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Reverend and dear Bather:

I owe your present address to a common personal friend, Fr. Johm H. Ramsey,
Ph.D., Erlanger, Kentucky and the subject which is of intensive interest to all
three of us is the singular work of H.E., The Most Reverend Marcel Lefebvre, C.S.8p.
Titular Archbishop of Synnada, former Sperior General of the Holy Ghost Fathers
and presently operator of an orthodox-Catholic priest seminary in Switzerland.

As an orthodox Catholic and orthodox~Catholic writer and analyst of the dog-
matic collapse in the present Catholic church organization, I was strongly at-
tracted by the courageous orthodox-Catholic public utterances of Archbishop
Lefebvre in the post-Vatican II era, and this attraction assumed a singular sig-
nificance, when avowals of the orthodox-Catholic faith on the part of members
of the Cstholic hierarchy had died out almost completely and when I hread that
Archbishop Lefebvre had even started the operation of an orthodox-Catholic priest
seminary in Switzerland. Slowly the idea grew in my mind that Archbishop Le-~
febvre might be the man sent by God to take over the hierarchical leadership
of what is left of the true Catholic Church. After some hesgiflations caused main-
1y by language difficulties, I contacted the Archbishop with mp letter of Fe-
bruary 27, 1971, in which I expounded to him my evaluation of the present Church
situation and the role he might be destined to play in it and asked him for an
audience during his upcoming trip to the U.S.A. A copy of this letter is here
enclosed. When I contacted the Arch bishop after his arrival in New York City
by phone through Rev. Mr. Peter Morgan who accompanied him on his trip as an in-
terpreter he denied an audience by letting me know that "he cammot see any rea-
son why he should see me.” My prediction given to him on that occasion through
Rev. Mr. Morgan that he would fail in his effort to establish a conservative
seminary in the Diocese of Covington, Ky., turned out to be correct. A similar
effort in the Diocese of Little Rock, Arkansas, also failed, as I heard later on.

At approximately this juncture, the orthodox-Catholic group "Marie" in Munich,
West Germany, led by Dr. Reinhard Lauth, Professor of Philosophy at the Univer-
sity of Munich and the similar-minded group "Cleme@ns Maria Hofbauer" in Vienna,
Austria, led by Mr. Eugen Banauch, declared their solidarity with my evaluation of
the present Church situation and with my proposal to work for an organization of
what is left of the Catholic Church under orthodox-Catholic Hierarchical leader-
ghip. Archbishop Marcel Lefebvre was also regarded as the primary choice of this
leadership by the Munich and Vienna groups. In pursuit of our goal, Professor
Reinhard Lauth and Dr. Hans Gliwitzky, another member of the Munich group, had
a first audience with the Archbishop around the beginning of August 1971.

On the occasion of his i‘-!'ipto Powers I&kﬂ, N.Dak., UtSqu' mmﬁw
1971, I asked the Archbishop again for an sudience and he let me know from Powers
Lake by phone that I would be welcome in Fribourg, Switzerland, inlate September
1971. The audience tock place on October 1, 1971, and lasted for about six
hours. In this audience, I explained again to the Archbishop my evaluation of
the Chureh situation against which he voiced no serious objections and asked
him again to assume the hierarchical leadership of the Remmant Catholic Church.



e

The Archbishop did not commit himself to any specific course of action, but in-
dicated that he would like to take up the matter with like-minded bishops. Ob-
viously the only bishop actually on his mind was Bishop Antonio de Castro Mayer
of Campos, Brazil. He told me that he had already written to Bishop Mayer, but
had not yet received an answer.

Soon after my return from Europe, it happened that an emissary of Bishop
Mayer, & Mr. Arnaldo Vidigal Xavier da Silveira, asked me for a personal dis-
cussion which took place in my home in Caledonia, N.Y., during December 6 to De-
cember 9, 1971. A detailed report on this discussion is contained in my letter
to Archbishop Lefebvre of January ik, 1972, of which I also enclose a copy. As
you see from this report, my very extensive discussions with Mr. da Bilveira
revealed not only that Bishop Mayer tolerates in his own dioceses practices
which are irreconcilable with the responsibilities of a truly orthodox-Catholic
residential bishop, but slso that Bishop Mayer is even a heretic by positively
supporting the falsification “for all men" in the consecration words of Holy
vﬁr&m All my arguments against the falsification could not convert Mr. da Sil-

As a result of our four-day discussions, I told Mr. Silveira that any cooper-
gtion with Bishop Mayer would be impossible for me and my American and European
friends because of his support of the falsification of the words of consecration.
xmmmmimmmarmmmmmmmmw
letter of January 1k, 1972, and asked him vow that no other orthodox-Catholic
bishop isz in sight to assume the leadership of the Remmant Catholic Church alone
without delay in order to provide valid Masses and valid sacraments, necessary
for salvation, but presently almost unavailsble, to the remaining orthodox
mﬁreﬁawml. So far, I received no answer from Archbishop

&m&exmﬂ!amyaptiﬂ;ﬁcmrtmﬂwkewim‘smm
the February 1972 issue of World Trends,

L. Dupont. mmmmmrt&iamwm,mwymmmm
plications mede to this seminary seems to me a source of serious appreh
m,mmm;mm,mmmnmwmmmmw
tention of the Vatican. For, in my opinion, it must be teken for granted that
the Vatican will not allow Archbishop Lefebvre to turn out in any apprecisble
m:mmmw-mmmmwmmgmmwm
mmmmwagumemmncymum, chb; :

dﬂrmtiwsafm?mmmhemwﬁhiz mﬂmryemywﬁthmmrtir
sion of the local residential bishops of Fribourg and Sion who may give him not
only their own orders, but also  orders given on orders of the Vatican.

The Vatican has Archbishop under its thumb in particular regarding the as-
sigmment of the newly ordained priests coming from his seminary. Since the Arch-
bishop as a titular bishop has in the present Catholic church organize
jurisdictional power of ordaining priests, the graduates of his seminar
ordained WWW&&WWMmmwmmm
dioceses are Protestantized and have imtroduced the "Novus Ordo Missee" and many
other heyesies, the priests educated in the seminary of Archbishop Lefebvre and
gerving in these dioceses will be lost for the orthodox-Catholic cause so that
the purpose of Archbishop Lefebvre's seminary will be frustrated completely. But
this is exactly what the Vatican must be assumed to wish under present circum-
stances.
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This matter has, so far, mmwmmmmmmm
of the Archbishop has, so far, according to the report in Ho Lrend
gatmmmmm &.WWMuMWMWa&m
lm‘bgim‘

A canonical showdown between Archbishop Lefebvre on the one hand and the
?ﬁimﬁfwmbiﬂmathibmngmmgnmommmww
if the Archbishop ordains himself the graduates of his seminary and claims the
marmunmotmmmmms,mwmmmmum
gion on October 1, 1971, that he intends to perform the ordinations of the gra-
duates of his seminary because he regards the form of the newly introduced or-
dination rite as doubtful regarding the validity of the ordination. He claims
that & Spenish bishop has delegated to him the power of ordinstion. But the exer-
cige of this delegated power is lisble %o lead to o collision with the residen-
tial bishops involved; for, first of all, it is highly doubtful whether a resi-
dential bishop can legitimetely delegate to a titular bishop his power of ordina-
tion to be exercised in another bishops' diocese. The exercise of such a dele-
wa&mmum,m,bamaﬁmwmmmwﬁrumm

Picl vegi, i.e., secular priests who are not incardinated
hamﬁaw In such a ghowdown within the framework of the spostate
Catholic church organization, Archbishop Lefebvre is lisble to be the loser.

In a realistic evaluation of the prevailing circumstances, it can be pre-
dicted without a shadow of a doubt that Archbishop Lefebvre will not be able
tarmmartmmﬁgﬂmzmm“tm within the framework of the apostate
"Catholic” church organization in such a way that the priests educated in this
seminary can act in this orgasnization as orthodox-Catholic priests in a legitimate
way. The only solutions open to the dilemma of the Archbishop are either to re-
main in the apostate church organization and to close his seminary, or to se-
parate himself openly from this organization and o continue his seminary within
the framework of the Remmant Catholic Church.

I&mm@wmmmk.mm But sccording
to the sbove-mentioned report in World
mmmmmmm,h.m@m%mmmmmmm
the traditional Letin Rite.” Since the "traditionsl Latin Rite" is certainly not
mmmammmmmcmucmz&wmmrr.mw
mm»:wmmmmwmmma&m:m- tion

mcm,mmwsrmmmh.wmmiu-

hod _, " commmities
pton area with mmm m sﬂl aﬁm orthodox-Catholic
mmmmmmmmﬁwwmm in my article No. 40
issued in January 1970 and distributed in 23,000 copies, 18,500 of them to all
Catholic pastors in the U.8.A. A copy of this article is here enclosed.

The “undergound” communities served by Fr. Morgan ave, of course, eality
part of the Remnant Cabholic Church, the taking over of whose leadership I have
asked Archbishop Lefebvre in my name and in that of my Americean and European
friends. The fact that the ministry of Fr. Morgan in the Remmant Catholic Church
has obviously the spproval of Archbishop Lefebvre can, in my opinion, only be
W@Wmm%&ah&iﬁwy&mﬁxmw with the
standpoint with my letters addressed to him on Februvary 27, 1971,
and Januery mmﬁmtmmmb}mmﬁat& in finding practical
mwmﬁ’m&mm&w' g change-over to the position of leader-
ship in the Remnant Cetholic Church possible as smoothly as possible.
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Since you, Fr. Snyder, ave an intimate cooperator of Archbishop Lefebvre,
I would like to discuss with you the problems involved in an informal way and
to inpite you for this purpose to & visit of several days in my home in Cale~
donia, N.Y. Caledonia is certainly not unknown to you, gince it is located at
a distance of only about 20 miles from the Treppist momastery in Piffard where
you were stetioned st one time. In order to meke to you this important discus-
sion financially possible, I shall assume the cost of your ait ticket from Iouis-
ville to Rochester, N.Y., or Buffalo, N.Y., and back. In case you sceept amy in-
vitation, I shell pick you up &t the Rochester or Buffalo aivport. Please come
as soon as possible.

You may celebrate Mass in my home as severel other priests have done.
My telephone number ig 716 - 538 - 6327. You may call at cheap-rate hours.

How, with all good wishes,
Yours respectfully,

Hugo Maria Kellner




