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MICHAEL PRABHU JUNE 22, 2021
Vaccine passports are the gateway to the most radical slavery the world has ever seen
What is needed in the meantime is urgently to unwind the cycle of complianceVaccine passports are the gateway to the most radical slavery the world has ever seen
What is needed in the meantime is urgently to unwind the cycle of compliance

Abp. Viganò: About some declarations of Professor Roberto de Mattei which recently appeared at ‘Corrispondenza Romana’
'If I have spoken evil, give testimony of the evil; but I have spoken well, why do you strike me?' ~ Jn 18:23

https://www.lifesitenews.com/opinion/abp-vigano-about-some-declarations-of-professor-roberto-de-mattei-which-recently-appeared-at-corrispondenza-romana 
Archbishop Carlo Maria Viganò, June 22, 2021
The article The Viganò Case: The Archbishop and His Double, which appeared yesterday at Corrispondenza Romana in both Italian and English, signed by Professor Roberto de Mattei, has been pointed out to me. 
I am unable not to express my amazement at the statements that an illustrious Catholic intellectual, hailed as a champion of Tradition and who has not spared the Hierarchy criticism that is at times severe but always carefully considered and just, felt that he had to make in my regard. In reality, it would have been enough to consult me verbally or by letter in order to dispel his suspicions and feel reassured that all of my writings, declarations, and interviews which I have given are the fruit of a maturation of convictions of which I proudly claim full paternity. 

The idea that I have a “double” must be the fruit of some adviser to whom Professor de Mattei has improvidently lent his faith, without realizing that by doing so he has exposed himself to the public refutation of completely unfounded allegations, which also sound, if I may be allowed to say so, not very charitable in my regard. I am therefore taking the opportunity afforded by his article to deny his impudent and fanciful theses, reassuring those who have the goodness to read me and listen to me that there is no ghost writer, and that by the grace of God I still have full possession of my faculties, I am not manipulated by anyone, and I am absolutely determined to continue my apostolic mission for the salvation of souls. 

In other times, de Mattei would have been proud to be at my side in the common battle for Catholic truth, for the defense of the immutable Magisterium and of the venerable Traditional Liturgy against the assaults of the Modernists. He would have probably also been at my side in denouncing the pandemic fraud and the intrinsic immorality of experimental vaccines produced with fetal material derived from abortions. 

His recent interventions – published with his own name or under a pseudonym – have demonstrated, not without heartfelt sorrow, that if there is a “double” it must be sought in the recent writings of the Professor; writings that seem to be composed by a dull regime official who is obedient to the mainstream narrative, and not by the sharp mind and genuine faith of the de Mattei I once knew. Quantum mutatus ab illo.

+ Carlo Maria Viganò, Archbishop
June 22, 2021

S. Paulini, Episcopi et Confessoris
The Viganò Case: The Archbishop and His Double
https://www.corrispondenzaromana.it/the-vigano-case-the-archbishop-and-his-double/ 

June 21, 2021
The pontificate of Pope Francis is heading into the sunset, as many admit by now, but a sunset can be stormy and no one knows how deep a night will follow it before the dawn finally comes up.
Cardinal Marx’s resignation from the archdiocese of Munich is one of the signs of the gathering storm, but there is another threatening cloud, all the more troubling in that it is brought not by the wind of progressivism, but by the wind of what is called traditionalism. The cloud has the shape, if not the identity, of an illustrious prelate: the Most Reverend Carlo Maria Viganò, titular archbishop of Ulpiana and former apostolic nuncio in the United States. So what is happening?
Archbishop Viganò has distinguished himself in service to the Church, always carried out with generosity and a spirit of dedication. 
After a brilliant diplomatic career, from 2009 to 2011 he was secretary of the Governorate of Vatican City, making many enemies through the decisiveness with which he acted to rehabilitate the finances of the Holy See. In 2011 Benedict XVI appointed him apostolic nuncio in the United States of America. He performed brilliantly in this position until April 12 of 2016, after he had reached the age of 75, when Pope Francis accepted his resignation. As Archbishop Viganò himself revealed on June 23 of 2013, he was received by the new pontiff and with his customary frankness brought him up to speed on the disastrous situation of part of the clergy in the United States, with particular reference to the case of Cardinal McCarrick.
The pope listened to him but did nothing, and on the contrary allowed the situation to get worse. The Bergoglian pontificate reached the acme of its crisis after the promulgation of the Exhortation Amoris Laetitia of March 19 2016. Archbishop Viganò’s growing concern drew him closer to the Catholics who were showing a spirit of filial resistance toward Pope Francis. Finally, on August 22 2018, the former nuncio of the United States published a dramatic testimony in which he brought to light the existence of a network of corruption in the Church, calling out those responsible, starting with the highest ecclesiastical authorities. Archbishop Viganò’s revelations were never denied, but on the contrary confirmed by the measures that Pope Francis took against Cardinal McCarrick. Fearing for his safety but also for the sake of discretion Archbishop Viganò withdrew to a secret location where he still resides. Other statements followed the courageous first declaration, from the document Scio cui credidi of September 28 2018 to the long interview with the Washington Post of June 10 2019. What characterized these statements was that they were rare and circumscribed in their contents. Archbishop Viganò expressed himself firmly, but only on matters of which he had direct knowledge, with simplicity and nobility of language. This was the basis of his credibility.
In 2020, the year of the pandemic, something unexpectedly changed and a new Archbishop Viganò appeared onstage. When we speak of a “new” Archbishop Viganò, we are naturally not referring to his private persona but to his public identity, as appears from the barrage of statements that he began to publish, starting with the May 8 2020 appeal against the “New World Order.” This appeal did not fail to raise serious doubts in the Catholic world close to him, to the point of driving some of his friends and admirers not to endorse it. The tone of his ever more numerous publications became pompous and sarcastic, and the topics expanded to the fields of theology and liturgy, in which he had always said he had no expertise, stretching even to considerations of geopolitics and the philosophy of history, extraneous to his way of thinking and expressing himself. Two themes dear to the traditionalists, the liturgy and Vatican Council II, became his hobbyhorse, in the context of a philosophy of history dominated by the idea of a “great reset,” which through medical dictatorship and mass vaccination would lead to the extermination of humanity. Pope Francis, generally referred to as “Bergoglio,” would be one of the architects of this plan.
To those who knew him best, or those who had paid close attention to his statements, it was immediately clear that there were discrepancies between Archbishop Viganò’s statements of 2020-2021 and those of 2018-2019. One question keeps growing more insistent: is Archbishop Viganò really the author of the writings of the past year?
At this point a clarification has to be made. Using contributors for one’s own statements does not in itself have anything terrible about it. Popes and heads of state routinely use “ghost writers” who carry out research for them or give literary form to their ideas. Often athletes and performers also turn to journalists when writing their books of impressions or memoirs.
But there are two risks to keep in mind. First of all, someone who signs a text, whether he is the author or not, takes responsibility for it in terms of both the form and the content of the statement, and must be very careful to keep his thought and language from coming across as distorted.
In the second place, someone who acknowledges paternity of a text should give general guidelines so that the writer may act as his arm and not as his mind. It would in fact be dangerous for the “ghost writer” to be the one to determine the line of thought of the text’s signatory. And this can happen when the invisible author overshadows the visible one, on account of greater expertise or power of personality.
An even more dangerous situation would be the creation of such a relationship of dependence that the visible author could no longer do without the invisible one, whose disappearance or desire to push unacceptable content would create for the visible author a dramatic “communication void.”
The question we pose is therefore this: analysis of the language and content of the documents produced by Archbishop Viganò during the years 2020-2021 reveals an author different from that of the years 2018-2019. But if Archbishop Viganò is not the author of his writings, who now is filling in his words, and perhaps even his thoughts?
We would never have opened the case if so many good traditionalists were not presenting as a quasi-magisterium the statements, not of Archbishop Viganò, but of his “double.” A clarification is necessary for the good of the Church and of souls who have in Archbishop Viganò a point of reference, but also for the sake of the prelate who has served the Church so well and could continue to serve it. (Roberto de Mattei)
P.S. Archbishop Carlo Maria Viganò has already been informed in private, by several persons, of the existence of this problem, for more than a year now.
Viganò case: Who is the real author of the writings of Archbishop Viganò?
https://www.corrispondenzaromana.it/vigano-case-who-is-the-real-author-of-the-writings-of-archbishop-vigano/
June 23, 2021
Who is the real author of the writings of Archbishop Carlo Maria Viganò in the years 2020-2021? Let’s try to offer an answer to the question that we raised in Corrispondenza Romana (here), starting with a sure method: the analysis and comparison of the writings with the texts of other authors traceable on the web. What in scientific jargon is called stylometric research.
Well then, the analysis of lexical and stylistic elements leads us to only one possible author: “Cesare Baronio,” or “Baronius,” creator and author, from 2010 to 2020, of the blog Opportune Importune.
“Cesare Baronio” is, however, itself a pseudonym and the next step will be to try to reveal his identity.
We have conducted an extensive analysis of the similarities of style and content between Baronio’s texts and those we will now ascribe to Viganò II, to distinguish these writings of 2020-2021 from the very different ones of Viganò I, of the years 2018-2019. For reasons of space we will limit ourselves to a few examples.
Common to Baronio and Viganò II is the application to progressives of the terms “counter-church,”, “conciliar sect” (here and here) or “innovators” (here and here).
Vatican Council II is repeatedly defined by both as an “idol.” For Baronio, until “the conciliar idol is overthrown, together with the unhappy memory of its architects, it will be impossible to punish the high priests who have besieged Rome for fifty years” (January 10 2013, here). Viganò II, in his recent Interview on the Liturgy, also defines Vatican II as an idol and, like Baronio, establishes a Vatican II-Novus Ordo Missae equivalence.
Baronio and Viganò II, when referring to the Novus Ordo of Paul VI, always speak of the “reformed rite” or “Montinian rite.” Viganò II writes that “the architects of that liturgy” were “prelates often suspected of belonging to Freemasonry, notoriously progressive” (here) ; Baronio in turn speaks of “a rite composed by notoriously progressive and Masonic prelates” (November 25 2018, here).
The books of the new liturgy to Baronio are “printed missals whose function was that of a plotline to refer to for editions in the various national languages” (January 15 2013, here). For Viganò II, these liturgical books “are conceived as an outline, a plotline at the mercy of more or less talented actors in search of public applause” (here).
For Baronio “the offertory disappears completely to make way for a Jewish prayer with a pantheistic flavor” (November 25 2018, here); Viganò II defines this prayer as “Talmudic offertory” (here).
According to Viganò “the so-called ‘Gothic chasuble’ in the forms that preceded the Council, especially in France, has become that sort of poncho which after the Council was passed off on us as a recovery of the original form,” but is “a historical as well as liturgical counterfeit” (here). Baronio had written that: “the conciliar chasuble is a horrid poncho that has nothing to do with the planeta described by Saint Charles Borromeo (Instructionum fabricae, 1557), which we find depicted in many frescoes, paintings, miniatures and enamels since the Middle Ages” (January 11 2014, here).
Viganò denounces “attempts to make the reformed liturgy presentable with objectively useless operations of maquillage” (here). Baronio writes that “operations of ritual maquillage on the Novus Ordo are in our view destined in the majority of cases for the most miserable shipwreck” (January 15, 2013, here).
One could go on indefinitely, but what matters most beyond the verbal coincidences is the identical tone, which expresses a smug liturgical, theological, and historical knowledge that Baronio has flaunted for ten years on his blog but is completely absent from the two years of public statements by Viganò I.
But who is hiding behind the pseudonym of Cesare Baronio (1538-1607), the famous Oratorian cardinal and historian, a pupil of St. Philip Neri?
It could be said that the solution of the mystery does not matter much, because what counts is not “who” said it, but “what” is said. The problem, however, arises precisely from some extravagant statements of Baronio-Viganò II, above all in matters of eschatology and the “Great Reset,” which pose disturbing questions about the true identity of the theological-liturgical consultant of the Milanese archbishop.
Unfortunately, behind the pseudonym of Cesare Baronio there seems to be hiding not a theologian of sure doctrine but a figure not lacking in intelligence and ecclesiastical culture, but lacking in the consistency and integrity that make an associate reliable. A figure who in his life has assumed and continues to assume multiple identities and who with the last identity assumed, that of Archbishop Viganò, is achieving what he may have always wanted: to present himself as a churchman without the pastoral obligations and morals that this high calling entails.
At this point all that is left is to name the figure, using not generic rumors but documents and sources that we have inspected: the name of “His Eminence Cesare Baronio” is Pietro Siffi.
But who is this person?
We have to start from a specific date. On May 8 2020 Archbishop Viganò launched an appeal against the “New World Order,” denouncing “the new tower of Babel, the Covid house of cards, the vaccine farce, the fraud of the Great Reset,” along with the signatures of cardinals Gerhard Müller, Joseph Zen Zekiun, and Robert Sarah, who later withdrew it. 
This appeal was the first document to prompt serious questions in the Catholic world close to him, to the point of inducing some of his friends and admirers not to endorse it.
What has come out since then is that Archbishop Viganò turned to one of his associates to arrange for the publication and signing of the appeal. In that month of May, the associate sent out an “IMPORTANT AND URGENT!” notification in which, “at the request of His Excellency Archbishop Viganò,” he addressed a request of support for the document, to be sent to his personal e-mail.
Well then, in the notification of May 2020, the name and e-mail address of Archbishop Viganò’s associate in charge of collecting the signatures were those of Pietro Siffi, a well-known and controversial figure in the Italian traditionalist world.
Pietro Siffi was born in Venice on September 11 1969. He received Confirmation at the Parish of Sts. Zechariah and Athanasius on May 22 1984. After studying at the “Marco Foscarini” high school in Venice, he entered the Priestly Fraternity of Saint Pius X, where at the “Saint Curé d’Ars” seminary in Flavigny sur Ozerain (France), on February 1 1990 he received Confirmation “sub conditione.” Two days later he received the tonsure in Flavigny, becoming a member of the FSSPX. But after some time he left, or was forced to leave, the Fraternity. We do not know the reasons, just as we do not know what are the reasons that a few years later led him to leave the Institute of Christ the King High Priest in Gricigliano where he entered (and left) as a seminarian.
From 1990 to 1994 Siffi attended Sorbonne University (here), then for some time traces of him are lost, even if some consider him the author of an embarrassing book published under a pseudonym.
Pietro Siffi certainly continued to cultivate his ecclesiastical interests. In 2007, through the presses of Marietti Editore, he edited the republication of the Compendium of Practical Liturgy by Father Ludovico Trimeloni with a preface by Cardinal Darío Castrillón Hoyos, president of the Pontifical Commission Ecclesia Dei.
In the Compendium of Trimeloni, Siffi presents himself as president of the Archivum Liturgicum of Ferrara. On March 14 2007, on the blog Archivum liturgicum, “Baronio” or “Baronius” announced that the Compendium of Practical Liturgy was about to be released (here), but the first announcement of the work’s publication dates back to September 25 2006, and Siffi is presented as president of the Archivum Liturgicum Sacrosanctae Romanae Ecclesiae…
It had already been announced that Benedict XVI would liberalize the ancient Roman liturgy (here). Evidently Baronio/Siffi has good information from the traditional and Vatican world and in 2007 he published a book on the Mass of St. Pius V (here and here).
An article by Roberto Beretta in Avvenire of January 25 2008 reviews in far from glowing terms the third edition of the Compendium of Practical Liturgy by Trimeloni-Siffi, then in its second reprint. Avvenire of January 29 2008 hosted the reply from Siffi, who introduced himself as “Pietro Siffi degli Ordelaffi, count of Sassorosso” (see here). In reality, in the Golden Book of the Italian Nobility published by the Collegio Araldico, editions 1986-1989 and later, there turns out to be no such thing as a Count Siffi degli Ordelaffi.
Siffi is not only a traditionalist writer and liturgist. He is an entrepreneur. In 2010 he created “Ars Regia” in Ferrara (here), which he presents in a “soft” and seductive manner as “an interior design studio specialized in providing prestigious furnishing accessories and exclusive art fabrics.” “Our furnishing accessories bring a touch of subtle elegance and charm to home or hipster spot, standing out from mass-produced offerings and conferring a decidedly exclusive and glamorous comfort, where this term does not mean mere beauty but an attitude, a feeling, a state of mind, with all the implications of elegance, sensuality, and seduction. The fashionable image, the cultured and evocative charm of the East and India, the image-laden and unmistakable luxury that recalls famous locations of the Côte d’Azur, Greece, Spain, or California are all elements that can radically improve the appearance of a private residence, a place by the sea, a lounge bar: passion for dwelling and living, for domestic warmth but also for whimsical worldly fervor.”
During the recitation of the Angelus on October 10 2010, a new papal coat of arms for Benedict XVI appeared, adorned with the tiara according to the ancient custom. Siffi, creator of the coat of arms, commented: “This coat of arms, entirely hand-embroidered, was made by the Ferrara sacred vestments workshop Ars Regia and brings back the shield with the emblems of the Pontiff and the Pallium decorated with red crosses. (…) The difference with respect to the previous model – which some attribute to Cardinal Montezemolo – is that this coat of arms once again bears the tiara – the triple crown of the Supreme Pontiff – instead of the miter, restoring the ancient custom, which not even John Paul II had renounced” (here).
At the Angelus on October 24 2010, the coat of arms that had mysteriously appeared just as mysteriously disappeared. Here is the commentary from Baronio, which as many know is the pseudonym chosen by Pietro Siffi to continue, on the new blog Opportune Importune inaugurated in 2010, his learned disquisitions in the fields of theology and liturgy.
Baronio defends Pietro Siffi and Ars Regia, then replies to some in a pompous and somewhat effeminate style: “It seems to me that upon Pietro Siffi there weighs a sort of quite hypocritical ostracism, fed not so much by the competitors most in vogue today as by a few petty characters, dapper and démodé, who spend their time denigrating the lives of others, not having one of their own. (…) The disconcerting thing is that these conventicles of grandstanders organize miniature pontificals, unraveling meters upon meters of marbled silk between dinette and bedroom, and do not hesitate to flaunt even on the internet very sad little rooms overflowing with lace and embroidery, mediocre twenties-style sitting rooms with the folding seats, the rugs, the picture of the Twelfth in blessing, a prelate’s hat with its tassel curtain, brooches, cufflinks made with cameos of mommy, gold eyeglasses, gramophones, and the whole repertoire of props as in L’amica di nonna Speranza.
(…) I believe that sooner or later Siffi or someone on his account will get tired of enduring these constant attacks and will begin to give tit for tat – as the saying goes – giving the lie once and for all to these emasculated bourgeois with no expertise nor expectations, as rich in snobbish ambitions as poor in sense of proportion. And I am sure that if certain little altars were discovered, if certain uncomfortable truths were brought to light, perhaps they would stop giving grief to their neighbor…” (here).
In 2011 Siffi founded along with Fabio Zardi a planning and decoration studio that in 2019 was divided into two companies: Fabio deals with floral design and decoration, Pietro dedicates himself to planning and organizing events including weddings (see here).
Siffi casually passes from cultural and literary activity to the liturgy, from sacred furnishings to the organization of weddings, and it is in this latter field that we discover a disconcerting revelation: the multifaceted figure even organizes gay weddings!
On Pietro Siffi’s website we find, among other things, the “Project tag: marriage gay” (here) and the “wedding” service of two men, Arman and Dylan, on the Greek island of Santorini complete with video (here). The homosexual travel agency Travelgay calls Santorini “a splendid island, warm and hospitable, located in the Aegean Sea, after Mykonos undoubtedly the one most appreciated by the Italian market and also loved by the gay and lesbian market” (here).
Siffi’s current or former business partner, Fabio Zardi, also deals with gay weddings. Curious to note that Zardi’s phone number (here) coincides with that of Siffi (here).
So the ghostwriter for Archbishop Viganò, who has always rightly denounced the existence of gay lobbies within the Church (here and here), is he then a gay-friendly figure?
In this case Archbishop Viganò, who is a very respectable prelate, risks losing his credibility and must realize that he can regain it only when he changes the tone and content of his public statements, carelessly entrusted to a controversial associate. One cannot separate what appears publicly under the name of Archbishop Viganò from the identity of the one who seems to be the author of his writings.
At this point we ask of Archbishop Viganò: is it true or not that he makes use, in whole or in part, of the help of Pietro Siffi?
Was Archbishop Viganò aware of Siffi’s multiple activities?
But the most important question we ask of him is this: is Archbishop Viganò willing to publicly distance himself from the figure we suggest could be his ghostwriter?
Archbishop Viganò is a man who may be reckless but is certainly honest. We ask him to tell the truth, because the truth redeems any error, while the lie burdens the error, even a blameless one, with a grave moral responsibility.
As for Pietro Siffi, we did not want to enter into his private life, which belongs to him alone, but have limited ourselves to presenting what is publicly known about him, even under different identities and disguises. We also ask him to acknowledge his responsibility, contending with his real name in the intellectual debate of our time, to which he has made and will continue to make his contribution.
For our part, we have moved along the path of the counsel that Saint Pius X gave to journalists and Leo XIII gave to historians: the Church is never afraid of the Truth. (Emmanuele Barbieri-Roberto de Mattei)
