter into a structure and under superi-
ors, saying that you will overthrow everything as soon as you are inside, whereas they have all 
the means to suppress us! They have all the authority.ò (Conference, December 21, 1984)   
 

The great error and absurdity in the failed diplomacy of Bishop Fellay and Father Schmid-
berger is to believe that Tradition can be saved by collaborating with those who are the great 
enemies of Tradition! To believe that Modernist Rome can be converted by placing oneself 
under its orders! The public combat against conciliar errors would soon be non-existent. The 
neo-SSPX has fallen into its own trap and is heading towards modernism, towards the religion 
of the Antichrist that was historically prepared by liberalism. 
 
 13. The history of failed attempts by various traditional societies that wanted to 
óconvertô modernist Rome ófrom withinô by making agreements with it ówithout 
compromising doctrineô and ended up in a deadly trap and serious compromises in 
the Faith:   
 

1. Le Barroux Monastery under Dom Gerard, OSB, in 1988.  
 

2. St. Peter's Fraternity in 1988.  
 

3. Christ the King Institute in 1990.  
 

4. Campos, Brazil, St. John Vianney in 2003.  
 

5. Good Shepherd Institute in 2005.  
 

6. Oasis Sisters & Priests in 2007.  
 

7. Redemptorists of Scotland in 2012.  
 

8. Society of St. Pius X in 2012.   
 

And where is the trap? You cannot be free to profess the whole Faith within the official     
structure of the Church occupied by modernists because the structure of the Church is a      
hierarchical structure!   
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ñThat is a complete illusion. It is not the subjects that make the superiors, but the superiors 
who make the subjects.ò (One Year After the Consecrations, July-August, 1989).  
 

Clarifications for those who resist: 
 

  -- It is not lawful to recommend attendance at the New Mass. ñThe New Mass is dangerous 
and therefore evil, because it was created in the spirit of ecumenism, diminishes the faith of the 
faithful, and ultimately gives them a Protestant spirit.ò (Archbishop Lefebvre, interview with 
Father Jacques Emily, Communicantes, August 1985, Canada). 
 

  -- We must not recommend attendance at the Masses and activities of the neo-SSPX. This is 
also because of Abp. Lefebvre's recommendations regarding the óEcclesia Deiô societies, rec-
ommendations that today apply logically and perfectly to the neo-SSPX. Advising parishioners 
otherwise deprives the ñResistanceò of its reason for existing and easily disorientates the faith-
ful, often definitively, from priests who are faithful to the true Tradition. It is a way of sabotag-
ing the ñResistanceò. 
 

  -- We cannot remain silent on the most essential doctrinal points. There is a particular obliga-
tion for pastors to recall the truths that are most questioned today, because there is a strong 
temptation to be carried away by the pressure of this world. Forgetting the doctrinal battle and 
opting for comfort is not the mission of true apostles:  ñ...preach the Word: be instant, in sea-
son, out of season: reprove, entreat, rebuke, in all patience and doctrine. For times will come, 
when men will not be able to endure sound doctrineéò (II Tim. IV).  
 

ñé and in this supreme need of the Church, those who should have spoken in time will remain 
silent.ò (Our Lady of Good Success, C.17th). 
 

 -- The conciliar ósaintsô and conciliar Masses do not enjoy divine approval, and therefore God 
cannot lend credibility to them by true miracles.  
 

-- Forgetting our historical origins would cause us to lose our reasons for combat. Most of the 
priests and parishioners of the so-called óResistanceô come from the original and authentic 
SSPX founded by Archbishop Lefebvre, and we are continuing that work of rescuing the    
Tradition of the Church. However, we can no longer collaborate with the neo-SSPX, which is a 
corruption of the original work. 
 

  --The Catholic Faith can be corrupted not only by adherence to explicit errors expressed in 
words, but also by ambiguous or equivocal acts that contradict or corrupt this Faith in practice, 
as would be the case with a ópractical agreementô with the Modernists which, by not taking 
into account the primacy of doctrine, would lead to its neglect, to evil acts and, consequently, 
its corruption. -- We cannot condone the complicit silence of the neo-SSPX regarding the re-
cent globalist, murderous, and eugenicist health measures. It is criminal for priests to abandon 
the faithful of Tradition to their fate through their silence. Father Pagliarani, General Superior 
of the neo-SSPX, erroneously stated that this issue is exclusively a medical matter, thereby 
denying that it is also a moral issue (11 December 2021, https://www.youtube.com/watch? 
v=OYuqVdzr6Ew). Pope Pius XII, in his speeches, addressed multiple medical problems pre-
cisely because they all had very serious moral implications!  
 

 15. The problem of partial ótraditionalistsô:   
 

In many circles of the official Church today, there is a movement seeking something more 
authentic in the practice of our Religion. Many priests and parishioners are interested, for ex-
ample, in the Tridentine Mass, which makes us very happy. However, it must be borne in mind 
that the problem of the current crisis in the Church is a much broader one and is not limited to 
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the question of the Mass. The problem of the New Mass also has its historical roots in events 
that have caused other evils within the Church itself; the problem is much broader. There is 
also the problem of the new sacraments, the documents of the Council, the new legislation, 
etc., etc. Some think that the Second Vatican Council would be acceptable if only a few points 
were corrected, but they do not see the problem of the conciliar spirit that permeates all the 
conciliar documents and that these very documents are also all part of a harmonious whole that 
cannot be separated. Abp. Lefebvre believed that the innovative conciliar spirit can not be sep-
arated from each and every one of the conciliar texts.   
 

It is for this reason that we advise the faithful followers of Tradition not to get their hopes up 
too high about those Catholics, and even clergy, who only want to return to the Traditional 
Mass. It is not enough; Mass without doctrine and without awareness of the full extent of the 
problem is not enough. What we must do is return to the entirety of Tradition, otherwise we 
can never be true Traditionalists.    
 

It is clear that it is our prayerful intention that Catholics in the official Church will gradually 
come to understand not only the problem of the New Mass but also the full extent of the    
problem of the conciliar crisis. Without this, they would not be true Traditionalists, and we 
would not be able to collaborate with them. In this sense, the works of Abp. Lefebvre, the 
óOpen Letter to Confused Catholicsô and óThey Have Uncrowned Him,ô can be a tremendous 
help to them.  
 
 16. Sedevacantism and the sedevacantist spirit:   
 

On many occasions, Abp. Lefebvre warned us that sedevacantism was not the position of the 
SSPX because it carried the danger of leading to schism over time. That is why he did not want 
us to have any kind of contact or collaboration with sedevacantists.    
 

We do not rule out the possibility that there may be periods of sede vacante in the Church, as 
happens after the death of Popes, but it is very dangerous to claim that there have been no 
Popes since the death of Pope Pius XII, as some claim, since this could call into question the 
apostolic succession itself.   
 

But apart from the issue of the Pope, there is also the problem of the sectarian spirit that is so 
common among many sedevacantists, which is an additional reason to avoid them. Intellectual 
voluntarism leads to overly-simplistic and absolutist reasoning about the current problems of 
the Church, judgements stimulated by an overly human zeal in people who have no theological 
studies.    
 

Nor does it help to disregard the judgements of good priests and even of Abp. Lefebvre      
himself, that holy bishop whom Divine Providence sent us in these times of diabolical dis-
orientation to show us the way. And for those who have doubts, it should be noted that this 
bishop was perhaps the most qualified clergyman to give a judgement on the problems facing 
the Church today: Archbishop of Dakar, Advisor to Pope Pius XII, Apostolic Delegate of Pope 
Pius XII for all of French-speaking Africa, Superior General of the Congregation of the Holy 
Ghost, Doctor of Theology and Philosophy from the French Seminary in Rome, Member of the 
traditional Preparatory Commission for the Council that was later rejected by the modernists, 
etc.  
 

 17. The problem of the doubtful sacraments of the Thuc line:   
 

Abp. Lefebvre's position regarding the ordinations and sacraments originally coming from 
Bishop Thuc was always that we could not be sure of their validity and that therefore they had 
to be avoided. It is not permissible to receive doubtful sacraments.   
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 18. The new Pope Leo XIV   
 

Unfortunately, this new Pope is an admirer of Pope Francis, a follower of Vatican II, and  con-
tinues to celebrate the New Mass, etc. No significant change is in sight, and the crisis in the 
Church will continue. We must not entertain false hopes when there are no consistent   reasons 
for doing so. God will save His Church when He Himself deems it appropriate. What God asks 
of us is to persevere in the battle, and he will one day give us victory. To pretend that we are 
the ones who are going to save the Church is an act of presumption.   
 
 19. Conclusion: Where does the Faith of the Church find refuge today?   
 

Without the Catholic Faith, the Church cannot exist, and without the complete profession of 
the Catholic Faith, neither can it. Even if it is possible that there may be Catholics who have an 
imperfect and incomplete profession of the Faith due to ignorance or weakness, it is neverthe-
less necessary that there always be at least some Catholics who profess the Catholic Faith in its 
fullness and integrity. If there were even one truth of the Faith that no one professed anymore, 
then the Catholic Church would no longer be itself and would have ceased to exist, that is, it 
would no longer be indefectible according to the promise of Jesus Christ: óThe gates of hell 
shall not prevail against it.ô (Mt. 16:18).  
 

The Fathers of the Church, commenting on the time of Christ's Passion, said that since Christ's 
apostles and disciples faltered in their faith during Christ's Passion, it was then that the entire 
faith of the Church took refuge in the Heart of Mary, who was the only one who preserved the 
complete profession of Faith, óStabat Materô. She had no doubts or shadows in Her Faith, un-
like the other apostles and the first Christians during Christ's Passion. Today we are not living 
the Passion of Christ but the Passion of His Church, and we are called to renew in ourselves 
fidelity to the Faith in its fullness, following the example of Our Lady of        Sorrows, without 
doubts or shadows. óVirgo Fidelis, ora pro nobis!ô   
 

The separation between the Official Church, now occupied by modernists, and true believers 
who profess the integrity of the Faith of the Church is only a temporary separation, until Jesus 
Christ decides to rescue the Official Church now kidnapped by its enemies. It is not a separa-
tion in a schismatic sense, but only a prudent one and for a time.   
 

After witnessing the passion of the Church, are we also going to witness her apparent death? 
Can the Church, while remaining indefectible, at the same time undergo a death that is only 
apparent in the eyes of the world? 
 

Faced with the widespread indifference of the great mass of liberal Catholics regarding the 
primacy of the doctrinal combat, especially understood in its integrity, we continue to try to 
highlight what they want us to forget today so as not to displease the new conciliar church, 
allied with this modern world, invaded by liberalism, modernism, tepidity, and false          pru-
dence.    
 

We only seek to remain in the Holy Faith, in line with Pope St. Pius X, all the anti-Liberal 
Popes, and Abp. Marcel Lefebvre. May Our Sorrowful Mother, who stood at the foot of the 
Cross, keep us faithful and give us the grace to always defend and persevere in the integral 
Catholic Faith!   
 

In this month of Our Lady of the Most Holy Rosary, we, the undersigned priests, propose the 
above text for the consideration of all those who love the true One, Holy, Catholic, and Apos-
tolic Church. 
 

                     Father David Hewko       Father Hugo Ruiz V.    October 7, 2025  
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Better to go to the right Mass once in a while than to the wrong Mass often. In the meantime, 
for when there is no priest available, or you are unable to get to the nearest Mass, here is: 

...and in the meantime, donôt forget to pray for priests! 
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An Act of Spiritual Communion 
 

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

  Amen. 
 

O Lord grant us priests, 
 

O Lord grant us holy priests, 
 

O Lord grant us many holy priests 
 

O Lord grant us many holy religious vocations. 
 

St. Pius X, pray for us. 
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Mentioned in the Newman article last issue, this book in particular deserves more attentioné 
 

ñMy Life With Thomas Aquinasò 
 

(Carol Robinson) 
 

Many people out there, not least ñTraditionalistsò but also plenty 
of conservative and Indulty types, like to posture as Thomists. In 
our own day, it has become almost a sort of   social pretention, 
among Catholic young men in particular, to let everyone know 
that you are familiar with St Thomas, that you are a fan of St. 
Thomas, that you wear the Summa on your sleeve as a badge of 
intellectual prowess and the name of St. Thomas around your 
neck like a fashion statement.  
 

Of course, that may be what many are doing, but it goes without 
saying that no one has read the Summa, or very much of it (this 
author included). And however much anyone has read of it, 
very, very few have a solid grasp of the thinking of St. Thomas. 
Talk to one of these young-fogey ñThomistsò for five minutes, 
much less get into an argument with him over anything really 
important, and you will quickly discover that his manner of 
thinking is quite contrary to what he pretends,  wishes for and 
advertises it to be.  
 

This book is the exact opposite. Although it never once quotes directly from the Summa, it is 
permeated with the spirit and thinking of St Thomas. Carol  Robinson is a rare (in my experi-
ence) example of a woman who not only was able to write very readable, fluent prose, but who 
also actually had something to say worth hearing. More importantly, what her writing express-
es is sound philosophy as it  applies to the modern world.  
 

In fact, as with a few other titles published by Angelus in the Fr. Scott / Fr. Novak era,         
this book isnôt really a book, it is a series of articles which originally appeared in Integrity 
magazine in the late 1940s and 1950s. Each chapter is a different article, each distinct from the 
others, though there is a common theme running through all of them.  
 

Here, for instance is her understanding of the unsound philosophy which entered the Church 
through converts such as Newman, and how it led directly to Vatican II:: 
 

ñHe (Dietrich von Hildebrand) was óan original, world-famous thinkerô who, because he 
never underwent Thomistic training in philosophy, was left ófree to be original, creative in 
his pursuit of truth.ô So said Fr. Vincent Miceli é  
 

...His widow, Alice, who is a philosopher in her own right, said that her husband had     
always been óout of step with his timesô é and [that] after he became a Catholic óhe was 
not a Thomistic scholar when that system ruled supreme in Catholic circles.ô In fact he has 
some scholarly quarrels with the Dominicans over his book, Liturgy and Personality, and 
his defense of the essential importance of love in the matrimonial bond ócaused him to be 
misunderstood by some straight-laced Catholics who regarded him as a óheretic.ô [é] 
 

The point I want to make here is that von Hildebrand was an outstanding member of the 
óThank God Iôm not a Thomistò school of Catholic thought.  
 

Von Hildebrand was a convert, coming out of the Newman, Kantian and Augustinian 
school of thinking. His disciples, Father Miceli, Dr. William Marra and others, also belong 
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to the ñThank God I'm not a Thomistò club. So did Christopher Dawson, another convert. 
So, I think, did Edith Stein. She wrote on Thomism but she was close to Husserl, the 
founder of phenomenology. So, I think, was Malcolm Muggeridge (so invincibly opposed 
to the Thomistic school that his conversion was a miracle of grace thanks to Mother    
Teresaôs prayers). So are almost all Episcopalians, converts to Catholicism or not,     
members of this club. C.S. Lewis was probably a member and that may have been the 
reason he didnôt become a Catholic. And above all there is John Henry Cardinal Newman, 
who was the theologian of the trendies at the Second Vatican Council. He is practically 
the founder of the ñThank God I am not a Thomistò club in the Catholic Church. He   
detested metaphysics. 
 

[é] The first thing to note is that these people are all converts or close to converts. The 
second thing to note is that their hatred of St. Thomas is visceral, a sort of intellectual 
repugnance, and certainly not a principled stand against the teaching of the Church. [After 
the Reformation] in England there was a great burning of the old books and the name of 
St. Thomas was not so much as whispered in the hallowed halls of ancient universities 
founded by the Catholic Church. And while higher education was denied to the few    
remaining Catholics, the new Protestant aristocracy which lived on the wealth of the old 
monasteries sent their own sons to Oxford and Cambridge. There they studied Plato,     
but not Aristotle, except for his logical works. Their whole philosophical formation is 
platonic, and so was the philosophical formation of these converts to Catholicism,       
although it is usually called Augustinianism, perhaps to soften their hostility to Aristotle 
and St. Thomas. 
 

My theory is simply this, that through no fault of their own, most of the great and learned 
converts to Catholicism in the last 150 years brought Platonism into the Church with 
them, and along with it a strong bias against the robust intellectual thought of St. Thomas. 
[é] These ñthank God I am not a Thomistò people are not exactly trying to subvert       
the Churchôs thought; they think the Church will benefit from a shift to their kind of    
philosophical approach. Take for instance Von Hildebrandôs strong emphasis on love in 
marriage. é Under influences like this (and Hegel), Vatican II theologians wiped out the 
previous hierarchy of the purposes of    marriage and so undermined the indissolubility of 
the bond.ò  
 (pp.17-18) 

 

This last point is an important one and should be of interest to anyone aware of the crisis in 
the Church and who wishes to see it brought to an end. The roots of Vatican II, though some-
times hard to trace, do go back at least a few generations. It is clear that Vatican II could  
never have happened without scholastic thinking first been undermined, and whom do we 
have to thank for that? Hildebrand, Newman and their intellectual fellow-travellers, it seems.  
 

And there can be no doubt, Robinson puts the blame squarely on Vatican II as causing the 
great social, moral and cultural problems of our age. She says that the Council itself was ña 
watershedò which in practice meant:  
 

ñ...a shift from St. Thomas to Auguste Comte, from logic to logistics, from analysis to 
description and from changeless metaphysical principles to manipulative techniques.ò 
 (p.8) 

 

In short, if I had to summarise this book and the few others out there like it, I would have to 
begin by pointing out that nowadays there are really two types of ñTraditionalist.ò On the one 
hand, there are those who see things in terms of ñthe TLMò (Traditional Latin Mass), who 
are happy to live worldly lives which are virtually indistinguishable from everyone else 
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around them for six-and-a-half days a week, all while 
secretly congratulating themselves because they are able 
to complacently attend their ñTLMò every Sunday, as 
though by their very presence they are somehow doing 
Our Lord a favour. 
 

Then there are those Catholic Traditionalists who really 
deserve the name. These are the ones who have an inkling 
of how few of this generation will make it to heaven, who 
want to do whatever it takes to be among those lucky few, 
whatever the suffering, inconvenience or ignominy     
required in the meantime. These are the Catholics who 
feel the crisis in the Church most keenly, almost as a  
personal tragedy, and who would willingly lay down their 
lives to bring it to an end. Well aware that the New Mass 
is a key component of the Vatican II revolution, it goes 
without saying that they would only ever assist at the 
Tridentine Mass. But they know that it doesnôt stop there, 
that the problem is far more wide-reaching than the mere 
question of ñthe TLMò.  
 

The former will have no use at all for a book like this. In the (highly unlikely!) event that they 
were ever to sit down and read it properly, they would find it boring and far too abstract, if 
not actually offensive were they to spot an unflattering portrait of themselves in its pages. 
Besides, they have far more enticing amusements in this day of modern technology, when 
they are not busy advancing their own financial and reputational interests, that is. They have 
very little use for Catholic Action per se and shy away from the idea of stepping up and    
taking responsibility for anything which might not succeed or which might not help them win 
friends and praise.  
 

The latter will appreciate it, I think. It will give them a valuable insight into the crisis in the 
Church, its roots, its symptoms and, of course, the ultimate remedy. None of us, in any case, 
are really as good as we think we are, and sometimes it takes something like this to give us 
the moral kick-up-the-backside which we need at a given point in time. The crisis in the 
Church is far greater and all-encompassing than our own petty inconveniences. We will    
almost certainly never live to see it end. And yet, how we respond to this crisis now, today, 
will affect future generations for good or ill, as well as our own eternity. It is therefore our 
duty to educate ourselves as much as possible and then to act on what we know.  
 

This is also why Archbishop Lefebvreôs books, sermons and interviews are so crucial for this 
generation, because they are so helpful in understanding the crisis in the Church. And yet they 
have been disappearing at such an alarming rate in recent years. Whenever one meets one of 
those newcomers to the SSPX since covid, one discovers fairly quickly that they are totally 
ignorant of the Archbishopôs thinking. They may attend the SSPX week after week, but they 
continue to see things only in terms of ñthe TLMò - their priest has, one gathers, done nothing 
to even try to introduce them to the thinking of the SSPXôs founder or why the SSPX came 
into being in the first place. It is both   
tragic and comical. And yet some of these 
ñnewcomersò might be of good will. This 
book would make a timely and thoughtful 
present from anyone who has had the good 
fortune to finish reading it himself.  

Note, this was written in the 1940s - 
so it was the Tridentine Mass which 
Mr. Business went to every Sunday!  
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August 2025 - Requiem Mass for the 
soul of Nuala Sherwin - NH, USA 
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Dec. 2025 - Wedding & Nuptial  
Mass in Arkansas, USA 

Christmas Day Mass - New Hampshire, USA 
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