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/ Page 2

Editorial \

Another French Letter

The | atest bump in the road to moder ni|st
very |l arge. 't hasodiorper itohraine sl 7n0o tp rci oeusnitsi
of schools, retreat — ' _ —1 h
is therefore di vil & e e e e
which would be abou %E LE ma
district (such as of#¥ I CHARDONNE I
came a | etter which Yo ot T—— | p
reproduced in |l ocal e b
of Franceds ten dea 3 S
of the Capuchins of 4. Propos de nos mariages C 1
of Bell aigue and t heg a t
Meri gny who also ad S .
transl ation of the. 4

but essentially it es
al ways been v-aMei d oann

moder ni st Rome medd]l 3
very mu c h'! We 61 | ju w
webve al ways done! o V a
I and reminds its i
crisis in the Churchﬂf e
A fairly wuncontroversi al statement , orne
have thought, one wi tshu rwehliyc he vween ctohuel dS SaF >
couldndét disagree with such a sentiment?
The answer, it would seem, is that they
District Superior appeared denouncing #th
have been transferred away. No w, why mi
crime | ay not in the contents of the |t
must honestly ask ourselves: what was $o0
made an announcement concerning SSPX mar
religious superiors have a duty to reps
description, itdéds what the position enjta
should have done and didnot (and what [t h
have done!) Since the status of SSPX mar
in particular, it is quite right that |[th
whom they have a pastoral responsibility
principle with the idea that they should
ally to their own faithful? Aparsifgned| b
|l ocal and religious superiors has the Jad
vidually signed |l etters And it shows |a
that what iis being expressed is the cops
ual thinking on the matter. Finally, if it were to be objected that they should have waited for

the district superior to take the | ead| i
did he do? Was he planning to do anythfir

- )
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been oddly silent for more than a montikh
waiting on Menzingen But Menzingends |re
Francisbds fApastoral solicitude. o Is ther
to the faithful? By way of answering t|he
religious ssipgmedras jhaidntcol etter to the
Rome could be a good thing, exhorting |th
of the SSPX, warning them of the dange|rs
put their trust in Bishop Fellay who, af
mi st aken, but somehow | cannot see anypn
I f, on the other hand, it would seem tfha
is at | ehast comt phtes | etter, the senti mgni
the manner of the |l etterés presentatiohp,
it is so objectionable? The part wherdq |
state of emergency? The part where it (o
tribunals grant annul ment s, or the &6Milck
justification for granting them (the mai
di scretiond etc...)? |Is it the part whler
and wil|l continue to be so without mo d e |
which objects to the | ocal SSPX pri est
could that be it? Or the Bbaalte spiba elseii [(d
Fraternity of St. Peter, for exampl e) k
wedding? Could that be it? Who knows.
Even the Districpi B8updr bgr Biahman Fleahadl|y
(you know who 1 édm talking about: everyo
Chri st {Jendsfidbdh@mmrdieti ci ded Bouchacourt. . !
is not very clear about what exactly tilhe
fisubversive manner o of presenting a | gt
But of course it was ! Surely every sinhfng
exactly does one go about preparing a || ¢
text online (google docs?) and all ow ujni
to chip in or change it to his own I|lik]n
manner 0 ? Making the |l etter public wals
public one. That it was fAprepared in sgc
He al so accusfe.s. .tihrema olfurbreyi ntgo I mpose |t h
M¢l | erbs | ettemason howmghmatr iwag efsRieres uanle)
they are right, they did not have t hhkeg p
compl ai ns, before mentiDmengr égar i tsheejorn
situation as the only true oneébo

Being persuaded that one is right is njt
own assessment as the only true one Thi
appreciation of the situation the only| t
their interpretation of Cardinal Me I | €r o
correct one? | f they are wrong, where |do
But this does seem to suggest that (alfor
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_/ Editorial Page 5 \_

reproduced in these very pages, in thesge
words to be proved wrong. Sadl vy, every

|l atest example is just one of several.

priests whose sermons in 2012 would malke
comparison? What has become of the seven
years of giving the outward i mpression|o
l'y within the Society, this was their |m
result? I f, as seems highly likely (if]n
continues apace, how will their faithful
is always a good argument for any give

if they replace me it wildl only be witlh
ment , to be sure. The problem is that i
pastoral, can ever on his own stop thel|f
seeping steadily into his parish, his |pr
be publicly silent about it wi || tie Rhi
wherever it rears its head; and his own
we speak as we think, in the end we al|s¢
day, you wHdt bteheggmmel n the meanti me, wh
i foit becomes a place in which one capn
teaching on even the unpopular subject g,
Traditional rite bluitbei ahotueadchiengn? !l it gn
These are just a few practicalities. Ot
honour of Our Lord which is attacked by
down from Athe superiorsod and every temp
should be representing Him and fightingp
the Father, what right has anyone, a pifi
on his honour, such betrayals of his trnu
This is not to say that the | etter whipgh
plish no good whatsoever: iif nothing e]|s
at. It might also serve as further proof
the perfidy and heterodoxy of the SSPX]|h
But how much more good could have been]|d
be possible ever again? After Bi shop Hel
|l etter signed by seven deans and threef|r
Vatican |1 6s teaching on Religious Libeger
come from the Council itself and not mle r
was the letter in July 2012 to remind {h
and is not merely Atainted with errord.
March 2013, where was the | etter from |se
the faithful that Vatican |1 does not,

Ratizingerés fnAOath of Fidelitydo was alr
1989, that the New Mass and new ritual]ls
and condemn the hermeneutic of continui
gates? | could go on. The letter is inf/i

e
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_/Page 6 Editorial \_

Let the proponents of an Ainternal resis
fisuperiorso are not slow to react. Thos
ereas those who do remain inside arepbd
s been |l earnt by pri hig&enpnefari eramahed
izabethan England, o the Vend®ens of
Me xi co . Look what happened to the |Ca
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ntinue to stay silent resist from
e end, our salvatio s not to be| f
s personality or that human quanti
ght thing at the right time no mat
he may be. Al mi ghhteyarGoedd nleiskse sa nodo u
usl y. He does not |like to see us| ¢
us-t in our own wi mpy humacnalnhaendo ¢fui
ancedo has never worked and it nefve
0 so cheerfully and boldly. Withf|t
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onum est confidere in Domino|q
(Psal mal17is8good to confide in the JLlor

ihaec di cit Domi nus: mal edi ct uls

carnem brachium suum, et a Domi|ln
(Jer .-iTAys 55aith the Lord: Cursed be th
his arm, and whose heart departeth fr olm

fiHe t hat sees another in error q
hi mself to be in erroro
(St . Leo the Great)
nALl I the evils of the world ar e
(St . Pius V)
anAl I the strength of S@qdiamg@ s we|&k
Catholics. o
(St . Pius X)
for cont i i T«
Recusant F
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/ Abp. Lefebvre

Page 7 \

{

Archbi shop Marcel L e
Conference on the N
£ctne, 21st March, 1978
I wi || continue the study of these few
not finished the answer to the questio
tions and on certain occasions, whethert
you are invited to. Wh a't shoul d be dor
these New Masses, even if it would be ¢
I believe that we must be more and mor
many ti mes, our attitude also confor ms
peopl eds minds, and | would even say es;3
at mosphere of error s, in an atmospherd
thoughts and judgments that priests ca
And | believe tha this is not at al/l [
us, who | oved Tradltlon, but wh o, by
reform, end up slowly but surely somehgqd
certain points of the Holy Mass, and tH
This is why | think that, given this i
we must also avoid more and mor e, and
at this New Mass.
It is obvious that iif you are convince
them. That is clear. One does not go t
personally believe that we can affirm
Lauriers arrived at this conclusion af
He stild]l has some reservations because
the Mass is the required matter, the reé
As for the matter, we stildl can bel i eve
matter of the Eucharist. Sstill, we hav
N - ~ 4
\Www. TheRecuysant. com
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/ Page 8 Abp. Lefebvre \
kind of wine is now takenJ IW|
attention to whether it A Wh at s hjjont
have too much alcohol For ,Jour att 8
and see WhaF i s requiredfogenera| [t
conditions in order to ensu i s
fabricated wine. these Nel'r/

even if t
Next, the for m. Here, you kﬂdlfficul i
t hat one can hesitate on th X au
was given by the r edroa mpfudsttjt O aSSlS[Lh
form which is used for the of Saint P
l ation in most | anguages i s . f
Engl i sh, I'talian, Spfau'r:phbl(l bellevet
bushich is absolutely contr {must be |[me
consequently, what Our Lord]lmor e se\/Fn
these words. There is, I t h é
this in the Catechism of the Council pa o
mulang pmrot omhhebuGatechism of the Counclil
because in reality, in the application
purpose of the Redemption. The purpose| o
application of the Redempti on, unf ortjun
men who do not want to receive the grac
means the application of the Redempti orf
Does this change in the vernacular |l angu
that were written on this, by Americang,
of them conclude that it is invalid. H o
Thomas thinks of the form of the sacr ajlme
opinion is that the esHeotieat WwWorg@gss ame
Sanguinis mei, novioelt akser mniiMyks ttel a tian
which is perhaps a phrase that goes bac
words go back at |l east to the time of [ h
that Our Lord spent with the apostles |a
them preci sevhiyniwmn®Pctbheomest i mportant [ h
His redemption: His sacrifice, the sac|ri
Lord spoke of it in a precise manner, b e
use to realize again this sacrifice on|o
that it goes back to apostolic times, a s
the Church affirm, we can believe that|t
Jesus Christ Hi mswylsft.erBuwtonutfldidseepler ahel et
that the Real Presence already exists be
to fall sick while pronouncing the wor|ds
Consecration, obviously the priest mu s|t
Presence, but it is not certain if all t
because the fact tMudtarhmieympriicdeemsrehdt
already realized at that moment. The pri
N - ~ 4

WwWww. TheRecuysant. com




/ Abp. Lefebvre Page 9 \

great mystery of our Faith. This is pefh
theless a fact t hat mo st theol ogians {h
words of the consecration of the Precipu
But the more one examines this liturgiflka
the intention of its authors. Wh at i de e
changing these words of the sacramential
centuries by the Church? But Myat e raiduw iy
change something guwod hpper o owian®i tswhayr faanldedn J o f
tion of the bread? It i s unbelievabl ¢

Protestants say that, becdMysd erhaméif o &l e:
the Protest gmutod Ipawe vaadnddesdt hrea dPertoutre,st ajnt
reproduce the Last Supper, the Last Sulpr
Supper, our Euchari st is not a sacrifilci
wanted to reproduce the evangelical Lapt
the Council of Mfeanyexplki cihtal y saiyd:it ha
Last Supper when Our Lord Jesus Chr ilstpoi
Our Lord made a sacrifice at the Last S
Sacrifice that He wi || of fer on the Cr|os
after, is related to the sacrifice of |t]|
relation to the sacrifice of the Cross| w
So we dondt see any other explanation. )
somet hing? We dondt see why. There areg

explanati on, to bring us closer to the

transform our Mass to make it similar|t
Sacrifice of the Mass, who added this |[pr
of the Mass? It is unheard of!

So f course we can ask these questions
qguestion: is the form as it is said, gt
ask the question!

And finally, the intention The intent]ic
who sWlyat the Church doesAhtlodBayt inso téh ewhh
does, and when we say the Church, it ils
ifeven if we say what the Church does whe
di d,qguboudt f aciitt Hcsclwehsaita t he Church of Af |
Apostl es. So we must have this intentilon
She will do é al ways, always the same [ h
So the intention must be based on what| t
fice, and not simply a commemoration ald
young priests at present, in the mannejr

of doing what the Council of Trent doe|s.
of Tirgerwten that the Council of Trent vpr
defined the priesthood, which is nbdana|l p
I think these-lyowamdg proi essatys tshey :Newt Mag|sn
N 4

vaw. TheRec)sant . C
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Page 10 Abp. Lefebvre
- ur e n the Church; they
NBut | tthg relghthto break up the Chu
l ittl e |€huvwnrne ofoyesterday: there is
| onger Sogb)s’ongnqahu r ch; ot her wi se t
becomes evbelrp/ naoment t hen!
precisely t hat this
This ISwho cyonstantly say the New M
think V'?wom)p trs, when they have sai
avoid Pdved t hteO i mpression of sayin
t hese MBEV2as £.s .Tlhey no |l onger have tNh
Mas s . I think there are some
who belong to these associations, such
have an intention contrary to what 't he
such a thing, but because they believe
their bishops, they are afraid of bein
and which, in my opinion, are worth no
a good number af It hweasnet ptroi essays tstaey Ma
continue to have the intention that I
even with this rit&p saystuhb MasesofiAh
are valid. But this is not a reason, al
little by little the faith in the Sacr
it also. It is unacceptable for a prie
of habit One forms oneds conscience a
This is why | think we must avoid goin
Masses for a month, we are without Mas
dren why they do not go to Mass and i
month €& You know, in our missions we V
of our faithful had Mass once every th
as Superior General, to found a missio
the big city of Lima in Peru, but it
them four or five daydveagdtampist ofallhet
the president of this, the president 0
signesd,gnree and countButsiymedgdawe beg mre|:
a very good priest in the person of Fa
of good, who kept good traditions. He
and now we have a priest who is demoli
making priests according to Tradition.
much gooday!n &aSoagui f there is one that
But in those countries, when | arrived
visited the Amazon where our Fathers h
one visit every three years. Obviously
keep th Faith. They pray. On Sundays,
chief, a president ,inwho |l d&tehdarheyt deem nto
to remove the priests, to replace the
t\hey pray; they sanctify Sunday. The/

>

vaw. TheRecju/sant.
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/ Abp. Lefebvre

Page\11

J

Gospel that they e .
fMBut i n those counbgédtenser &€ tthReyprwpe
visited oAncde V\aheynearhakeia|stpe|d|tual C 0
the Amazon where |[odurtheg HWasy esGhwnd|c |
Fathers had missil|dWwdy d4oy etlhlem bdr‘ne
these villages ha\}(g tMe, yWorI sl ¥

. Jt han "wh’at the a
three years. Obuvi )Cuas1ll¥ F&mdvse épf i
is clear, but at |deansStwit ROFELypRS PP
the Faith They plnavgerOmeBSiudivdeay o | t
gat her together: pHhet el yi sdi &f eraetné g h
village <chief, a |9d eoSnied @BA  keWpP Ot h%
them together ...toSQ/Iastshéyerpralynja
sancti fyTheSumrdiaeys. fJtso i Mas st lwédmch i g
prayers that they]|Whds$h makeist ene trh|el
t hat t hey read aledt riectintigk, Thhoavg v
together, t hey ©prjloy]ievieey orscien gg aijann
make a spiritual aorrﬁmUnil«i)lni.d, that | o
So one can keep t igg dei Oiffe't?n fﬂ;fcsq
to Mass every SunfoanYe ngoes by filia

oneds parents, onego.

oneds brother, onef6s sister e | ike one
Orthodox can come to assist also at ouf
But | think that we must be more and mlor
because the Masses are al ways deteriorfat
one is more and more |likely to find onfs
a doubt ful Mass ¢é
I am not telling you, %kl thepposvdheynowow|
see the sanctuary | amp; you wonder if-|th
Am | goi ng to make a genufl ection, bec|latl
not¢?l believe that we can al waMy Gadke iaf
present, .I Read chrer Mohuan mani fesNongl pam| im
genufl ection because the Blleslsfedy o3ua carragme
Bl essed Sacrament is not there, you are¢e
there is a doubt, it would be better, a
adoring Our Lord there, where He is priles
one who adores Hi m, since they no | ongler
| onger make gestures of adoration! So |I
even to people who are there, a kind o
So you see, I think that the intention|o

< —as L <>

e

- N
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_/Page 12 Is Bishop Williamson Defensible? \

|l s Bishop W I Il iamsjo

agai n! Yeadvi dendaédthempsot of A
When wil |l these foolish people learn.| ?
usual, we invite the reader to judge fpr

Open Letter to Greg Tayl ol

DateJuly 1, 2017

Aut hor Samuel Loeman
Linktradidi.codfmaagwiolricill @sé gmnlkg
) Tagsgreg tayl or the recusant

Dear Greg,

recently was shown your assessment of
ast of what you judge to be my posi|fi
derstand my position at all, a posi i
ople in the Resistance, even though]|[m
| et me offer you some remar ks whi c|p
en at |l east to those who are not yef| t
rspective.

=t

>
D

l'y in your assessment you <credit 1
bl emo, which you claim to have seeh
Ainot fully there yeto, while towaf|d
rhaps in another four or five yeatls
gesting perhaps that | am followin1
in Aseeing the problemo and fAawak|p
ference between you and me i s much]||mc
going where you have gone.

rst of all, back in 2014 / 2015 wh
shop Williamson | was banned from t
tspoken i n what I t hought was a mill|d
o]

u

ST O CT OT® @O0 M®S 0
—cCcQ@ 30~

-1
D >

te a |ittle analogy <called AFirst Me

stration with and criticism of t halt
aborate on shortly. The point is, m [
was three years ago, whil e you havle

awking your visions of greater problle

StT"® PSS O00C T O W III—T M T TWo & T —

)

t we are talking about the promoti o
iracl eso, the promotion-cofmhcihlirasyH
promotion of priests suspended for sqlri

=== e e i
L=
(o}

n
trying to explain the difference bg¢g|tw
C
y

- N
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/ Is Bishop Williamson Defensible? @9_13\
Church is broken and cannot be fixedd
stone dead. These are things which n¢
compl icit in them and jointly respons
about . The problem is much more serid
more to help promote the Resistance?d
years ago.
So, |l et us first | ook at what we both
both see today, and | believe we both
that bishop Williamson suffers from a
stone deado. The way | would put it i
makes himself part of the probl em, i n
anyone who does not agree with such a
|l i ke that is a serious and frustratin|g
the Resistance when he was the only bj
a handicap in the sense that today ol
Williamsonb6s shadow. Still, there are
and defeatism and wil/ in time step
seminary and the SAJM. And | know for
this subject sees this same handicap |
of a handicap than others.
But this is where our agreement ends |4
|l et me briefly go over your | ist of at
You claim that bi shop Williamson fdprag
read Archbishop Lefebvreobs analogy of
food was poisoned meat ? The rchbi shop
to prolong his |ife by eatingthisp
contained stild]l out weighed the damage
poi soned meat the prisoner would be 3
and better food would arrive. The Ar (
the question of NOM attendance. So, bJs
bi shop promoted eating poisoned meat,
would say finod in the sense that he
meat , but Ayesodo in the sense that he |3
me at would be better than eating no
promoted that we al/l start attending
rare occasions, attending the NOM may
you still think this position is a bejt
tread carefully. I recently received [
who assured me that in 1990 (!!') the
i solated woman in Scotl and, and that
wh a't bi shop Williamson advised this
bi shop Williamson never Apromotedo t
I — ~ 4
\Www. TheRecysant . com




/ Page 14 Is Bishop Williamson Defensible? \
presented your <case against hi m. Coullg
clouding your judgement or even that
better case against hi m?

And while we are on this subject, | et

previous one, i . e that bishop Will i aln
fdo whatever you need to do to nouris
statement to support anyone attending
understand this as simply another way
salvation of souls is the supreme | awp
i f I understand bishop Williamson corfyf
ment : Awhatever it takesd means it i S
necessary for the #fAsalvation of your

God. At the same time | recognize that
wel | . But the way such a statement [
t han about the one being interpreted!

i nterpret each others words in the b¢
ot her wi se, for reasons that are quite
bi shop Williamson.

Next you <claim that bishop Williamson
ever defined what a fAconciliar miraclp
ever proven that God is wunable to perff
even fino the Conciliar Church, what ¢
AConciliar Churchd you subscribe to?

itraditional hosto to perform His Eud
AConciliar hosto, even if it is validp
all owed) to fake a Eucharistic miracleEp
Or could it be that you consider t hesild
native would raise too many difficult
|l ied to boost your <case against bisho'lp
bi shop of di sagreeing with your own u

Regarding Athe promotion-cofnchdrasy HoJ|n
admit I donodt know what you are referjr
use the words fAheresyo and fAheretico P
stance in this accusation either.

Then you accuse the bishop of fipr omo{
guess you are referring to the fact th
roof . I s that equivalent then with t hilg
of Apromotingod you referred to when yp
t hat case a better word would be to

Despite alll t he hot air over this cas;s
exactly what this priest has been acct
ti on, and Chinese whispers is able to
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knowl edge of the accusations and the |[flac
ers of this priests seem rather happy]]|t
to see what your problem is. And what|ev
best it would be a prudenti al matter , ||[r:
wrong in being too soft on this priegqt,
character assassination is useful to Jlou
Are you starting to see the differernce
Williamson in his fatalism and def ealt|i s
counterproductive, and based on some |pr
I even suspect there could be more Wro
defeati smd, but wunless and until I halv|e
And wunli ke yourself, I wi | | not stret|gh
evidence against him. Hence the exprep|si
With regards to your comment that nol|o:
becoming complicit, I mu s t di sagree |onc
serious and har mful error s, then youllfar
when we are talking about prudenti al m
no such obligation to pick a public |fli
promotion of Maria Valtortads APoemo. E\
single person | Aknowd online (bar onege)
But to you being opposed and disagreej|ng
him a fAheretico for it excommuni cat|e

sacraments from him? You wil!/| be verly

Churchés own teaching and exampl e.

You see, there are certain things whildh
and of which we would become guilty bly
certain things which we must endur e |ifn
t hat I have seen and am able to demdns
annoyances for wus, are of the type tHat
enduring such probl ems, you are trying

opposed. Hence you so easily call/l a n|y

di sagrees with you must be a heretic. It
have to answer . Remember that with tHhat
your sel f!

I owi || briefly mention another exampllg ¢
conference in Australia, you personally
spoke out against the New Mass, bishop|[ T
monastery to Akick outo Fr. Raphael Y O
t hat you werenot guite sure of the flac
Neverthel ess, the accusation being made
assassinations that are al most dai |l y||r «
compound. Yet , I know that the evidelnce

- Y
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astery of his own accord and that tis
understand why such | ies as thesel||lar
i sagree with the silence on the palift
der why they keep silent. But t ha |
usation is true. I refuse to run wi|th
tain are first proven true beyond 4§ c
first place Either way, the choi e
a | ot about what really motivates Ylou
summari ze, I believe our bishops hBRV:
wn by their unwillingness (even oultr
y much di sagree with their Acruisel|c
sider it possible that wunderneath ||t
defeati smo. But in the absence off| ¢
th and fAcreatedo my own evidence ag|ga
erpret anything and everything in |fth
i nst anyone that does not publ i cl]y
|l i amson. And to top it of f, you tjur
resyo. It has become quite ridicul|lol
ent i s exacerbating the probl ems i
m, your attitude is certainly exacTrt
ve t hem. Your exaggerations and calfu
igate itds bad effects on the fait h{fu
doubt , you have chosen the easier |wa
strationo and to pat yourself on tpe
humbl e opinion.
since you mentioned it, I do not pel
have an unhealthy addiction to s@rc
urabl e habito, adding that Ano onej|w:
sarcasm was <c¢lever enough, but drijaw
e a far more serious problem on yolur
ect your own salvation: pridel!
finish, I |l eave you with some word C
hints in brackets:
The second temptation which the deMi l
and which provokes the present spl ||t
be summari zed as foll ows: AfWe had |co
Resi stance], in its principles and]/||ir
changing and that is why, in fidelifty
we abandon todayds Society [todaydtg I
ifakeo Resistance] . 0
I n order to justify this attitude||]it
changes. And so the most i nsignifilda
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London
July 201|7

Dear Samuel,
Thank you for taking the trouble to wrfit

of Pinocchio at the top of the page. C h
controversy centres around Bishop Willja
1. Bi shop Williamson and the Npyv
To be quite frank, unt il and unless yqu
doi ng, I see |little hope of our making
sound unappreciative of your efforts, b u
should have to say very much.
So, instead of reading |l ots of words wWri
for himself. I's it true that Bishopgi Willvle
rare occasions, attending the Novus Or|dc¢
all, o as you claim? Well, according to| B
AThere are cases where even the Novus
building onebés Faith instead of | osi|ng¢
(Mahopac, New York, June 2015)
iAs an essenti al part of the subjec
you make of it. A priest can celebrat e
(El ei son Comments #447)
AThe Novus Ordo is false, but ités no
is very dangerous, but the true part|

(Venet a, Oregon, September 2016)

AA Mass which clearly pushes towards
those you c[anét saotmeeModv.u@ Ordo Masses |o
ing on how 6good6 or O6liberald each particlul
(Houston, Texas, September 2016)
féand so to innocent souls not yet dwe
its Consecration and good parts, still
(El ei son Comments #492)

fi | dondét say to everybody inside t he
got to get out! o6 0o

(St. Catherineébés Ontario, November |20
AiCat hol i cs, be generous! Recogni se |Gc
soul . o

(El ei son Comments #438)

ATherefore, it seems to me, i f James
the Newchurch, I need not hammer hi m t
(El ei son Comments #348)

e
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iSo youbve got, i
you can do it to
mean Heaven has got al/l
souls who make their way to
(Veneta, Oregon, September

iQues:ti Dmen, does it mean t
her i . e. at a Resistance
grace?

Wi |l fi aannsyolmody her e wh
N-opvf Uf-f F@md d-waysevppul d
, itods, I woul dé [ pause]
(Veneta, Oregon, September

could go on, but is it real
ere cases where poison <can
nd healing body instead
il liamson e towards
mit and picture of
mor e came fr om!
t hol i torically
at i pl ain bad
angi way many peopl e
opt s yimpfa tthheatti ci sv i neow
no, course he doesnodt
t hat it woul not have

f want

an

you

qui te e

h

1
e
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cCs
t i s
ng

a mor e
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t hese
Traditi on|.
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and
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to keep t
XxXtent . OK
soul s t

2016)

at those
chapel] c
o0 knows w
they want
They <canr

2016)

l'y necess
consu
we ake
Novus
Novu
a f
Tal ki
shoul d
think of
oifp riotmo t i
say.: iTHe

be
of
t he

t he
) i s

3

mo st | et

for vy

under s
At t h

But
about t

this no
words?
ng abou
peak pl a
y take
ort of

Ar chbi

Ar
go
1980s
New
u wi
f t h

as
I f
t é
we | |

—
n — - ®

o Q

anything |

of his Asupporterso

talk of finterpretingo

bi shop Williamson cor
same ti me | recognize th
the way such a statement
he one being interpreted! o

t betray a deeper probl emf
Since when did anyone ha
a Catholic matter to Cat
inly and make his meaning
him at his word and assume
thing which the defenders

shop Lefebvre

chbishop
to the

hargic
our

tand
e

t

Lefebvre,
New Mass.
he tol a whole family in
Mass to go to in the whole
[ r e chaalnld ttheastt il morneyp rfordount ea

you cl
That is
d

ali

—

e original |l etter which th

- N
\WwWww. TheRecysant. com




/ Page 20 Is Bishop Williamson Defensible’.’\
I n the meanti me, perhaps you would carle
permi ssion to go to the New Ma'sNsovienmbleap, 0

ilt mu s t be understood i mmediately tfh:

New Mass is valid, we are then free o
And in 1981, that:

AThis Mass is not bad in a merely ac|ci

that is truly bad. é Really, in conjsc

is not pDmsswWhbiltee, 06The Horn of the Unicor.|

3 The Bogus AMiracl eso
iNext you claim that bi shop Williamsofi
ever defined what a Aconciliar miracl el
ever proven that God is unable to perflol
even fAino the Conciliar Church, what efve
fiConciliar Churchd you subscribe to? Ha
itraditional hosto to perform His Eucha
iconciliar host o, even i f it is wvalid?
all owed) to fake a Eucharistic miracl el
Or could it be that you consider thesel
native would raise too many difficult |qu
to boost your case against bishop Willlfi a
of disagreeing with your own unproven RS
Have | ever, have | ever, have | ever é?
have done, arenodt you’) IoII tell you wha
yourself included, I ihav ever o actual l
(unt il the appearance of my article) pri
al | it was BishopiFwct $§i amascsatl winigo rans o tt| dn :
readers doubt that the eucharistic mirlac
take their Whwnchr eisse aprrcehc.iosel y what | difd.
ble conclusion that, far from being a |Af
finish Has anyone else, to this day, do
drew his attention to it, admi tted thpt
defend Bishop Williamson on the subj ec|t,
seem t o de ailth ksektyh tbhiego,r epiie al guestiong
see no point whatever in discussing wil|th
mi racle, when you cannot be bothered t})
Bi shop Williamson built his case and mac
34 (p.22 onwards, if youbre interested)
sl eeves and delved into the evidence off
if not alll of your questions about my [p
problem with Bishop Wi lliamson is, donpt
but which in reality only displays your
By the way, your backhanded accusation]t
real feeVungl owvodeée¢ma why. Il tds al most ps
N — ~
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very |l ong ago. Dennis Whitingbs | et
seems, you are not familiar with t
d|ng my reply to him. Thatoés anothe

my opponents say about a given s
? Let me state once again, for the
d make, though as it happens | h a
ad Take my advice and in future,
b

t to read what he has actu

a
at
e
u
r y.
v o]
e rdi
I
e

;
I
e
e
g promoti oncoficihleir&ms yHalo
ow what you are referr

eresyo0 and Aheretico s

n
e h
is accusation either. o
a
o}
n

an

you r
mned b
I 1i amts
n
t
u

a
mi t
t h
ce

have no idea what | m
Holy Office before th
esnot ring any bells?
estio d in future, pl ease spa
pect d
t

at yo

unt il you have actually
really know what youore

d as for
equentl vy,
pposed to

t

e and my friends using t
6m not sure exactly who
e answerable for. I am ha
nfident t Theo Rlewiulwlaoh € oableadt o j u
i nstant . he same goes for your cl
ng him a heretic and excommuni ca
heretic, 6 whi c hilaipkpee asro tnmurcohu gohfo uy
rays an unpardonabl e ignorance §
assuming the worst in others. I
ng a heretic? Have | ever once d
and centre? Or is this more bas
of what I have written and who,

|

b
ha

T

QD

c

3

—— 00— o —
—_— -

D

ffunpardonabl e, 0 because itbés not
are a cl dgédley guwar cheed di sSeowvetr ed
he aid of an internet connecti on
a few minutes to check what | sa

D <

OV +TTOTO o
—

>

Fr . Abr aham

apart from someone totally ignora
owing regarding the Fr. Abraham co

Then you accuse the bishop of fiprom
guess you are referring to the fa
nder his roof. I s that equivalent t

e same kind of Apromotingd you r

oot B ' B A el 1]

h
pr
toleratedo under certain conditions.
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of anyone who actually knows
ous immoralityo is a rather vag
ing into anything el se. Wit hout

of this case, and considering
ve him administer the sacrament
ver your problem may be, it so
r, rather than a doctri al mat t
iest, what is that to you? Co
to your cause of HAexposingo t
seriously complaining
o draw a modest veil over the
[

I now be presented by you as

t

w

y molested a 14 year ol d boy i

he night in a police cell. The

d it himself. That i s hi i

the Philippines: I know
I would have given you

e horsebdés mouth. They kn

en admits he was guilty

Bi shop Williamson, you make mat
remind the world of t

agai n, being brought up Iin p
|l i ke you. This could have

ut it earlier, i nstead of wu

my part. Must vy-80 do hhve?yR®

you could have saved us all/l a

on me for your own vanity webs

b
i
2}

I

wrong to say that Bi shop Wil
You ask: Ails that t
ent of promoting him. Over here
Fr. Abraham should minister in
completely free choice would n
says Mass and hears confessio
etreats and pilgrimages, al | of
afterwards. Yes, this is
coming him under his r
you would already have s
y knowsod what he did or
in New Zealand was able to he
ave told yohansdométokswleam ®Onee

yeiump oseldf i gnor ance, and | am not

i m t
sac
t he

hat #fAthe parishioners of this
rameyaws rhearn htehr® ones who are |
whole country to whom Fr. Abrah
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l ong gone! Of the faithful who wused t g
but one of the regulars (yes, you are
is happy to have Fr. Abraham administe
alright! Curiously enough, this too 1is
sel f pwubldi syhoeud even read it all the way
Your admission that you fAfadiclondemeaaton
reading this wild.l know instantly why vy
Samuel , next ti me: do your homewor k.
about Bi shop Williamson actually are,
why webre wrong! It stands out a mile
correspondence between Dennis Whiting
much of what you write has already bee
hopeThkekatRecsusreenatder s wonodét be bored th
the same inadequate charges for two i 9
originally only wrote what he intended
iAre you starting to see the differe
Yes, yes | am. And so, I think, is eve
5 Valtortads Poem
Given that we have already establishe
about, and that this topic too was dejg
you initiated by putting it in your ne
to bother. But since | am such a perse
just a little after all
AWith regards to your comment that n
becoming complicit, I mu st di sagree
serious and har mful errors, then you
when we are talking about prudenti al
such obligation to pick a public fig
motion of Maria Valtortads fAPoemo. E
single person I Aknowo online (bar
iPoemo. But to you being opposed an
al so have to call him a fAheretico fo
receive the sacraments from him? Yo
based on the Churchdés own teaching a
Pl ease show me, and the whole world, w
or excommunicated him (as if such a th
You are correct that as far as | Paemcd
Man @Gaodl di sagreeing with him privatel)
demned that particular work as far b a
Because it contains error. Do your ho
Williamson promotes it, he is promoti
Bi shop Williamson is promoting errors.
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public th
it doesnbo
Oof fice, what is the point of an |
and promote the very things which
condemned by the Church. Simpl e

s
about if he promoted the complete

teaches
oppose

6 . Al i a

(¢
(]

you have gone away and done
|l e to acquaint yourself with
ps I mi ght be just be abl e
S must be endured and which
to back up your baseless cl
be opposed, with some sort
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edul ity
0 y you fAknow
e it. Kindly
dwwatr aoul dt

i
d

c

o with ito and that
h .
a

ndex,
t hey

month, the Holy Office was a | egiti mat

at he knows full we |l | t hat t
t bot her him too much because

as t

0
e for such bizarre and eccentri
e probl ems, how would that be i
st Bi shop Williamsond is not

he Resistance chapel in London
he one to persuade him to come o
e goes
the other
iamson or Fr .
rhaps biased to
d to seepryofuesceothc
create evidence

promoting John Calviné Al nstitutes

reyv

Canon Roca..? Would you be telling m
publicly accuse him of wrongdoing.
better than teaching errors of oneds
(in fact he promotes someone
admi ssi on, I am correct and we must o
t he person spreading them,

. ?

as

an
you

way, I did not start any rumour
[ u

Fr .

think it untrue.
det ai
areful and not exaggerat el

t i
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I donodt propose to insult the intelligel
superfluous reproduction of a quote ffo
South America in the | ate 1980s and in
Pfeifferc‘) and fithe Resistanced in squaljre
relevant . That you consider it ifold
perhaps real i se. | suspect that, in anl
many readers at this point. Most peopl|le,
danger and maintain a modest silence ujnt
selves with the topic under discussi orf
which in reality demonstr at esThlei tReIa:eudsnad)nh
are not familiar with the words or thi[nl
arendét exactl|l yElaeids dn g€ioimmimenretser ydu wpu
Bi shop Williamsonds own words contradifct
can6t even be Dbothered to read the cor|r
wrong, but I dondt think many people wil
they ever did to begin with. Of courshE
RecusfAnyou donét want to; but i f you wan
have to read it. ltds up to you.
It only remains for me to thank you faqr
problem é affecting [ my] own salvati onf:
with Acheap shots, o it is harder to tHhil
pride! But donét worry, Il 6m sure youblll
the illustrious footsteps of Fr. Rost anc
and several other fine examples of such
God bl ess,
Pinocchio
PSYour question regarding Archbishop Le-
and the poisoned meat anal ogy is worthy
dealt with in a few glib sentences. F olr
managed to find perhaps the one quote |f
your position, in amongst a myriad of |l a
it, you have had to go back to the verl
press and the SSPXxnabhaskt fyawass bakrel yAnfr
that to begin with. He soon changed. The
fifty years: i f we can give Archbi shoq
1974, I dondt think thereds much doubt I
afraid your attempt to paint Bi shop Wil
Lefebvrebés has already been under mined| b
mi ddl e of his scandal ous Mahopac iadvi c
Archbi shop would have given a very di fl[f
you for raising it all the same, it is| w
ing and useful article all to itself, |so
had you not so helpfully provided me t
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Torrents Of Grace

Seven Americans Receive an Eternal Inheritancé

Do manfully and be of good hearr
fot, nor be ye dismayed at their
for the Lord thy God, He Himself
leader, and will not leave thee nor
ut. XXXI, 6).

While 1992 has brought much 1o

e thee”(

et the soul in roc

5 world—eco

breakdown, increasing abortions,

FATHER DAVID HEWKO

Of the more than 30 priests who-assisted at the ordina-|
tion ceremony, onc had a particularly keen imterest in the)
event, singe the class of ordinands Wis his own. Ff. David
Hewka, the youngest of his seminaty. class, was.10 have been}
ordained in the same ceremony .- that is, until a recent tirgent
need for a professor,at St Mary’s Academy dnd Collegel
pronipted the advancement- of Fathér's priestly ardination o)
this past Easter Tuesday. Eight priests and over 500 faithful
were present for the ceremony, the first ordination at St
Mary's.in 25 yéars. li-meant Pr. Hewko's trading in his posi
tion as head'sacristan at the Seminary for the demanding dyty|
of assistant parish_priest (a1 América's laggest socicty priory
and college professor. In Tis first week-of niinistry, Faiher|
administered the sactaments of haptism, ponfession, Holy
Eucharist, matrimony, -and extreme unction inclading the last
anointing of Father Victor Mroz, O;F. M. Cap.; a long-time
friend and dssociate of the Society, who diéd shortly after
Easter. . ¥ ? .

Fr. Hewkb says that the work is demanding; but that it js|
good and worthy labor, His joy was evident at haying the
opportunity 10 te present at his former classmates’ ordination,
and it-was-a memorable sight to behold him in the line of
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