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Dear Postulants and Professed members, 

This month’s letter continues where we left off in September, commenting on our 3rd Order SSPX rule. 

 ‘Abstinence from television and from any indecent reading, and the practice of sobriety’:  

Although many of you have read it before, I have included with this month’s letter some clarifications regarding use of the 

television. The electronic screen is a potential spiritual roadblock for all of us, and this month I would like to make some 
general comments about its nature and some special dangers. 

In itself a television or computer screen is ‘amoral’. That is, as such it has no definite moral direction either up or down. This is 

more clearly seen in comparing it with what we will look at in the next letter: indecent reading and sobriety. That is to say, 
whereas indecent reading stains the soul with sin and practicing sobriety invigorates the soul with virtue, television as such is 
instead morally neutral or ‘indifferent’. The screen is a medium, a ‘that through which’, and thus in itself it deserves neither 
praise nor blame any more than do a pipeline or a window pane. What comes through it is the important thing.  

Regarding its power, the screen and what may come through it might be compared to a very sharp sword. A heavy steel 
sword can do much good, such as slicing through underbrush to clear a path, defending oneself in war or merely hanging on a 
wall for decoration. But how many people could be trusted to use such a sword responsibly? Now as many of you know, a 
sword is a tame and paltry comparison if the screen should be connected to the internet without any filters. In the latter case 
it would be more truthful to compare the screen with the detonator of an atomic bomb at someone’s fingertips. 

What sort of society is today holding this sharp sword which is the screen? A deeply immoral one. Reflect that the technology 

is now present which enables one to bring up in a moment absolutely any image they wish, whether still or in motion, 
beautiful or ugly, virtuous or vicious, divine or demonic. Now if this incredible power were in the hands of a strongly Christian 
(or even merely family-oriented) society, it would be dangerous enough for fallen mankind. But it is not. Instead its 
appearance in history coincides with a corruption of morals that would perhaps have made the inhabitants of Sodom blush. 
The most razor sharp sword ever forged, or rather millions of them, are in the hands of those least spiritually equipped to use 
them. 

But let us now consider the importance of our eyes, which are a bit like the screen, a ‘that through which’, empty channels 
which depend upon free choice to fill them with either good or evil.  

We might think of our human body as our soul ‘coloured in’, so to speak: it makes our invisible spirit visible. Now our eyes are 

to our body what our mind is to our soul: navigators needing the light of the sun as our mind needs the light of truth. This 
parallel between our eyes and our mind is confirmed by our everyday speech, since we say ‘Aaaah, I see’, not ‘Aaaah, I smell’, 
when our mind finally understands a thing (Spiritual navigation in the dark is no less perilous than its bodily counterpart. To 
voyage through the night of sin the Saints need truth-light even more than sailors need star-light).  

“The light of thy body is thy eye” (Matt 6:22), said Our Lord of this most important bodily sense. We are all powerfully 

influenced by what we see. This is perhaps best appreciated by considering Satan’s temptation of Eve. The Genesis account of 
the fall of our first parents seems to indicate that what Eve saw with her bodily eyes played at least as big a part in her sinful 
consent as did her mind’s understanding of the cunning words of the serpent: “And the woman saw that the tree was good to 
eat, and fair to the eyes, and delightful to behold: and she took of the fruit thereof, and did eat...and the eyes of them both 
were opened”. Our eyes are a prime target for Satan, so we must be extremely vigilant as to where we allow them to roam.  

In many cultures of the past the safety of major cities depended upon the strength of their gates. These enormous portals 

would be closed at night, were built into and thus surrounded by high unclimbable walls, and the enemy would ponder how to 
get through them to the valuables inside. This, by the way, explains Scriptural expressions like that used by Our Lord 
regarding His future Church, where “the gates of Hell shall not prevail against it”. The ‘gates’ of Hell means the strength of 
Hell. 

Our eyes are a little like those ancient city gates. We need strong virtues to patrol and stand sentinel over these gates which 

give access to our soul. Like holy Job we need to make a solemn pact with our eyes that they do not gaze at dangerous 
objects (Job 31:1). If we do not keep watch, our ancient enemy who “goeth about seeking whom he may devour” (I Pet 5:8) 
will quickly find his way into the city of our soul and loot it of sanctifying grace. Unfortunately, photography and screen now 
provide Satan with seductions for our sight far more deadly than any fruit dangling from the trees of Eden.  

 



In the clarification about the use of television at the end of this letter there is a quote from the inspired book of Ecclesiasticus 

(or ‘Sirach’ as it is usually known now). It warns us to “turn away thy face from a woman dressed up, and gaze not about 
upon another’s beauty”. The verse following it gives the reason for this warning, cautioning “For many have perished by the 
beauty of a woman, and hereby lust is enkindled as a fire”. 

This passage is certainly not a condemnation of women adorning themselves. On the contrary, a woman’s instinct to adorn 
both herself and other objects is one of God’s greatest gifts to her. How drab, dull and colourless the world would be without 
it! Married women may adorn and beautify themselves to please their husbands. Even single women can do so in a moderate 
manner to trap potential husbands. 

But like all great powers the abuse of female self-adornment can be disastrous, as said above by Sirach. That is, when it 

comes to self-adornment, especially that of the face, great virtue is needed in a woman. Her beauty, especially when “dressed 
up” has a power to entrance and bewitch men which is totally unique. Is it ever allowable for a woman to deliberately bewitch 
a man by enhancing her beauty? Yes, but only under special conditions, and Sacred Scripture provides the perfect example. 

That example is Judith. With God Himself approving and even assisting her self-adornment, she lavishly beautifies herself in 
order to bewitch and subsequently slay Holofernes who threatens to exterminate sher people. In the 8th chapter of this Old 
Testament book we are told that even though this young widow was “exceedingly beautiful” she nevertheless “made herself a 
private chamber in the upper part of her house, in which she abode shut up with her maids” (Not following the modern 
principle ‘If you’ve got it, flaunt it’). Her example was so flawless that “neither was there anyone that spoke an ill word of 
her”. But most important of all, she “feared the Lord very much”, a fact made clear in her beautiful prayer to God in chapter 
9. This prayer which she makes covered in haircloth and ashes shows what sort of union with God and purity of intention is 
the only safe condition for what she is about to do. What she does next and the commentary of the sacred writer is so 
important that it should be quoted in full: 

“And she called her maid, and going down into her house she took off her haircloth, and put away the garments of her 

widowhood, and she washed her body, and anointed herself with the best ointment, and plaited the hair of her head, and put 
a bonnet upon her head, and clothed herself with the garments of her gladness, and put sandals on her feet, and took her 
bracelets, and lilies, and earlets, and rings, and adorned herself with all her ornaments. And the Lord also gave her more 
beauty: because all this dressing up did not proceed from sensuality, but from virtue: and therefore the Lord 
increased this her beauty, so that she appeared to all men's eyes incomparably lovely.” 

Her self-adornment was a success. Holofernes was indeed completely captivated and transfixed by her beauty (a beauty 
increased by God, please note), which allows Judith ultimately to slay him without compromising her purity in the smallest 
way. So just consider the sort of conditions for a woman to beautify herself so as to bewitch a man not her husband: she is 
unmarried, rarely ‘out and about’, fasting, fearing God, stainless reputation, national emergency, and finally prostrate prayer 
covered in itchy sackcloth.  

Why am I giving this example of Judith? It is because many of the women on screen are heavily adorned and made up in 

order to bewitch the male viewer. How many men will be able to follow Sirach’s inspired advice to “turn away thy face” from 
these sights? One of the great deceits of Satan has been to convince many that all we need to avoid are the immodest outfits 
and actions shown on the screen. Not at all. The mere face of a beautiful woman adorned with make-up is enough to fascinate 
and bewitch the imaginations of many men down paths far more perilous. The story of Judith shows the sort of serious 
circumstances that can justify women bewitching men with their beauty. Entertainment is certainly not one of them. 

There are two dangerous modern tendencies in the entertainment world’s presentation of woman. The first and more recent 
development is presenting her as warrior, slayer of bodies. Given woman’s God-given role as life-giver and nurturer, nothing 
could be further from femininity and more dangerous to the concept of womanhood in general than this. Her role as warrior 
and slayer should only be exceptional and rare, as the example of Judith shows. The second tendency, although far more 
ancient, involves woman in a role that can never be justified. This is the presentation of her as seductress, slayer of souls.  

Regarding the latter, the mainstream media is now increasingly presenting woman with facial expressions once mostly 

confined to that area of entertainment which St Paul would say should “not so much as be named among you” (Eph 5:3). For 
modern man unarmed even with natural virtue, depictions of this second type are deadly.  

This second type of presentation of woman was diabolically described to the young trainee Wormwood in The Screwtape 

Letters. In his 20th letter uncle Screwtape encourages his nephew to steer certain men away from a good marriage with ‘an 
infernal Venus’ rather than a ‘terrestrial Venus’1. Regarding the attraction of this infernal (or hellish) Venus he points out to 
Wormwood that for certain men ‘the felt evil is what he wants...In the face, it is the visible animality, or sulkiness or craft or 
cruelty, which he likes’. We have seen these depictions everywhere, in which woman scowls and pouts under lowered 
eyebrows, as if she wanted to consume the viewer. It is no coincidence that this tendency has appeared at the same time as a 
fascination with vampires and zombies. Hell has taken off its mask, and he who usually “transformeth himself into an angel of 
light” (II Cor 11:14) is changing tactics for a world increasingly and frighteningly attracted to evil. Let all you male 3rd Order 
members who value your eternal souls avoid these images as you would avoid Ebola. Heaven knows we are exposed to 
enough of them without our looking for them, let alone any conscious choice to view it on the television or computer screen. 

On a lighter note, there is one last point for consideration. If you have travelled Europe you surely will have noticed how ‘un-

lifelike’ much Catholic art is. This is especially the case with icons, such as that of Our Lady of Perpetual Succour. But just 
compare the effect this traditional style of art upon the soul with much modern Christian art which often uses photos of real 
models to depict Our Lord, the Blessed Virgin and the Saints. The purpose of the more traditional religious representations in 

                                                           
1 Something is ‘infernal’ when it comes from Hell, whereas the ‘terrestrial’ is from Earth (From Heaven would be ‘celestial’). 
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art was to lead you beyond and out of the actual figures painted or sculptured. That is, it was the archetypes and originals to 
which the artist wanted to raise the viewer. But if the figure is too realistic and attractive (think of the inner beauty of Our 
Lady of Perpetual Succour which many moderns would consider ugly) it is difficult to go beyond the actual figure depicted. You 
may have seen the modern ‘Our Lady of the Southern Cross’. It is essentially a photo of an attractive young lady holding an 
infant, and for a modern work of art it is certainly very pure and modest. But does that picture immediately lift the mind and 
heart to prayer as does that of Our Lady of Perpetual Succour? Is it not hard to lift the mind from her to the Blessed Virgin? 
So photography and ‘realism’ as conveyed by the screen, even in the most religious contexts, should always be approached 
with caution. 

May each one of us regularly raise our eyes to Her who is the only completely safe creature upon which to gaze, the beautiful 
daughter of St Anne and St Joachim, God’s own Mother and ours, the Blessed Virgin Mary. 

 

 

Fr Jordie Stephens, Spiritual Director of the Third Order of SSPX for Australia 

 
 

Television, DVD’s, the Internet and the 

Third Order of the Society of St. Pius X 
  

There is a point of difficulty concerning the Rule, which needs clarification: the television. In an address given to the Third 

Order at St. Mary’s, Kansas, USA, in December 1982, Archbishop Lefebvre said: “It is difficult for many people to abandon 

the TV. But I know some families who had TV who asked to become members of the Third Order, and they gave it up. And 

afterwards they said: ‘Now we understand why you ask us to abandon TV. Before we didn’t understand, but now that we do not 

have it, we know that there is more peace in the family, more quiet, and more spirituality.’ TV should be a good thing, but in 

reality it is not.” 

  

Here are some rules regarding the use of the electronic screen, whether by means of free-to-air television, DVD’s or the 

Internet: 

  

1) The frequent (or even habitual) watching of commercial television programmes is completely prohibited. 

2) The infrequent watching of pre-recorded honest programmes (whether on television or internet) is permitted. 

3) The attendance at movies shown at the cinemas is completely prohibited. 

4) The private showing of pre-recorded honest programmes to a group is permitted. 

  

Further clarifications: 

We admit that not all television programs and movies are evil. There are some good ones. But helping us to attain perfection, 

Archbishop Lefebvre calls us to sacrifice. He wants us to make, for our Crucified Master, even the sacrifice of what is good. 

Not everything is sinful, we admit. But since the Third Order SSPX is like a religious order in the midst of the world, its 

members must follow more closely the three Evangelical Counsels and the eight Beatitudes (especially the first: “Blessed are 

the poor in spirit ). Thus, if someone wants to belong to the Third Order, he will have to make this sacrifice; if he does not want 

to make it, he cannot be accepted. 

Many, nowadays, use video as an educational help. Let us not forget that a machine will never replace fully the teacher. The 

excessive and/or exclusive use of these machines will generate a passivity in the children that will have for them terribly 

harmful consequences later on. 

Lastly, there is a vast difference between the watching of: a) a documentary (especially one which displays the beauties of 

creation), and the watching of b) a programme/movie involving actors. The former, being grounded in reality, does not flatter 

and entice us into a fantasy world so appealing to our wounded nature. The latter is of course the complete opposite. Moreover, 

unless it be the beauty of one’s own spouse, it is imprudent and dangerous to have one’s eyes riveted to the beauty of another: 

“Turn away thy face from a woman dressed up, and gaze not about upon another’s beauty” (Ecclesiasticus 9:9). It is this latter 

type of screen entertainment that the 3rd Order Rule primarily prohibits. 


