Churchmen Aware? — I

November 5, 2016

A reader of these “Comments” just raised a question once often
asked, now probably less often, but still of interest: is the
Superior General of the Society of St Pius X (SG for short)
aware of how he contradicts himself? — in July of this year he
called for a new Rosary Crusade “exclusively” to obtain the
Triumph of the Immaculate Heart through the Consecration of
Russia, while more recently he claimed that Rome wants the
SSPX to fill important positions in the Church to help it to
overcome modernism. The contradiction is clear, because the
churchmen presently holding position in Rome are certainly
opposed to the Consecration as asked for by Our Lady, and the
reasons for that run deep.

Write to Fr Guy Castelain at Le Moulin du Pin, F53290
Beaumont-Pied-de-Boeuf, France, for a copy of the excellent
editorial in his SSPX bulletin of this month, where he lays
out ten reasons why Vatican II is the main obstacle to Our
Lady’s Consecration of Russia. In very brief, the Consecration
represents political involvement against political neutrality,
the reign of Christ against his dethronement, Catholicism
against religious liberty, the Pope against collegiality, the
one true religion against ecumenism, the Immaculate Heart
against a glorification of human dignity forgetting original
maculation or sin, the one true Church against salvation in
other religions, peace by the Catholic Pope against peace by
“the Spirit of Assisi,” and so on. No wonder Pope Francis told
Vladimir Putin who came to see him and expressed an interest
in the Consecration: “We do not speak about Fatima”!

Now human politics and politicians can solve by compromise
many a human clash between man and man, but Fr Castelain’s ten
reasons prove that the clash between Fatima and the
Conciliarists is no less than the clash between the “old”
religion of Rome, as fresh as eternity, and the “new” religion
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of Vatican II, as stale as sin. Here 1is one of those clashes
between God and man where political compromise is out of the
question. In 1973 had not Our Lady warned in Akita, Japan,
that “. . . the Church will be filled with agents of
compromise . . .” The question for the SG then becomes, is he
aware that he is an “agent of compromise”? Does he or does he
not see that he is promoting an irreconcilable contradiction?
If he does see it, then he is a liar, either when he promotes
Fatima or when he protects the Conciliarists, or both. If on
the contrary he does not see it, then he is blind.

A number of Catholics are by now convinced that his latest
call for a Rosary Crusade is merely a political ploy to
deceive his more Traditional followers. Certainly in his first
term as SG plenty of his words and deeds indicate that he did
then see the clash as clearly as Archbishop Lefebvre saw it.
But there must have come a turning-point since then when
instead of holding to the interests of God he wished also to
serve the interests of men. It cannot be done (Mt.VI, 24; Gal.
I, 10), but like many of us, he wanted to have his cake and
eat it, and nature is expert at dressing itself up as grace,
says the Imitation of Christ. So there must have followed a
time of transition when he was wilfully blind, but if wilful
blindness goes on for too long, it turns into habitual
blindness, which is a terrible punishment from God. Assuredly
between 2006 and 2008 Our Lady obtained for him more than
enough graces to see what he was doing, but like the
Conciliarists and Macbeth, instead he “waded on in blood” (Act
III, Scene 4) — that of the Church. Like the Conciliarists 1in
Rome, he certainly needs our prayers.

Readers, if you wish to see clear, pray the Rosary, and if in
our dark times you wish never to stop seeing clear, pray all
15 Mysteries of the Rosary every day. The Mother of God cannot
fail you.

Kyrie eleison.



