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The Society of St. Pius X gets attacked, but so long as it is
attacked  about  equally  from  modernist  left  and  from
sedevacantizing right, it need not worry too much – it is
probably doing something right. However, equality here is not
to be measured by quantity alone – attacks from the right make
up in venom for what they lack in numbers! Presently the SSPX
is again being attacked for its use of the Tridentine Missal
of 1962, as opposed to that of 1955, or 1945, or 1905 – you
name it! Three comments:

Firstly, as Archbishop always used to explain, the “Missal of
John XXIII,” so called because it was promulgated under his
reign in 1962, was actually fully prepared before 1958, under
Pope  Pius  XII,  no  darling  of  modernists.  Moreover  the
Archbishop personally knew the Benedictine liturgist who did
the  preparing,  and  the  Archbishop  testified  that  the
Benedictine  he  knew  was  no  modernist  either.

Secondly, as always needs to be repeated, if the Archbishop
chose the 1962 Missal for his Society of St. Pius X, it was
because on the one hand that Missal contains nothing against
the Faith, whereas the Novus Ordo Missal of 1969 is heavily
protestantized  and  the  1967  missal  was  already  being  de-
catholicized; on the other hand the Pope is master of the
liturgy in the Catholic Church, which is why the 1962 missal
was the last fully orthodox rite of Mass to have been also
lawfully  promulgated  by  a  reigning  pope,  and  as  such  the
Archbishop  chose  it,  by  a  reasoned  judgment  and  not  by
personal  taste.  Previous  rites  were  superseded.  Following
rites were not Catholic.

Thirdly, the difference between, let us say, the “John XXIII”
and the Pius X missals lies in the former’s omission of many a
detail from the latter, but in essence the two missals are the
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same – otherwise how could it be so easy to celebrate a “John
XXIII” Mass from a Pius X missal? Now in no situation can I
overestimate the importance of detail without underestimating
that of essentials. If then by my furious refusal of the “John
XXIII Missal” I declare that in the details omitted by “John
XXXII” the essence of the Tridentine Missal has been betrayed,
I am in actions, not words, albeit unawares, so downgrading
the  essence  of  the  Tridentine  missal,  for  instance  the
unchanged Canon and Consecration, that by my exaggeration of
the relative importance of details, I am, funnily enough,
paving  the  way  for  souls  to  lose  sight  of  the  absolute
importance of essentials, and I am helping souls to quit the
Tridentine Mass altogether! It will not have been the first
time that unbalanced exaggerations on the right have driven
souls to the left!

Divine Lord, please bring soon your lawful Vicar back to his
fully Catholic senses!

Kyrie eleison.


