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Dear Reader, 
 

Happy Easter. Ideas have consequences. 
A priestly society which maintains that 
Quo Primum is still in force, that the New 
Mass is illegitimate and the Tridentine 
Mass the only authentic Roman Missal 
which every priest still has the right to 
use, will be a priestly society which is    
in a strong position to champion the   
Traditional Mass. It will be a priestly 
society which knows full well that it 
doesnôt need any bogus ñpermissionò to 
use the Traditional Mass and sacramental 
rites. It will also be a priestly society 
which totally and consistently refuses the 
Novus Ordo Paul VI rites and tells others 
not to use them either.  
 

If that same priestly society were to 
change its position and begin claiming 
that Quo Primum is not still in force, of 
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ñWe likewise order and declare that no one whosoever shall be forced or coerced 
into altering this Missal; and this present Constitution can never be revoked or 
modified, but shall forever remain valid and have the force of law é Therefore, 
no one whosoever is permitted to alter this notice of Our permission.ò 
 

 - Pope St Pius V, Quo Primum (see p.29) 
 

ñCertainly the Pope, St. Pius V, was not anticipating legislating to all his succes-
sors é he certainly wasnôt wanting to set limits on the power of future Popes to 
either change that missal or bring in a different Mass. é St. Pius V was not 
wanting to bind all his successors that you canôt change the missal. ò 
 

 - Fr. Paul Robinson, SSPX (see p.30) 
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accepting the right of Popes to overthrow the Traditional rites and replace them with newfan-
gled, man-made ones, in theory if not in practice, well thené where will that lead? Will it not 
lead, sooner or later, to the adoption and tolerance of those very same new rites? That, at any 
rate, seems to be the lesson of the Fraternity of St Peter. Remember that they started out 
boasting that they were able to use the Traditional rites exclusively. That exclusivity lasted 
little more than a decade until, in the late 1990s, Rome overthrew its then ï superior general, 
Fr. Josef Bisig, and replaced him with one more to their own liking, in order to allow Frater-
nity of St Peter priests to ditch their erstwhile exclusivity and occasionally concelebrate the 
New Mass (particularly the chrismal Mass with the conciliar bishop of whatever diocese).  
 

The SSPX has not yet adopted such a pluralist position. Many of us believe, however, that 
they are sliding in that direction. If we are right, does it really matter whether it takes six 
months or twenty years for the New Mass to start to appear in their chapels? One starts by 
accepting the New Mass in principle: eventually one tolerates it in practice; in the end, one 
might even finish by adopting it oneself. In this issue we have gone to some trouble to present 
serious evidence for the SSPXôs slide into accepting the so-called ñliturgical reformò in    
principle, if not yet in practice. How long it will take for the principle to turn into practice, 
God alone knows. In the meantime, ask yourself this: if you are not fighting for even the  
principle of Quo Primum and the Traditional Mass, what in fact are you fighting for?  
 

Chief among this evidence is an overlooked but hair-raising óSSPX Podcastô interview      
between our old friends Fr Paul Robinson and Andrew, during which the two agree with each 
other that Pope St. Pius Vôs Bull Quo Primum was perfectly good for its time, but basically 
has no relevance or legal force today. Yes, I promise, I am not making that up. Andrew even 
claims that Quo Primum, ñsays: this is the Mass é [but] Popes down the line can change it.ò 
I am still in shock at how wrong those words are! Read Quo Primum for yourself and see if it 
says any such thing! Who knows where he got that idea from, unless it was purely from his 
delinquent clerical friend. If this is the sort of rubbish which the SSPX is feeding the faithful, 
heaven help us all.   
 

Does this mean the SSPX is about to start offering the New Mass? I would imagine not. Alt-
hough there is a clear link between recognising someone elseôs supposed ñrightò to do some-
thing wrong, and doing that same wrong oneself, it can take a while to go from the one to the 
other and I donôt think weôre quite there yet. What is perhaps a little closer on the horizon is 
the terrifying prospect of the so-called ñhybrid Massò, long beloved brainchild of Cardinal 
Ratzinger and others of his like. And no, please donôt ask me to give details. Bishop Fellay at 
one time talked about how he was made ñgladò by the thought of inserting the traditional  
offertory prayers into the New Mass; at other times others have suggested that the Traditional 
Mass but with vernacular epistle and Gospel, vernacular hymns and so forth might be the way 
forward. Either way, we have provided, we think, more than mere hearsay on that point. 
Again, take a look for yourself.  
 

Possibly related to this is the unusual ñfashionò which seems to have the SSPX hierarchy in 
its grip for altars and sanctuaries which have a freestanding altar, no gradines, no reredos and 
steps going all the way around, which would allow Mass to be said facing the people. Why 
this should be is anyoneôs guess, but I think the faithful at least have the right to be suspicious 
and to ask themselves the all-important question: Why?  
 

Taken all together, then, the signs are not encouraging. As I write, we are preparing for an all-
night exposition and adoration of the Blessed Sacrament here in London. We are extremely 
grateful to Fr Hugo Ruiz for coming to London to make this possible. Of course, we will all 
be praying for the Resistance; one of the main objects of our prayers must surely be priests. If 
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this latest nonsense shows us anything, it surely shows us (yet again) that one good priest      
is worth more than ten thousand no-good, wishy-washy, vax-and-evolutionism-tolerant,   
compromising and at-one-with-the-world priests, even if they do (for the time being at least!) 
offer the Traditional Mass.  
 

Please take this seriously and redouble your prayers and penances too. The situation surely 
demands it. Not many people, one suspects, realise just how bad things are in the world and 
the Church. The phrase ñcrisis in the Church,ò used by the SSPX all through the 1980s, 90s, 
2000s and on, is today almost redundant. It doesnôt adequately describe where things are at. 
We ought really to talk about the zombie apocalypse in the Church, the nuclear holocaust in 
the Church, the Day of the Triffids in the Church. Like a dystopian sci-fi novel, one or two 
ragged, shell-shocked survivors are to be found stumbling around and picking their way over 
miles of desolate lunar landscape which was once a thriving city of millions of inhabitants, 
now reduced to rubble. That, one suspects, is how things really look, if we could only see it. 
But Our Lord wanted us to experience this: so it must be how we are going to save our souls. 
 

Finally, allow me to encourage as many of you as possible who are able to take advantage of 
the upcoming Ignatian Retreat. English-speakers from abroad are welcome too: the retreat 
house is located on the edge of London, within easy reach of Gatwick and Heathrow airports 
and a greater-than-usual number of spaces is available, all with individual rooms, en-suite 
showers and professional catering provided. Although this all comes at far greater cost than 
we have ever had to bear before, this was a conscious decision made in view of the fact that it 
is the first retreat the Resistance has had in this country for more than five years, and will 
almost certainly be the last one for the foreseeable future. Hence the entire retreat is being 
funded thanks to the good-will of some very generous souls. Take advantage of it: there may 
not be another opportunity like this again.  
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Five-day Menôs Ignatian Retreat 
 

When: 27th May - 1st June 2023 
 

Where: Woking, Surrey (England) 
 

Who: Fr. David Hewko 
 

Cost: Whatever you can afford - help is 
available for those of limited means...  

Please save the date in your diary and 
let us know if you wish to attend, by 
writing to: recusantsspx@hotmail.co.uk 

A similar retreat for ladies will follow later in 
the year.  
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The English translation of this sermon originally appeared in óThe Angelus,ô January 1985. 
Source: https://thecatacombs.org/showthread.php?tid=3281 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 

Archbishop Marcel Lefebvre 
 

Sermon at Martigny, Switzerland 
 

9 December 1984 

 
In the Name of the Father, and of the Son, and of the Holy Ghost. Amen. 
 

My dear brethren, 
 

Before giving you a few words of edification on this day which is still under the halo of the 
Immaculate Conception and of St. Pius X, may I make an allusion to the few lines which were 
published these last days by the local bishop, Mgr. Schwery. You were asked not to come to 
this Holy Mass; you were told that by coming here, you were disobeying the local bishop and 
that you were disobeying the Supreme Pontiff. These are very grievous utterances and        
absolutely without foundation. It is true that we have been undergoing a persecution, but this 
persecution has no foundation; it is inspired by a spirit which is not Catholic, a spirit of novel-
ties, a spirit which is more like Luther's than like the spirit of the Catholic Faith. It is because 
we faithfully and integrally hold on to the Tradition of the Church that we are persecuted. 
 

So I ask you: is it right that you be persecuted in such a way? Is it right that we be chased by 
such hostility? As proof of the error of those who continue to persecute us, I have but one  
example to give you: You have just seen, just a while ago, all these seminarians and priests in 
procession; if this is not of the Church, then there has never been a Catholic Church! What 
else are we doing than praying as we have been asked to pray for all our life? I am celebrating 
nothing else than the Mass of my ordination, and yourselves, you are assisting at the Mass at 
which you have been assisting all your life! This Mass is the same at which your parents, your 
grandparents, your ancestors, assisted, and now they have been sanctified and are in          
heaven. All the saints have been sanctified by this holy Mass, by these sacraments, by the 
preaching which we are preaching. 
 

https://thecatacombs.org/showthread.php?tid=3281
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We are obliged to conclude that those who are persecuting in such a way have no longer a 
Catholic spirit; they have given up the Catholic spirit because they persecute not so much  our-
selves but all that we represent. Now, we represent the holy Tradition of the Church of twenty 
centuriesðtwenty centuries of Christianity, twenty centuries of the sanctification of souls. 
Those who criticize twenty centuries of Catholicism no longer have a Catholic spirit! I wanted 
to say that because the utterances of the local bishop are so injurious, so unjust, that I could not 

be silent in the face of such an injustice - an injustice 
which reaches not only my own person - that would not 
be much - but reaches also all our priests, all our semi-
narians, and yourselves. Therefore we protest, and we 
say: ñLet us be judged! Let it be judged whether    we are 
like those Catholics who have gone before us, especially 
like St. Pius X, for instance, the last Pope  canonized 
whom we celebrate today, or not!ò If St. Pius X were 
living today, he would heartily approve us, he would 
bless us, he would encourage us, he would hold  us up as 
an example to be followed! But since some  innovators, 
who are more protestant than Catholic, have invaded the 
Church, they have, of course, been          condemning 
those who maintain Tradition. But let us be faithful, my 
dear brethren. Let us have no fear at all. Let us pray for 
those who persecute us. Let us ask God to open their 
eyes that they may become aware of the subversion 

which reigns in the Church today, so that they also may find again the way of Tradition and the 
way of the reconstruction of the Church as we wish to do, under the protection of the Virgin 
Mary and of St. Pius X. 
 

Yesterday, during Vespers, we sang the antiphon of the Magnificat: ñhodie, sine ulla peccati 
labe concepta est Maria, hodie contritum est ab ea caput sepentis antique : today, without any 
sin, without any stain of sin, the Virgin Mary was conceived; today the serpent's, the devil's, 
head was crushed by Mary!ò My dear brethren, these are truths which we must always have 
before our eyes, which are as the foundation of our faith. They are the expression of two     
essential dogmas of our Christian life. 
 

That the Most Blessed Virgin Mary was immaculate in Her conception, that She had not the 
stain of Original Sin, and that we celebrate the Immaculate Conception as a great hope, an im-
mense hope, a light coming from heaven and which will lead us who were in darkness to heav-
en, is because all of us have the stain of Original Sin and all its consequences. Thanks to the 
Blood of Our Lord Jesus Christ, thanks to the merits of the Blessed Virgin Mary, we received 
the Sacrament of Baptism and by Baptism, the guilt of Original Sin was cleansed from our 
souls; however, we remain sick. We remain with the influences of Original Sin. We are sick 
persons. We admit this just before receiving Holy Communion; you will repeat it three times in 
a few minutes: ñLord, I am not worthy that you should come under my roof, but just say the 
word and my soul shall be healed,ò and you will repeat three times: ñ. . . and my soul shall be 
healed.ò Why healed? It is because it is sick. Yes, we are sick persons, the consequences of 
Original Sin are our sickness, they do remain. We are sick in our soul because we have all the 
bad tendencies which push us to sin. St. Thomas calls that ñfomes peccatiò - there are these 
tendencies to sin which are still in us, though we received the grace of baptism, though we 
struggle, though we receive the Sacrament of Penance and the Sacrament of Holy Communion, 
we remain with this tendency to sin. Therefore we need the Doctor of our soul! The            
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consequences of Original Sin are present. They are also manifested by sickness . . . if we 
would not have Original Sin, if we would not be one with our first parents by the flesh which 
we received from our parents, then we would not be sick, there would be no illness. Our Lord 
was never ill during His life; the Most Blessed Virgin Mary did not suffer from any sickness 
during her life, but He chose to die, to die for our Redemption, and the Virgin Mary chose to 
die to imitate her Divine Son, but She was not subject to death because She did not have the 
stain of Original Sin; this is why She was assumed into heaven with Her body. She rose from 
the dead because She did not have the consequences of Original Sin. 
 

Yes, we are sick, and we must convince ourselves of this, in order to have an immense desire 
in our soul to be healed, to come back into the Divine Order, to do the Lord's will. The remedy 
is Our Lord Jesus Christ, it is His Cross, it is His Blood, it is His Passion, it is the Holy       
Sacrifice of the Mass, it is the Holy Victim immolated on the Cross which we receive in Holy 
Communion and which heals our soul. In the prayer just before Communion, we admit this: 
ñad medelam percipiendam ï may we receive it as a remedy: O Lord, come in us so that we 
may receive the remedy which we need for our souls.ò Such is the teaching of the Church. 
Thus, knowing this, we must accept sufferings, penance, to make reparation for our sins, for 
our faults, in order to put our soul back in the order willed by God. And we are reminded of 
this by the Feast of the Immaculate Conception. O how blessed the Virgin Mary is! Without 
any stain! Without any stain! ñSine macula!ò 
 

The second dogma to which the Antiphon of the Magnificat makes allusion is that the Virgin 
Mary has crushed the serpent's head, has crushed Satan's head! This truth is recalled in an   
admirable way by St. John in the Apocalypse. In the twelfth chapter of the Apocalypse, St. 
John described the signs of heaven: ñAnd behold a sign, a woman shining as the sun, with the 
moon under her feet, and with a crown of twelve stars, appeared in heaven.ò It was the Virgin 
Mary described in the Apocalypse. And immediately after another sign appeared to St. John: 
the dragon! The red dragon, horrible to see with his horns, his many heads, and it strove to 
devour the child who was to be born of the woman and it ran after her trying to devour this 
child. Then, at this moment, St. John described the battle which occurred in heaven, between 
St. Michael and his Angels, those who followed him, and the Dragon with those who followed 
the Dragon; and he said that the Dragon drew with him, by his tail, the third part of the stars, 
probably signifying that a third of the angels unfortunately followed the revolt of the Dragon 
who, said St. John, is called the Devil, Satan.  
 

Then a frightful war was waged in heaven and St. Michael triumphed ñby the Blood of the 
Lamb.ò By the Blood of the Lamb; it was the Blood of the Lamb which gave victory to St. 
Michael and his Angels over the Dragon, who was 
thrown down to earth. Then a canticle arose: 
ñBlessed be the heavens, blessed are the elect of 
heaven who henceforth are delivered from Satan 
and from all his followers! But woe to the earth 
and to the sea which received Satan, because Satan 
is in an enormous fury, because he has been thrown 
from the heights of heaven down to earthò and he 
knows, said the Apocalypse, that he has but a short 
time, ñmodicum tempus,ò a very short time is left 
to him. Therefore, he will work and strive to     
destroy the child of the woman. He ran after Mary 
and from his mouth a filthy river came and       
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inundated the earth so that the woman and child disappear in these filthy waters. But the earth 
came to Mary's aid, and an abyss was opened and this filthy river was absorbed by the earth. 
Then Mary and Jesus were saved. But now Satanôs rage is turned against the children of the 
Virgin and against those who observe the Commandments of God and the Commandments of 
Jesus. This is what the Apocalypse says. 
 

Now, my dear brethren, we are constantly witnessing this struggle, this action continues. Yes, 
the Devil is working here below and Mary continues crushing his head. Unfortunately, the 
powers of Hell being loosed have a considerable influence here below. If the Devil would lead 
astray only enemies of the Church! But, alas, he succeeds in penetrating into the very heart of 
the flock of Our Lord; he succeeds in penetrating into the interior of the Church, as St. Pius X 
said. And thus members of the Church, and often members of the clergy, let themselves be 
corrupted by the false ideas which Satan spreads in the world. This is what we witness today, 
my dear brethren! The false ideas of the world destroying the Church from within, corrupting 
the realization of Catholicism; these false ideas being spread in the Church. And one of these 
false modern ideas is ecumenism, it is religious freedom, it is the Rights of Man, it is the revolt 
of man against God: freedom of thought, freedom to choose oneôs religion, freedom of speech, 
freedom of conscience - ñlibertiesò which have been condemned many, many times by all the 
Popes - by Pius IX, by Leo XIII, by St. Pius X, by Pius XI and by Pius XII. They warned the 
faithful, and all the bishops, against these ideas: ñBeware!ò Leo XIII called this ñthe New 
Right,ò a New Right which rose against the Right of the Church, a right of secularism, a right 
of atheism, a right to forget God, to persecute God, Our Lord Jesus Christ. All this has been 
condemned by the Popes and now we are witnessing these ideas rising again since Vatican II. 
 

The facts are before our eyes: these dialogues with  
error. They would like to have the same place given to 
error as to Truth, the same honor given to error as to 
Truth, the same honour given to vice as to virtue. We 
see it in the laws; all the laws of the states, especially 
the       atheistic and socialist states, put vice and virtue 
on the same level. We could say they only praise vice 
and legalize it: abortions, divorces, who knows what 
else? We can quote many laws which are contrary to 
the law of the Good Lord. This revolt of the world 
against God is a    terrible thing, supported by Satan - 
supported by the Dragon and by all his disciples. 
 

Now, instead of doing as the Virgin Mary, crushing    
Satan's head - not dialoguing with him! - what was it 
that lost Eve? It was dialogue with Satan! She held a 
dialogue with Satan, and she was lost! When one    

dialogues with Satan, when one dialogues with evil, when one dialogues with error, one is lost! 
And this is what we are witnessing today. One must fight against error; one must proclaim the 
Truth; one must fight against vice and practice virtue; one must crush Satan's head at the    
example of the Blessed Virgin Mary! 
 

But, today, dialogue is in vogue in the world. I will give you an example. I just came back 
from South America. Well, the president of Colombia who is supposedly a Catholic president, 
and who was elected by the Conservatives, by what could be called the ñright,ò well, this    
conservative president, for the two years that he has been president of his country has himself 
established a dialogue with the enemies of his country, with those whom they call guerrillas. 
And what good results have come from two years of dialogue? The ten to fifteen thousand 
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armed men who were in the guerrilla movement two years ago now number seventy thousand! 
The guerrilla movement now possesses 70,000 armed men who are linked to Moscow, China 
and Cuba. Here is a country which can pass to the domination of Communism because of the 
dialogue of a man of the right! Here is the result of this dialogue: he [the president] has permit-
ted the young guerrillas to attend the universities, even granting them scholarships to attend. 
As a result the universities are communist. I don't know if you realize the danger the modern 
world is running of communist implantation. Colombia is a base from which the communists 
would be able to have a command upon the Pacific, on the Gulf of Mexico and on the Sea of 
Antilles, and on all of South America. They know very well that if they take this country, they 
have all of South America before them, as they have done in Ethiopia - it is a similar situation. 
 

So, these are the consequences of dialogue! One cannot dialogue with communism; one must 
fight them. This is what Pius XI said: ñCommunism is intrinsically evil.ò One does not discuss 
anything with something intrinsically evil. 
 

The Blessed Virgin Mary gives us the example; St. Pius X gives us the example. St. Pius X 
fought against modern errors, fought against Modernism, fought against the ñSillon,ò fought 
against all the errors which cause decay in the Church. 
 

We have two examples, my dear brethren: the Most Blessed Virgin Mary and St. Pius X. I 
think both had the same desire: could the Blessed Virgin Mary desire anything other than the 
Kingdom of her Divine Son? ñInstaurare omnia in Christoò - to restore all things in Christ - 
this was the desire of St. Pius X, to put everything in the hands of Our Lord Jesus Christ. This, 
my dear brethren, must be our desire. You were singing it a few minutes ago when we came 
into this wonderful assembly hall where so many have come; where you have prayed so much 
during this holy night of vigil. Yes, you were singing: ñLet the Kingdom of Jesus Christ Our 
Lord come! Let Him reign over us!ò 
 

While the world proclaims its errors, let us pray that Jesus Christ Our Lord reign. Let this be 
our ideal; let us continue our fight; let us be firm in the restoration of the Kingdom of Our Lord 
Jesus Christ, first within ourselves, in our families, in our cities. Let us be courageous and un-
dertake a crusade! At a time when we see the situation of the world truly under a light which 
could lead to pessimism if we do not look at it supernaturally, at the same time we are witness-
ing that everywhere some wonderful resistance is arising. Souls are understanding the danger, 
gathering themselves, uniting themselves to pray and to pray especially to the Blessed Virgin 
Mary. This is what will save us! So, today, let us make the resolution, with St. Pius X, to go to 
the Virgin Mary and beg her to come down to us and crush the Serpent's head so that her    
Divine Son may reign. 
 

In the Name of the Father, and of the Son, and of the Holy Ghost. Amen. 
 

 

Thank you for continuing to support:  
 

ñThe Recusant Mass Fundò 
 

Account No.:  47152560    Sort Code:  30-95-89 
IBAN:  GB11LOYD30958947152560  

BIC:  LOYDGB21041 
 

May God Bless Your Generosity! 
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Sorrowful Heart of Mary SSPX-MC  
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Advent 2022 
 

+ 
 
 
 

Dear Confreres in the Church Militant, 
 
It is normal for bullets to fly, bombs to drop and chaos to erupt at any time, in any given war. 
We are soldiers in the Great War between Christ the King and Satan; between His Holy  
Catholic Church of Tradition and Satanôs counterfeit Conciliar Church; between the Woman 
of Genesis with Her army and the serpent with his. 
 
It is also a strategy of Satan to deceive by cunningly making evil seem good, ugliness seem 
like beauty, and darkness seem as illuminating as light. As Liberalism avalanches and morphs 
with each decade, it has to appear as close as possible to an ñangel of lightò to deceive. The 
enemy must make the decoy look as real as possible to the genuine article. Hence, Pope St. 
Pius X warned in his Encyclical, Pascendi, the enemies will keep the same name of all the 
sacraments (e.g. ñBaptismò), but cleverly gut out their true meaning and replace them with 
new ones (e.g. from ñwashing away original sin and infusing sanctifying grace into the soulò 
to the Modernist version of ñinitiation into the Christian communityò). They will dare to 
change the most sacred of all sacraments, the Holy Eucharist, from the traditional ñBody and 
Blood of Christ under the appearance of bread and wineò to the Modernist version of ñthe 
symbol of unity and óluvô in the Christian community.ò 
 
It stands to reason that Satan would invent a new Church which looks a lot like the real Cath-
olic Church, and even has the same visible head, ñone Pope over two Churchesò, but one of 
these churches is counterfeit. That is the Conciliar Church, which Abp. Lefebvre was asked to 
obey and be faithful to, by Msgr. Benelli and Modernist Rome, on June 25, 1976, to which 
the Archbishop replied: 
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ñWhat could be clearer? We must [according to Rome] henceforth obey and be faith-
ful to the Conciliar Church, no longer to the Catholic Church. Right there is our whole 
problem: we are suspended by the Conciliar Church, the Conciliar Church, to which 
we have no wish to belong! That 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 worshipé the Church that affirms such 
errors is at once schismatic and heretical. The Conciliar Church, is therefore, not 
Catholic.ò  
 

   (Abp. Lefebvre, Reflections on his suspension a divinis, July 29, 1976). 
 
Never did Abp. Lefebvre want to break from the Catholic Church, nor be at odds with the 
Pope, but the dilemma he, and every Catholic faced, was that this new Conciliar Church was 
now like a monstrous cancer growing off the healthy body of the Catholic Church, that    
aggressively spreads, imposes itself and takes over! Modernist Rome is like a large parasite 
that lives on the body of Catholic Rome, which is similar in appearances but is rife with 
heresy and error. 
 
Bishop Tissier, in an excellent article that appeared in 2013 (Le Sel de la Terre, no. 85) drew 
up this summary: 
 
 

ñ...It is clear that the Conciliar Church is not only a sickness, nor a theory, but it is an 
association of high ranking Catholic churchmen inspired by liberal and modernist 
thinkers, who want, according to the goals of the one-worlders, to bring to frui-
tion a new type of Church, with many Catholic priests and faithful won over by 
this ideal. It is not a pure association of victims. Formally considered, the Conciliar 
Church is a sect that occupies the Catholic Church. It has its organized instigators 
and actors, as had the Modernism condemned by St. Pius X.ò 

 
 

Pope St. Pius X exposed these parasites penetrating inside the Church, who were often cler-
gymen of the Masonic Lodges or at least imbued with their ideas. He writes in Pascendi: 
 

ñ...Hence, the danger is present almost in the very veins and heart of the Church, 
whose injury is the more certain from the very fact that their knowledge of her is 
more intimate. Moreover, they lay the axe not to the branches and shoots, but to the 
very root, that is, to the Faith and its deepest fibres. And once having struck at this 
root of immortality, they proceed to diffuse poison through the whole tree. [...] What 
efforts do they not make to win new recruits! They seize upon professorships in the 
seminaries and universities, and gradually make of them thrones of pestilenceò  
 

   (St. Pius X, September 8, 1907). 
 
 

These ñseized seminariesò donôt exclude the new Conciliar-SSPX! The dilemma of all   
Catholics today is still the same, and the answer laid out by Abp. Lefebvre is still the 
same: absolutely no compromise with the New Mass or Vatican II! This means no      
acceptance of the revolutionary Doctrinal Declaration of 2012 and all accompanying adjust-
ments and jurisdictions made for the Conciliar-SSPX ever since, and no acceptance of trying 
to justify the New Mass by proclaiming that, somehow, it ñnourishes your faithò or promot-
ing its so-called miracles! 
 
 

Once again, listen to the profound foresight and wisdom of Abp. Lefebvre: 

www.TheRecusant.com 

Page 10 



Fr Hewko Page 11 

 

ñI hold that we are in the Church and that we are the true sons of the Church, and the 
others are not. They are not, because Liberalism is not a son of the Church. Liberalism 
is against the Church, Liberalism operates to destroy the Church, in that sense they 
cannot claim to be sons of the Churché Some are prepared to sacrifice the fight for 
the Faith by saying: óLet us first re-enter the Church! Let us first do everything to inte-
grate into the official, public structures of the Church! Let us be silent about the dog-
matic issues. Let us be silent about the malice of the [New] Mass. Let us keep quiet 
over the issues of Religious Liberty, Human Rights, Ecumenism. And, once we are 
inside the Church, we will be able to do this, we will be able to achieve that!ôò 
 
 

ñThatôs absolutely false! You donôt enter into a structure, under superiors, by claiming 
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 

 
 

ñWhat matters to us first and foremost is to maintain the Catholic Faith. Thatôs 
what we are fighting for! So the canonical issue, this purely public and exterior 
issue in the Church, is secondary. What matters is to stay within the Church,... 
inside the Church. In other words, in the Catholic Faith of all time, in the true 
priesthood, in the true Mass, in the true sacraments, and the same catechism, 
with the same Bible. Thatôs what matters to us! Thatôs what the Church is. Pub-
lic recognition is a secondary issue. Thus, we should not seek what is secondary 
by losing what is primary, by losing what is the primary goal of our fight!ò  
 

   (Abp. Lefebvre, Spiritual Conference at £c¹ne, December 21, 1984). 
 
So, fight on for the Holy Catholic Faith! éBattle on for the reign of Christ the King! Under 
Our Ladyôs mantle we must not fear the enemy but fight courageously and prudently,    
avoiding the Liberal ñprudenceò of compromise at any cost in order to be recognized or    
receive favors from those compromising with or promoting Vatican II or the New Mass! 
  
In Christ the King, 
 
 
    Fr. David Hewko 
 
 
 

ñLet the storm rage and the sky darken ð not 
for that shall we be dismayed. If we trust as 
we should in Mary, we shall recognize in her, 
the Virgin Most Powerful who with virginal 
foot did crush the head of the serpent.ò  
    - Pope St. Pius X  
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Source: thecatacombs.org - excerpted from óAnnibale Bugnini: Reformer of the Liturgyô,   
Angelico Press, 2020 - pictures and captions are our own.  
 

How the Novus Ordo Mass was Made 
 

The incremental Vatican II reforms brought about by the September 1964 and May 1967    
Instructions opened the way to a general reform of the Mass. They lay the groundwork for it in 
two transitional phases, as it were. A completely new rite of the Mass was slated for prepara-
tion from the very beginning of the Consilium [Council for the Implementation of the Consti-
tution on the Sacred Liturgy]. During the fifth plenary session in April 1965 (20 members and 
41 experts were in attendance), the possibility of modifying the Canon of the Mass was 
brought up. As Archbishop Bugnini himself was later to admit, however, a very broad majority 
of members and consultors was of the opinion that this ñvenerable documentò was not to be 
touched. 
 

The first complete draft of a new Ordo Missae was ready for the sixth plenary session (October 
18ï26, 1965). Msgr. Wagner, the relator for the tenth group, presented it. It was the occasion 
for two ñexperimentationsò that took place in the chapel of the ñMaria Bambinaò Institute: the 
first in Italian on October 20, the second in French on October 22. The two celebrations of this 
ñnormativeò Mass, as it was called, took place behind closed doors in the presence of Consili-
um members, who were then able to share their impressions in one of the Instituteôs meeting 
rooms. Paul VI had some concerns regarding this reform of the Ordo Missae. On three differ-
ent occasions (October 25, 1965, December 10, 1965, and March 7, 1966), he had his Secre-
tary of State, Cardinal Cicognani, address official letters to Cardinal Lercaro to recommend 
prudence and reserving to the Holy See any decision involving ñany possible changes pro-
posed for the rite of celebration of the divine sacrifice.ò 
 

On June 20, 1966, the revised first draft of the new Mass was presented to Paul VI by Cardinal 
Lercaro. The pope wanted two important changes: 
 

¶ the present anaphora [the Roman Canon] is to be left untouched; two or three oth-
er anaphoras should be composed, or sought in existing texts, that could be used during 
certain defined seasons. 

 

¶ the Kyrie should be retained when the Gloria is not said; when the liturgy prescribes 
the Gloria, however, the Kyrie should be replaced with another penitential prayer. 

 

Consequently, a Consilium subcommission prepared three new anaphoras (or Eucharistic Pray-
ers). Two were new compositions while the third (which became the second Eucharistic Prayer 
in the new Ordo Missae) was inspired by the anaphora of Saint Hippolytus. 
 

Archbishop Bugnini was later to acknowledge that one of these new Eucharistic Prayers 
(which became the fourth Eucharistic Prayer) was put together in haste, ña kind of forced   
labor.ò A consultor on that subcommission, Fr. Bouyer, gave the same description (not without 
humor and irony) for the composition of the second Eucharistic Prayer that he prepared with 
Dom Botte, the famous Hippolytus specialist. He had to compose it posthaste, within a twenty-
four-hour period: 
 

ñBetween the indiscriminately archeologizing fanatics who wanted to banish the Sanc-
tus and the intercessions from the Eucharistic Prayer by taking Hippolytusôs Eucharist 
as is, and those others who could not have cared less about his alleged Apostolic Tradi-
tion and wanted a slapdash Mass, Dom Botte and I were commissioned to patch up its 
text with a view to inserting these elements, which are certainly quite ancient ï by the 
next morning! Luckily, I discovered, if not in a text by Hippolytus himself certainly in 
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one in his style, a felicitous formula on the Holy Ghost that could provide a transition of 
the Vere Sanctus type to the short epiclesis. For his part Botte produced an intercession 
worthier of Paul Rebouxôs ñIn the manner oféò than of his actual scholarship. Still, I 
cannot reread that improbable composition without recalling the Trastevere caf® terrace 
where we had to put the finishing touches to our assignment in order to show up with it 
at the Bronze Gate by the time our masters had set!ò 

 

Nine new Prefaces were composed at this time, of which eight were retained. Fr Bouyer sees 
them in a more positive light: ñThe only element undeserving of criticism in this new missal 
was the enrichment it received, thanks particularly to the restoration of a good number of 
splendid prefaces taken over from ancient sacramentaries.ò 
 
An Experimental Mass at the Synod of 1967 
 

The new Mass in its completed structure was presented to some 180 cardinals and bishops in a 
Synod at the Vatican in 1967. This first postconciliar Synod was to deal with several topics: 
the revision of the code of canon law, doctrinal questions, and the liturgical reform. On Octo-
ber 21, Cardinal Lercaro presented the assembled cardinals and bishops with a report describ-
ing the new structure of the Mass and the changes introduced into it, as well as the reform of 
the Divine Office. On October 24, Fr Bugnini celebrated a ñnormativeò Mass before the Synod 
Fathers in the Sistine chapel. Paul VI did not attend this celebration because of an 
ñindisposition,ò however. 
 

Besides the changes that were already in force since the 1964 and 1967 Instructions (Mass 
celebrated facing the people in Italian including the Canon, fewer genuflections and signs of 
the cross, etc.), the ñnormativeò Mass that Fr Bugnini celebrated with a large choir added other 
new elements: a longer Liturgy of the Word (three readings total), a transformed Offertory, a 
new Eucharistic Prayer (the third), and a great number of hymns. 
 

During the four general congregations devoted to the liturgy (October 21ï25), cardinals and 
bishops made many comments on this ñnormativeò Mass and on the liturgical reform in gen-
eral. All told, sixty-three cardinals, bishops, and religious superiors general commented on the 
subject and a further nineteen submitted written comments. There was a diversity of opinion. 
ñOf sixty-three orators,ò Fr Caprile reported, ñthirty-six explicitly expressed, in the warmest, 
most enthusiastic, and unreserved terms,ò their agreement with the reform underway and its 
results. Some bishops even wanted further changes, such as the possibility of receiving com-
munion in the hand, that of using ordinary bread for communion, and the preparation of a spe-
cific Mass for youth, etc. 
 

Yet the general tone was more prudent, if not reserved or even critical. The English-speaking 
bishops met at the English College to define a common position on the ñnormativeò Mass. On 
October 25, at the Synod, Cardinal Heenan, Archbishop of Westminster, took the floor to ac-
cuse the Consilium of technicism and intellectualism and to blame it for lacking pastoral sense. 
More significant yet, in the sense that they came from the highest authority in the Church after 
the pope, were the words of Cardinal Cicognani, Secretary of State, who on the very same day 
asked for an end to liturgical changes ñlest the faithful be confused.ò 
 

Twice during the debates on the liturgy, the participants were invited to express their opinion 
through a vote. On October 25, they answered four questions that Paul VI had specifically 
posed: on the three new Eucharistic Prayers, on two changes in the formula of consecration, 
and on the possibility of replacing the Niceno-Constantinopolitan creed with the Apostlesô 
Creed. Eight more questions were posed on October 27, particularly on the normative Mass 
and on the Divine Office draft. 
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Leaving aside a detailed analysis of these 
twelve votes, it is noteworthy that for half of 
them (two out of the popeôs four questions 
and four out of eight of the remainder), the 
required two-thirds majority was not 
reached. There were 187 voters; the two-
thirds majority was therefore 124. For some 
of the votes, the tally was far from it,       
with the non placet (nays) and placet       
juxta modum (approval on condition of  
modifications) having a broad margin. For 
example, regarding the suppression of the 
phrase ñMysterium fideiò in the consecration 
formula, there were only 93 placet. More 
spectacular yet was the refusal to give unreserved approval to the general structure of the    
normative Mass:  71 placet ;  43 non placet ;  62 placet juxta modum ;  4 abstentions. 
 

A few months later Fr Bugnini acknowledged to Consilium consultors and members that ñthe 
response of the bishops was not unanimous. The votes in the Synod went to some extent     
contrary to what the Consilium wanted [contro il óConsiliumô].ò 
 
Lercaroôs ñDestitutionò 
 

This public disavowal of the Consiliumôs work was one of the causes that led to Cardinal Ler-
caroôs destitution. In August 1966, Cardinal Lercaro, who was reaching the age limit of 75 
imposed on bishops and curial officials, had presented his resignation to the pope. Paul VI had 
asked him to continue in his functions as both archbishop of Bologna and president of 
the Consilium. Nevertheless, Paul VI named one of his close collaborators, Msgr. Poma, as 
coadjutor in the archdiocese of Bologna in June 1967. 
 

Then, unexpectedly for the cardinal, Paul VI wrote to Lercaro on January 9, 1968 to tell him 
that he accepted his resignation from the Consilium. The pope sent him a representative on the 
following 27th, whose mission was to secure the cardinal archbishopôs resignation [from the 
See of Bologna], which the latter, with a heavy heart, submitted on February 12. 
 

One of Lercaroôs close collaborators, Don Lorenzo Bedeschi, presented this double resignation 
as a ñdestitution.ò History, in the main, has accepted this view. Diverse reasons led to this dou-
ble destitution: Cardinal Lercaroôs controversial pastoral policies in Bologna, his links to the 
Communist municipality (he agreed to being made an ñhonorary citizenò), his appeal against 
American bombing in Vietnam. Yet his management of the liturgical reform was also ques-
tioned. In 1967 the backlash linked to Casiniôs pamphlet and the criticism levelled at the 
ñnormativeò Mass had brought to light the opposition to the work of the Consilium, whose 
president he had been since 1964. 
 

One may therefore say that Paul VI attempted to regain control of the liturgical reform in early 
1968. Just as he officially accepted the resignation of the Consilium president, he simultane-
ously asked Cardinal Larraona to resign from the Congregation of Rites. On the same day Car-
dinal Gut, a Benedictine monk who was already a Consilium member, became its president as 
well the new prefect of the Congregation of Rites. This double nomination anticipated the fu-
sion of the two organisms, which would occur the following year. Paul VI still had full confi-
dence in Bugnini, however. During the audience that followed Lercaroôs resignation, Paul VI 
told Bugnini: ñNow you alone are left. I urge you to be very patient and very prudent. I assure 
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you once again of my complete confidence.ò Fr Bugnini answered: ñHoly Father, the reform 
will continue as long as Your Holiness retains this confidence. As soon as it lessens, the re-
form will come to a halt.ò 
 

Towards the ñNew Massò 
 

The Consilium put the ñnew Massò project, which had been roundly criticized at the October 
1967 Synod, back on the drawing board. We have seen that Paul VI had been unable to at-
tend the first experiment of the ñnormativeò Mass. A report prepared under Fr Bugniniôs di-
rection had been presented to him on December 11, 1967. During an audience on January 4, 
1968, he asked Fr Bugnini to organize three new ñexperimentalò celebrations, to take place in 
his presence in the Matilda chapel on the second floor of the Apostolic Palace. 
 

These three ñnormativeò Masses were all celebrated in the late afternoon by one of Bugniniôs 
two closest collaborators, each with a different Eucharistic prayer, but in different modes of 
celebration: on January 11, a read Mass with hymns celebrated by Fr Carlo Braga; on Janu-
ary 12, an ñentirely read Mass with participation of the faithfulò celebrated by Fr Gottardo 
Pasqualetti; and on January 13, a sung Mass, once again celebrated by Fr Braga. 
 

Each of the celebrations was attended by 
about thirty people besides the pope: the 
cardinal Secretary of State, different 
members of the Curia, several members 
of the Consilium, two religious women, 
and four laymen (two men and two wom-
en). These three experimental celebra-
tions in the presence of the pope present-
ed a few differences with the 
ñnormativeò Mass that had been celebrat-
ed before the Synod a few months earli-
er, in particular by the introduction of a 
ñSign of Peaceò that all in attendance 
exchanged after the instruction ñGive 
each other the Peace.ò 
 

After each of the Masses, the pope welcomed some of the participants along with Fr Bugnini 
in his private library to share impressions and comments on what had been done in the cele-
bration. On the following January 22, Paul VI provided his own written comments during an 
audience he granted to Fr Bugnini. The pope made seven suggestions, asking in particular 
that the Offertory should be given more prominence since it ñshould be the part of the Mass 
in which . . . [the faithfulôs] activity is more direct and obvious.ò 
 

He also asked that the expression Mysterium fidei should be maintained at the end of the 
formula of consecration, ñas a concluding acclamation of the celebrant, to be repeated by the 
faithfulò and that the triple Agnus Dei invocation should be retained. Paul VI once again  
echoed some ñauthoritative personsò who asked that the last Gospel at the end of Mass (the 
prologue of the Gospel according to St. John) should be restored. Lastly, he asked that ñthe 
words of consecration . . . not be recited simply as a narrative but with the special, conscious 
emphasis given them by a celebrant who knows he is speaking and acting óin the person of 
Christô.ò 
 

Also on January 22, Paul VI asked that the schema of the new Mass be sent, after revision, to 
all the Curia dicastery heads, a number of whom had expressed reservations or criticisms of 
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the Synod ñnormativeò Mass. ñWe must win them over and make allies of them,ò the pope 
explicitly said, even if this entailed the argument from authority: ñYou saw, didnôt you, what 
happened when St. Josephôs name was introduced into the Canon? First, everyone was against 
it. Then one fine morning Pope John decided to insert it and made this known; then everyone 
applauded, even those who had said they were opposed to it.ò 
 

The following May 23, Cardinal Gut, prefect of the Congregation of Rites and president of 
the Consilium, published a decree authorizing the use of the three new Eucharistic Prayers and 
of eight new Prefaces. They could be used starting on August 15, 1968. Once again, the      
traditional rite of the Mass was emended on important points before the new rite was         
completed and promulgated. 
 

On June 2, 1968, the revised draft of the new Ordo Missae was sent, as Paul VI had intended, 
to fourteen curial cardinals (Congregation prefects and Secretariat presidents). Fr. Bugnini was 
to report that, ñof the fourteen cardinals involved, two did not reply, seven sent observations, 
and five said simply that they had no remarks to make or were óvery pleasedô with the sche-
ma.ò 
 

It is noteworthy that the Institutio Generalis Missalis Romani  (the ñGeneral Instruction of the 
Roman Missalò), which was to preface the new Ordo Missae, was not sent to these cardinals, 
not even to the Congregation for the Doctrine of the Faith. This Institutio, which was made up 
of eight chapters and put together by a study group directed by Fr Carlo Braga, presented itself 
as ñat once [a] doctrinal, pastoral, and rubricalò treatment of the new Mass. Certain articles of 
this Institutio would come under criticism, as we shall see. 
 

Paul VI had the revised draft and the cardinalsô responses examined by two of his close collab-
orators, Msgr. Carlo Colombo, his private theologian, and Bishop Manziana of Crema. Then 
he read and reread the draft himself, inserting marginal notes and underscoring the text in red 
and blue pencil, though without seeking to impose his views. On September 22, 1968, he gave 
the annotated draft back to Fr. Bugnini with the following written remark: ñI ask you to take 
account of these observations, exercising a free and carefully weighed judgment.ò 
 

From October 8 to 17, the Consiliumôs eleventh plenary session met to work on the Mass, but 
also on other rites (notably the Blessing of an Abbot and Religious Profession). Paul VI hosted 
the participants on October 14 and gave a long allocution. Its tone was graver than on any  
previous occasion. The pope issued several warnings: ñReform of the liturgy must not be taken 
to be a repudiation of the sacred patrimony of past ages and a reckless welcoming of every 
conceivable novelty.ò He insisted on the ñecclesial and hierarchic character of the liturgyò: 
 

ñThe rites and prayer formularies must not be regarded as a private matter, left up to 
individuals, a parish, a diocese, or a nation, but as the property of the whole Church, 
because they express the living voice of its prayer. No one, then, is permitted to change 
these formularies, to introduce new ones, or to substitute others in their place.ò 

 
More than this, Paul VI for the first time publicly deplored abuses committed by certain con-
ferences of bishops: 
 

ñThis results at times even in conferences of bishops going too far on their own initia-
tive in liturgical matters. Another result is arbitrary experimentation in the introduction 
of rites that are flagrantly in conflict with the norms established by the Church. Anyone 
can see that this way of acting not only scandalizes the conscience of the faithful but 
does harm to the orderly accomplishment of liturgical reform, which demands of all 
concerned prudence, vigilance, and above all discipline.ò 
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The Novus Ordo Missae (N.O.M.) 
 

On November 6, 1968, Paul VI, after rereading the new Ordo Missae one more time, gave it 
his written ñapprobation.ò The Apostolic Constitution Missale Romanum of April 3, 1969 
was announced in Consistory on the following April 28 and presented to the press on May 2, 
the publication day of the new Ordo Missae, which was soon called the ñnew Massò or the 
N.O.M. (Novus Ordo Missae). A new missal, soon commonly termed the ñPaul VI Missal,ò 
was about to succeed the Roman Missal codified by Saint Pius V. 
 

The rite of the Mass was now ñsimplified.ò In fact, we have seen that between the traditional 
Missal used on the eve of the Council in 1962 and the 1969 Missal, there had been a succes-
sion of transformations: the N.O.M. was not a pure innovation. In some of its formulations, 
the Institutio Generalis was far more innovative. It is worth noting that this lengthy ñGeneral 
Presentationò was not submitted to the Congregation for the Doctrine of the Faith before pub-
lication. A number of infelicitous expressions provoked fierce criticism. 
 

The ñnew Massò was actually not as new as was claimed. Indeed, considering prior Instruc-
tions, it synthesized and made official the changes that had already been taking place: a more 
communal penitential part of the Mass; more numerous and diverse Sunday readings spread 
out over a three-year cycle; a restored  ñuniversal prayerò; new Prefaces; a changed Offerto-
ry; three new Eucharistic Prayers added to the ancient Roman Canon to be used at the cele-
brantôs choice; modified words of consecration, identical in all four Eucharistic Prayers; the 
Pater noster said by the whole congregation, no longer by the priest alone; suppression of 
many genuflections, signs of the cross, and bows. 
 

The Path to Communion in the Hand 
 

As we have seen, in 1965 Cardinal Lercaro, president of the Consilium, considered ñplacing 
the host in the open hands of the faithfulò to be a deplorable and fanciful initiative. Neither 
the 1969 Missal nor the Institutio Generalis provided for the possibility of receiving com-
munion in the hand. Yet the practice had already spread in several countries. The Congrega-
tion for Divine Worship therefore published a lengthy Instruction on the topic dated May 29, 
1969. 
 

As Jean Madiran was later to point out, this Instruction looks like a composite document. On 
the one hand, the Instruction uses different arguments (theological, spiritual, and practical) to 
defend the traditional manner of receiving communion and states that it must remain the 
norm: ñIn view of the overall contemporary situation of the Church, this manner of distrib-
uting communion must be retained. Not only is it based on a practice handed down over 
many centuries, but above all it signifies the faithfulôs reverence for the Eucharist.ò 
 

In support of maintaining this tradition, the same document published the results of a survey 
conducted among all Latin-rite bishops. Without getting into the detail of the answers given 
to the three questions, we give here only those given to the first question: ñDo you think that 
a positive response should be given to the request to allow the rite of receiving communion in 
the hand?ò 
 

In favour: 567 
Opposed: 1,253 
In favour with reservations: 315 
Invalid votes: 20 

 

On the basis of the surveyôs results, the Instruction prescribed the following: ñ[Pope Paul 
VIôs] judgment is not to change the long-accepted manner of administering communion to 
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the faithful. The Apostolic See earnestly urges bishops, priests, and faithful, therefore, to obey 
conscientiously the prevailing law, now reconfirmed.ò 
 

Yet in the second part, which is shorter and looks like an add-on, the same text granted to epis-
copal conferences the possibility of authorizing communion in the hand: 
 

ñWherever the contrary practice, that is, of communion in the hand, has already come 
into use, the Apostolic See entrusts to the same conferences of bishops the duty and task 
of evaluating any possible special circumstances. This, however, is with the proviso 
both that they prevent any possible lack of reverence or false ideas about the Eucharist 
from being engendered in the attitudes of the people and that they carefully eliminate 
anything else unacceptable.ò 
 

Cardinal Oddi reports that, from a concern not to restrict the freedom of episcopal conferences 
and to respect the diversity of opinions, Paul VI refused to impose a single law in the matter, 
although he was personally opposed to communion in the hand. In any event, what had been a 
limited concession in 1969 has become the norm in a great many countries and parishes. 
Pierre Lemaire, director of the review D®fense du Foyer and of the £ditions Saint-Michel and 
an activist in defense of the family and of the catechism, voiced a complaint on the subject in 
Rome. In 1969, during one of his many visits to the Vatican, he was received by Cardinal 
Seper, prefect of the Congregation for the Doctrine of the Faith, and by Cardinal Wright, new 
prefect of the Congregation for Clergy. He gave each of them a Pro memoria exposing ñthe 
dramatic and catastrophic confusion in which France finds herselfò and the ñfundamental 
pointsò that were introducing a ñruptureò between Catholics faithful to the Holy See and the 
clergy. Pierre Lemaire underscored the ñcrisisò that the liturgical question had precipitated: 
 

ñThe aberrant liturgies invading our churches - now as bare as Protestant houses of  
worship - are having a disastrous effect. Communion in the hand, often distributed in 
baskets to all takers, represents the nadir of the innumerable profanations spreading in 
progressive parishes because of the multiplying sacrilegious communions of the 
ñfaithfulò who never go to confession. In this climate, the new ñOrdo Missaeò is      
received not as a step forward but as the herald of further degradations, since the clergy, 
which is badly formed and badly taught in wayward seminaries, is open to any and all 
experiments.ò 

 
The Congregation for Divine Worship 
 

The promulgation of the new Missal did not mean that the implementation of the liturgical 
reform was at an end; it indicated that the reform was at its height. Paul VI, in a consistory held 
on April 28, 1969, announced that the venerable Congregation of Rites was to be divided into 
two Congregations: the Congregation for Divine Worship focusing on the liturgy in particular 
and the Congregation for the Causes of Saints that was to handle beatification and canonization 
causes. 
 

The Apostolic Constitution Sacra Rituum Congregatio of May 8, 1969 established two new 
Congregations. The Consilium no longer existed as an autonomous body: it was integrated into 
the new Congregation for Divine Worship under the title ñSpecial Commission for the Imple-
mentation of the Liturgical Reform.ò Cardinal Gut was named prefect and Fr Bugnini secretary 
of this new Congregation. Although his title remained unchanged (ñsecretaryò) and he was not 
yet given the prelature granting him the title ñMonsignor,ò Fr. Bugnini was completely inte-
grated into the Curia. He left the old Palazzo Santa Marta buildings to set up with his collabo-
rators on the fourth floor of the nice modern Palazzo dei Congregazioni, at 10 Piazza Pio XII. 
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He now belonged to a Curia 
dicastery, which strengthened his 
authority but at the same time re-
duced his autonomy. The new Con-
gregation ñwas to be organized ac-
cording to the structures and regula-
tions of the other curial depart-
ments.ò Only seven of the forty Con-
silium bishops stayed on as members 
of the new Congregation and the 
number of consultors was considera-
bly reduced: only nineteen remained. 
 

Cardinal Gut, prefect of this new 
Congregation, tried to channel the 
liturgical ferment that had been dis-
rupting the lives of the faithful in 
many parishes. In an interview 
sometime after the creation of the 
Congregation for Divine Worship, he announced that ñstricter measuresò would be taken. He 
said: ñAt present the limits of the conciliar Constitution on the Liturgy have been vastly over-
run in many areas. Many elements have been introduced, with or without authorization, 
which go beyond the liturgy schema.ò He hoped that this ñfever of experimentation [would] 
soon come to an endò and, surprisingly, he (respectfully) lay part of the blame at the feet of 
the pope: ñThese unauthorized initiatives often could no longer be stopped because they had 
spread too far abroad. In his great goodness and wisdom the Holy Father then gave in, often 
against his own will.ò 
 
The Ottaviani Intervention 
 

The new Ordo Missae was to come into effect on November 30, 1969, the first Sunday of 
Advent. Even before this date, however, the severest doctrinal critiques proliferated, some 
with the support of eminent authorities. They aimed both at the Ordo Missae and at 
the Institutio Generalis prefacing it. Even a review so attached to romanit¨ as La Pens®e 
Catholique published, under collective authorships (ña group of theologiansò and ña group of 
canonistsò), two lengthy critiques of the new Ordo Missae. The group of theologians lament-
ed that the new Mass ñcompletely disregards the doctrine of the Council of Trent on the 
Mass: incruens sacrificiumò and deemed that it ñis not in conformity with the tradition of the 
Roman Church.ò 
 

The most glaring opposition came from a Short Critical Study of the New Order of Mass. 
This Short Critical Study, which is dated to the feast of Corpus Christi (June 5, 1969) but  
was only published a few months later, was unsigned at the time. The letter that Cardinals 
Ottaviani and Bacci wrote to Paul VI to introduce the Study indicates that it was composed 
by ña select group of bishops, theologians, liturgists and pastors of souls.ò It later transpired 
that a laywoman, the Italian writer Cristina Campo (1923ï1977), and the Dominican        
theologian Michel Gu®rard des Lauriers, professor at the Dominican-run Pontifical Universi-
ty Angelicum, had an essential role in writing this document. 
 

The Short Critical Study began by questioning the definition of the Mass that the Institutio 
Generalis presented at chapter 3, Ä7: ñThe Lordôs supper or Mass is the sacred assembly or 
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Paul VI concelebrates Mass with newly-created Cardinals, 1969. 
Note - the Novus Ordo Mass had still not yet been introduced. 
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congregation of the people of God gathering together, with a priest presiding, in order to     
celebrate the memorial of the Lord.ò The term ñsupperò was taken up again at ÄÄ8, 48, 55, and 
56. The Short Critical Study deplored this in the following terms: 
 

    ñNone of this in the very least implies: 
 

¶ The Real Presence. 
 

¶ The reality of the Sacrifice. 
 

¶ The sacramental function of the priest who consecrates. 
 

¶ The intrinsic value of the Eucharistic Sacrifice independent of the presence of the 
óassembly.ô ò 

 

The Short Critical Study spoke in scholastic categories when it also regretted that the ñends or 
purposesò of the Mass (ultimate, ordinary, immanent) did not appear clearly. It also questioned 
the formulas of consecration and the place of the priest in the new rite: a ñminimized, changed, 
and falsifiedò role. 
 

This relentless critique ended in a total rejection of the ñnew Massò which ñdue to the count-
less liberties it implicitly authorizes, cannot but be a sign of division - a liturgy which teems 
with insinuations or manifest errors against the integrity of the Catholic Faith.ò Two cardinals, 
Bacci and Ottaviani, who no longer had any official functions in the Curia, agreed to present 
this Short Critical Study to the pope. They did so in a letter accompanying the document. In 
this letter, dated September 25, 1969, the two cardinals judged that ñthe Novus Ordo Missae -
considering the new elements susceptible to widely different interpretations which are implied 
or taken for granted - represents, both as a whole and in its details, a striking departure from 
the Catholic theology of the Mass.ò In consequence, they were asking for the new rite of the 
Mass to be ñabrogated.ò 
 

Although other cardinals and bishops had been approached to sign this plea, none made up 
their mind to take that step. Cardinal Siri, Archbishop of Genoa, thought that this Study was 
ñmore Bacciôs doing than Ottavianiôsò and that Cardinal Ottaviani gave his signature when the 
text had already been printed. Cardinal Siri added that he himself ñwould not have added his 
signature if heôd been asked.ò Generally speaking, Cardinal Siriôs views on the liturgical re-
form were simple: 
 

ñThe Council did not ask for any such revolution. The liturgical reform was done, the 
pope approved it, and thatôs enough: I take the position of obedience, which is always 
owed to the pope. If he had asked me, I think I might have made some observations - 
several. But once a law has been approved, there is only one thing left to do: obey.ò 

 

The Short Critical Study came to Paul VIôs knowledge in September 1969; the press began to 
trumpet the story in the following month. The pope sent the Study to the Congregation for the 
Doctrine of the Faith for review. Cardinal Seper, the Congregation prefect, gave his answer by 
November 12: ñThe pamphlet Breve Esame [Short Study] é contains many superficial,     
exaggerated, inaccurate, biased, and false statements.ò 
 

Jean Madiran had been the first in France to publish the letter of Cardinals Bacci and Ottaviani. 
He was also the first to publish the French version of the Short Critical Study of the New Order 
of Mass. On the other hand, in 1970 Pierre Lemaire published as a supplement to D®fense du 
Foyer 111 a small brochure under the sober title Note doctrinale sur le Nouvel Ordo           
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Missae (ñDoctrinal Note on the New Ordo Missaeò). This forty-four-page brochure was    
commissioned, as the text says, ñby the Knights of Our Lady,ò an organization to which 
Pierre Lemaire belonged. In fact, the main writer of this ñNoteò was Dom G®rard md, the 
Orderôs chaplain and a monk at the abbey of Saint Wandrille where he taught Sacred Scrip-
ture. 
 

The Doctrinal Note, while it did express some criticisms regarding the translation of           
the new Ordo Missae then circulating in France, came to the defence of the new Massôs   
orthodoxy. The Doctrinal Note also expressed the opinion that ñCardinal Ottaviani cannot 
have given his approval to the Short Critical Study; they probably refrained from reading it to 
him.ò 
 

Dom Lafondôs study had been sent to different authorities for review before being published 
by Pierre Lemaire along with excerpts of the responses they had sent in. Cardinal Journet had 
praised these ñsolid, luminous, balanced pages.ò Fr Louis Bouyer, a renowned theologian and 
liturgical specialist, found the work ñquite good.ò Msgr Agustoni, Cardinal Ottavianiôs secre-
tary, praised what he called ña serious, deep, serene work accomplished in the eye of the 
storm.ò 
 

Then, the following month, Pierre Lemaire published a letter from Cardinal Ottaviani that 
caused a sensation. This letter, which was addressed to Dom Lafond to thank him for 
the Note doctrinale, was in near complete counterpoint to the Short Critical Study published 
a few months before. In this letter Cardinal Ottaviani characterized Dom Lafondôs Note doc-
trinale as ñremarkable for its objectivity and its dignity of expression.ò He also deplored the 
publicity that had been given to his letter to Paul VI: ñI regret that my name has been abused 
in a direction I did not want through the publication of a letter addressed to the Holy Father, 
without my having authorized anyone to publish it.ò 
 

Above all, Cardinal Ottaviani expressed his satisfaction with the allocutions Paul VI had giv-
en in general audience on November 19 and 26, 1969, and judged that henceforth ñno one 
can be scandalized anymore,ò even though ñthere is need for prudent and intelligent catech-
esis to remove a few legitimate perplexities that the text may arouse.ò 

 
Paul VIôs Corrections and Rectifications 
 

To Jean Madiran, the letter from Cardinal Ottaviani to Dom Lafond seemed to be a provoca-
tion against the truth. A lively polemic ensued. Jean Madiran published a brochure in       
response to the Note doctrinale, its author, and Pierre Lemaire who had published it. He also 
questioned the authenticity of the letter from Cardinal Ottaviani to Pierre Lafond. This he did 
in highly polemical terms, judging that, in this whole business, Dom Lafond and Pierre    
Lemaire had been ñduped and manipulated.ò 
 

In reality and according to diverse well-known attestations, one may consider that Cardinal 
Ottaviani had most certainly first approved the Short Critical Study, of which he was not the 
author. Then, a few months later, he gave his approval to Dom Lafondôs Note doctrinale. His 
position regarding the ñnew Massò (which he went on to celebrate) had changed because in 
the meantime Paul VI had provided corrections and rectifications of no small import. Indeed, 
at the time neither the enthusiastic partisans of the new Mass and of the liturgical reform nor 
its most determined adversaries paid sufficient attention to what the pope did and said to  
rectify and correct the texts he had first approved and promulgated. 
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On the one hand, there were the allocutions given during the general audiences on November 
19 and 26, 1969, two Wednesdays in a row. They were entirely devoted to the new Mass. Paul 
VI had explained the reasons for the changes in the rite and reaffirmed that it substantially ñis 
and will remain the Mass it always has beenò: a sacrifice offered by the priest ñin a different 
mode, that is, unbloodily and sacramentally, as his perpetual memorial until his final coming.ò 
 

He acknowledged that abandoning Latin was a ñgreat sacrifice,ò necessary for a better 
ñunderstanding of prayer.ò He also asserted: ñFinally, close examination will reveal that the 
fundamental plan of the Mass in its theological and spiritual import remains what it always has 
been.ò The phrase ñclose examinationò is worth noting: it acknowledged that continuity be-
tween the ñoldò Mass and the ñnewò was not obvious or immediately apparent. There were 
also the important corrections to the Institutio Generalis. Under the pressure of the moment, so 
to speak, Cardinal Gut and Fr Bugnini published a ñDeclarationò to specify that 
the Institutio ñis not to be considered as a doctrinal or dogmatic document but as a pastoral and 
ritual instruction describing the celebration and each of its parts.ò 
 

Then there were the additions and corrections made to many articles of the Instructio itself. 
These are easy to pick out in a synoptic comparison of the 1969 editio typica and the 
1970 editio typica. In the first place a lengthy, fifteen-paragraph Proemium (ñPreambleò) had 
been added; it repeated the traditional Catholic doctrine of the Mass as a propitiatory sacrifice 
and notably cited the definitions of the Council of Trent several times. The chapters of 
the Instructio themselves had been corrected in several points by addition or by a different 
formulation. The famous Ä7 which, in the 1969 edition, gave a more than incomplete definition 
of the Mass, was corrected to yield a more complete and more theologically accurate defini-
tion. While it defined it again as a gathering and memorial - ñAt Mass or the Lordôs Supper, 
the people of God are called together, with a priest presiding and acting in the person of Christ, 
to celebrate the memorial of the Lordò - the new text defined it as a sacrifice also, and insisted 
on transubstantiation and the Real Presence: ñFor at the celebration of the Mass, which perpet-
uates the sacrifice of the Cross, Christ is really present to the assembly gathered in his name; 
he is present in the person of the minister, in his own word, and indeed substantially and per-
manently under the Eucharistic elements.ò 
 

The typical edition of the Missale Romanum published in Rome in 1970 also included        
substantial corrections, even though its structure remained unchanged. In fact, within a few 
months, the text of the new Ordo Missae as well as that of the Institutio Generalis had under-
gone revisions that were not merely marginal changes. These did not satisfy those who had for 
several months been multiplying criticisms on both form and substance. On the other hand, 
some were convinced and changed their views; for instance, Fr Luc Lef¯vre retracted his initial 
critical stance and, in an editorial in La Pens®e Catholique, affirmed: ñAll the ambiguities have 
definitively and officially been set aside, then. Bene. Recte. Optime.ò  
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   ñOur Dear Sons and Daughters, we ask you to turn 
your minds once more to the liturgical innovation of the 
new rite of the Mass é A new rite of the Mass: a change 
in a venerable tradition that has gone on for centuries é 
This novelty is no small thing.ò  
 

      - Paul VI, general audience address, 26th Nov. 1969 



 

Page 48 Page 23 

www.TheRecusant.com 

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! 

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. 

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. 
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December 2022: 
 

VISIT OF 
 

Fr. Hugo Ruiz 

DURHAM... 
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https://youtu.be/yT4BCUceWyM 

https://youtu.be/dZX-RY0f_Uo 

https://youtu.be/yT4BCUceWyM
https://youtu.be/dZX-RY0f_Uo
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PETERBOROUGH... 

...LONDON 

https://youtu.be/k1YJfUPjfY4 

https://youtu.be/k1YJfUPjfY4
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https://youtu.be/a03dhE46BVY Wedding in Kent... 

DURHAM  

January 2023: 
 

VISIT OF 
 

Fr. David Hewko 

Conference - https://
youtu.be/PXqwAFO40vc 

A visit to Holy Island... 

https://youtu.be/a03dhE46BVY
https://youtu.be/PXqwAFO40vc
https://youtu.be/PXqwAFO40vc
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Sunday Mass in Kent 


