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Can one be both a Catholic and a Sedevacantist?
Sede vacante in the canon law of the Catholic Church is the vacancy of the episcopal see of a particular church and especially that of the papacy. It is Latin for "the seat being vacant", the seat in question being the bishop's throne of the particular church.
Sedevacantism is the position, held by some traditionalist Catholics, that the present occupier of the Holy See is not truly pope due to the mainstream church's espousal of the heresy of modernism and that, for lack of a valid pope, the See has been vacant since the death of Pope Pius XII in 1958.
*
Dear Father Name Withheld,

Could you please let me know if the Sedevacantists' Mass is licit and/or valid?
What sacraments, if any, can Sedevacantist priests administer?

Are Sedevacantist priests in Apostolic succession with Rome?
-Michael
Dear Michael, 
I will try to summarize their situation is the simplest way possible. Please understand that what I say here is a brief summary of the situation with a view to making the safest practical conclusions: i.e. what attitude can we safely adopt towards the Sedevacantist Masses and Sacraments? 

(1) Validity: Some of their priests are validly ordained and some are not. It depends upon where they come from and who ordained them. They do not all have the same origin: 

If they are validly ordained priests, then their Masses are valid Masses, and they would truly have the Blessed Sacrament present in their churches. Their Sacraments are a different question, because the validity of some of them depends upon whether they are received licitly (i.e. with permission/authority from the Church). Confession and Marriage are like this, since they depend not only upon having the power of Holy Orders, but also the power of Jurisdiction from the Church. 

If they are not validly ordained, then the only valid Sacrament that they could give is Baptism, since it is able to be administered validly by any person on earth. It is worthy of note that some Sedevacantist priests have been reconciled with Rome, but only accepted as laymen. So, Rome considers at least some of them as not validly ordained. So, in summary, some can be included within the Apostolic Succession and some not.

(2) Licitness: Because of their belief that the See of Peter is vacant, there is a question here of whether they are schismatic or not. If they do not recognize the current Pope as the true Pope, the burden of proof remains upon them to show how it is possible to have a “visible Catholic Church” when the Visible Head is missing for such an very long time (over 50 years - they commonly claim Pope Pius XII was the last Pope). To this date, they have, of course, written many things trying to prove this, but their arguments not logical. Thus, their non-acceptance of the current Pope puts in serious doubt the licitness of any of their Sacraments. They are likely outside of Communion with the Catholic Church, and therefore they are in the same position as the Orthodox Churches, having some validly ordained priests and bishops, but with no authority or permission from the Catholic Church to offer Mass or administer Sacraments. To knowingly give or receive illicit Sacraments is always a mortal sin. They can give certain Sacraments in cases involving danger of death, IF they are validly ordained priests.

From the few things I have said here, it should be clear that:

(1) It would be imprudent, and therefore sinful, for any Catholic to knowingly attend the Masses of, or receive Sacraments from, Sedevacantist priests due to the uncertainty regarding validity and Apostolic Succession.

(2) Even IF we can firmly establish that some Sedevacantists priests are validly ordained, it would be even more imprudent for a Catholic to attend their Masses, or receive Sacraments from them, due to the serious question of whether they are in Communion with the Catholic Church or not; of whether their Masses and Sacraments are licit. The evidence leans heavily to the side of their being not in Communion with the Church, and hence any ministerial action they perform is illicit.
-Father (Name Withheld)
*
Why is Sedevacantism Wrong?

http://catholicismhastheanswer.com/why-is-sedevacantism-wrong/
September 6, 2016
“In order, then, that the episcopal office should be one and undivided and that, by the union of the clergy, the whole multitude of believers should be held together in the unity of faith and communion, he set blessed Peter over the rest of the apostles and instituted in him the permanent principle of both unities and their visible foundation.” 
–Vatican I, Pastor Aeternus
The Errors of Sedevacantism

Intention of this work
The following errors I observe are not presented to minimize the disasters and tragedies which have befallen the Church in the last forty years, but to strengthen the Church by bringing those zealous but misguided souls who have not recognized the recent Popes back into the fold, and to preserve the faith of those in the Church who are deeply scandalized by the last 40+ years.

I dedicate this work, and as well as my entire life to the Sorrowful and Immaculate Heart of the Blessed Virgin Mary. I ask that all who intend to read on pray five decades of the most Holy Rosary before doing so, for the intention of knowing more perfectly the fullness of truth who is Jesus Christ.
First Error
“A man who is a heretic, publicly or privately, cannot be, or ceases to be Pope, because he cannot be head of that which he has separated himself from.”

I say this is false for otherwise the First Vatican Council would not have confined the Popes charism of infallibility to a certain event, specifically when he defines a doctrine to be excepted de fide by the whole Church. If it were impossible for him to be in error on matters of faith and morals other times this clarification would have no meaning. It also would imply then that Pope John XXII would have never been the Pope, or at least not until the last day of his pontificate when he renounced the error which he had proclaimed publicly from the pulpit that the beatific vision is not seen by the Saints until the last judgment, an error which was clearly false by reason of the whole weight of the Church’s universal magisterium up until that time. The Church has certainly never declared null the pontificate of Pope John XXII, who actually made other infallible pronouncements during his reign, regarding particularly the heresies of the spirituals and flagellates.
Second Error
“By reason of Pope Paul IV’s Apostolic Constitution, “Cum Ex Apostolatus,” a man who is a heretic cannot be elected to the Papal dignity, despite the unanimous consent of the cardinals…”

The error here is to assume that “Cum Ex Apostolatus,” is either an infallible document or still in force. It is a disciplinary document, which is not irreformable and can be annulled. To confirm it is disciplinary one can refer to Bishop Fullers “True and False Infallibility of the Popes.” Most sedevacantists will admit this. In regards to the second error, whenever a full Code of Canon Law is promulgated, it explicitly abrogates canons and disciplinary laws which came before it therefore only if a canon is explicitly carried in the new code does it remain in effect. Cum Ex Apostolatus was abolished when the 1917 Code of Cannon Law came into effect. Its precepts on papal elections replaced anything that came before it, and enshrined Pope Pius X’s apostolic constitution on papal elections as the authority.

Some would continue to object, that the 1917 Code does not abolish “Cum Ex Apostolatus” because the Code references the Bull to show how Bishops can be deposed. They fail to realize that this is predominately commentary on the code to explain how deposing hierarchs generally takes place. Just because bishops can still loose office and the Bull is referenced in the 1917 Code, it does not follow that everything in “Cum Ex Apostolatus” is still in effect. For instance the Bull also speaks of how if a king harbors a heretic, his kingdom shall be forfeit and seized. Surely this is Bull no longer in effect.
(Note: For the Code of Canon Law, visit: http://www.vatican.va/archive/ENG1104/_INDEX.HTM.) 
Third Error
“In the 1917 Code of Canon law, Canon 188.4 shows that a Pope who is becomes a heretic loses his office.”

Canon 188 states: “Through tacit resignation, accepted by the Law itself, all offices become vacant by the fact itself (ipso facto) and without any declaration if a cleric … (the canon gives eight possible occurrences of which the fourth is) … has publicly defected from the Catholic Faith.”

Canon 188 on first appearance would seem to indicate that a heretic loses office. However this is not the case. “To defect” according to the American Heritage dictionary means, “To abandon a position or association, often to join an opposing group.” The etymology according to the “Online Etymology Dictionary” explains the origin of the word, as coming from the Latin word ‘defectus’ meaning “failure, revolt,” or ‘deficere’ “to fail, desert.” Clearly what is spoken of by Canon 188 is apostasy, the complete repudiation and abandonment of the Catholic faith. This can also be discerned from the context of the Canon.

This particular cause of losing an ecclesiastical office is found in that section of the Code dealing with the resignation of such an office (canons 184–191) and is part of a canon which lists eight sorts of actions which the law treats as “tacit resignations.” In other words, they are the sorts of actions that can be safely taken as evidence that the cleric in question does not even to want to continue in the office he held up till that time, even though he may never have bothered to put his resignation or abdication in writing.

Other examples within canon 188 make clear the sort of thing that is contemplated. Paragraph 3 has in mind a priest who accepts promotion to another ecclesiastical office incompatible with his previous one (e.g., a new diocesan bishop, whose very consecration could be taken as a tacit resignation from his previous office of being pastor of a certain parish). Paragraph 5 mentions clerics who get married, whether canonically (with a dispensation) or merely civilly. Paragraph 6 mentions clerics who, contrary to canon law, spontaneously join the secular armed forces.

In such a context, therefore, canon 188 §4, in speaking of “public defection from” (or “abandonment of’) the Catholic faith, can mean only that kind of defection that is obvious and indisputable before all the world, even to doctrinally illiterate Catholics and non-Catholics. In this kind of defection, the cleric in question ceases even to profess the Catholic faith and clearly has not the slightest desire to continue in his previous clerical office. Sedevacantists must admit that these occupants of the Apostolic Palace, recognized by the world as popes, have all at least publicly professed to be Catholics throughout their respective pontificates and have shown every public sign of intending to continue exercising the papal office until their dying day.
Fourth Error
“The excommunicated cannot hold office or be elected Pope.”

This is false for according to Pope Pius XII’s Apostolic Constitution “Vacantis Apostolicae Sedis,” “None of the cardinals may in any way, or by pretext or reason of any excommunication, suspension, or interdict whatsoever, or of any other ecclesiastical impediment, be excluded from the active and passive election of the supreme pontiff. We hereby suspend such censures solely for the purposes of the said election; at other times they are to remain in vigor.”

Active in this context means that such a cardinal may vote in the election, while passive means he himself can be elected. This goes to show that even if sedevacantist claims that Pope John XXIII and subsequent were affiliated or even of the ranks of Freemasons or that their electors had been, then these Popes are still valid popes and their elections are perfectly valid. One wonders why Pope Pius XII would go to such lengths to do ensure this, probably since he feared the coming era would bring grave scandal and he wished to ensure and preserve the office of the papacy.
Fifth Error
“Vatican II promulgated heresy, therefore the men who reigned over the council and have propagated it cannot be true popes.”

First it is of importance to revert back to the first error which I have taken to disprove. One must first take into account the intention and nature of the Council as has been declared by the Council itself in the Nota Previa of Lumen Gentium, Pope Paul VI’s general audience of January 12, 1966, and the writings of theologians like Dietrich Von Hildebrand. It is clear from these that the Second Vatican council declared nothing which was to be understood as binding on the Church, especially in matters of faith and morals. In fact the Council specifically avoided doing so.

Remember that according to Dietrich Von Hildebrand, “When the pope speaks ex cathedra on faith or morals, then unconditional acceptance and submission is required of every Catholic. But it is false to extend this loyalty to encyclicals in which new theses are proposed.”

Also the errors or alleged errors of the Second Vatican Council are shrouded in ambiguity making it impossible to truly convict the adherents or authors of heresy. Orthodox traditionalists, men like Ottaviani and Lefebvre all signed (most of) the documents of the council. The document with the most blatant contradiction of previous Church teaching is Dignitatis Humanae, which appears at odds with the Syllabus of Errors, and Quanta Cura, though it again is ambiguous. Although this should cause concern for Catholics Pope Pius IX gave an approbation to what is considered the most legitimate source for understanding Papal Infallibility, “The True and False Infallibility of Popes,” which declares that the Syllabus and Quanta Cura are not infallible declarations. Unfortunately the Council was shrouded in ambiguity and all the concerns of traditionalist Catholics cannot all be discussed in this work, however Catholics who privately discern error in the Council should not be swayed into Sedevacantism because the Council did not intent to be binding on the Church or infallible in anyway.
Sixth Error
“The post-Vatican II Church cannot be the True Catholic Church because it has promulgated evil rites such as the Novus Ordo Mass, Communion on the Hand, and altar girls.”

For this I will take into account the legitimate objections raised here in light of tradition.

Auctorem Fide states, “The proposition of the synod by which it shows itself eager to remove the cause through which, in part, there has been induced a forgetfulness of the principles relating to the order of the liturgy, “by recalling it (the liturgy) to a greater simplicity of rites, by expressing it in the vernacular language, by uttering it in a loud voice”; as if the present order of the liturgy, received and approved by the Church, had emanated in some part from the forgetfulness of the principles by which it should be regulated,—rash, offensive to pious ears, insulting to the Church, favorable to the charges of heretics against it.”

This seems to condemn the Novus Ordo Mass, however what has truly been condemned is the idea that extreme simplification of the Rites and the use of the vernacular, and Mass offered in a loud voice, are superior to the traditional Rite of the Church. What is condemned is a mindset, which no doubt many of the supporters of the New Rite cling to. However a simplified ritual is not condemned. Long before the Second Vatican Council the Carthusians have used a greatly simplified version of the Roman Rite. The Eastern Rites though they have their own sacred language, have predominately used the vernacular throughout their history, and the Latin Rite itself was originally changed to Latin because it was the vernacular. These things are not intrinsically evil, and you will find many holy and orthodox priests and faithful who use the Novus Ordo Mass and have completely orthodox understanding of the Catholic faith.

We must always remember that according to Dietrich von Hildebrand “But when it is a question of . . . the introduction of a new missal, or the rearrangement of the Church calendar, or the new rubrics for the liturgy, then our obedience as Vatican I declares, but by no means our agreement is required.”

Pope Benedict XIV in his encyclical “Allatae Sunt” wrote, “Pope Gelasius in his ninth letter (chap. 26) to the bishops of Lucania condemned the evil practice which had been introduced of women serving the priest at the celebration of Mass. Since this abuse had spread to the Greeks, Innocent IV strictly forbade it in his letter to the bishop of Tusculum: ‘Women should not dare to serve at the altar; they should be altogether refused this ministry.’ We too have forbidden this practice in the same words….”

First we must realize that Church discipline is not irreformable. However we still realize that Church discipline cannot be evil and this certainly seems to condemn the use of female altar servers an intrinsically evil act, however it is not an infallible condemnation. Also we must look at why it was condemned as an evil practice. In both the East and West it was understood that serving at the altar was preparation for the priesthood and ideally it still should be viewed and reverenced as such. However if one takes an honest look at the Novus Ordo Mass one realizes that sadly this role is no longer as noble. The altar server observes the Mass in no more special a way than the laity. There are no words or actions he observes which are not easily seen by those in the pews. Realistically the serves role could easily be replaced by furniture. Though Catholics can see that this is perhaps and unwise or lamentable change, it is not intrinsically evil for it is essentially a far different role than the traditional one.

Scholars recognize that it has in fact been the custom of the Church since the beginning to receive communion on the tongue, and not to receive the host on the hands. Even touching the sacred vessels, much less the Sacred Host, was forbidden by Pope Sixtus the First as early the second century. Heretics from Aryans to the Protestants adopted the practice to show their contempt for the doctrine of the real presence, however this act once again is not intrinsically evil. If an act is intrinsically evil it can never be acceptable, however it is well known that the Church has adopted this practice in times of persecution from the times of the catacombs to the Communist revolution in Mexico. However lamentable it might be, the Church has the right to change this discipline.
Seventh Error
“Canon 844 of the New Code of Canon Law is intrinsically evil, and therefore could not have been promulgated by a valid pope.”

The part objected to in Canon 844, parts 2-4 are represented below.

“2. Whenever necessity requires or genuine spiritual advantage suggests, and provided that the danger of error or indifferentism is avoided, it is lawful for the faithful for whom it is physically or morally impossible to approach a Catholic minister, to receive the sacraments of penance, Eucharist, and anointing of the sick from non-Catholic ministers in whose churches these sacraments are valid.

3. Catholic ministers may licitly administer the sacraments of penance, Eucharist and anointing of the sick to members of the oriental churches which do not have full communion with the Catholic Church, if they ask on their own for the sacraments and are properly disposed. This holds also for members of other churches, which in the judgment of the Apostolic See are in the same condition as the oriental churches as far as these sacraments are concerned.

4. If the danger of death is present or other grave necessity, in the judgment of the diocesan bishop or the conference of bishops, Catholic ministers may licitly administer these sacraments to other Christians who do not have full communion with the Catholic Church, who cannot approach a minister of their own community and on their own ask for it, provided they manifest Catholic faith in these sacraments and are properly disposed.”

The 1917 Code of Canon Law strictly prohibited giving Holy Communion or the other sacraments to non-Catholics. This flows from the constant teaching of the Church that there is no salvation outside of her, and that the sacraments are the ultimate means of salvation, particularly Holy Communion, which is also the most perfect sign of Catholic unity. 
St. Jerome said of those who receive the sacraments outside of the Catholic Church, “Whoever eats the lamb outside this house is profane.” I won’t pretend that the current practice isn’t a breach with tradition or extremely dangerous.

However the Catholic Church according to the teaching of the Popes, though a perfect and visible society instituted by Christ is not only made up of those who are explicitly members. The Catechism of Pope St. Pius X says,

“If he is outside the Church through no fault of his, that is, if he is in good faith, and if he has received Baptism, or at least has the implicit desire of Baptism; and if, moreover, he sincerely seeks the truth and does God’s will as best he can, such a man is indeed separated from the body of the Church, but is united to the soul of the Church and consequently is on the way of salvation.”

Hence it follows that even though in 1917 it was explicitly forbidden the Church could give Holy Communion to those separated from her “in good faith,” or “through no fault of their own.” The judgment of whether someone is truly “in good faith” is one that can only be made absolutely by God however the Church has given her ministers the authority to make the assumption for the good of souls who potentially receive sanctifying grace through the sacraments. After all both the 1917 and 1983 Canon Laws make clear, “The Highest Law is the Salvation of Souls.” However the error of indifferentism must be avoided therefore Catholic ministers are still bound to preach the Catholic faith uncompromisingly, and hopefully those who are in separated in good faith can through the sacramental grace they receive, and through charitable and efficacious preaching be brought to perfect visible union with the See of Peter.

What I have just stated may very well sound rash and unacceptable to some at a glance, but it is not all together new in the Church’s history. Clement VI (1342-1352), for example, gave a very general permission to Armenian priests who had returned to the Catholic Church: these he permitted to administer the sacraments among the schismatics, not in approval of their schism, – this is stated – but to lead them back to obedience to the true Church.
Eighth Error
“The Novus Ordo Mass changed the words of the consecration to the point where it is invalid, particularly with the vernacular change of ‘for many’ to ‘for all.’ The Mass has also deformed the intention of the priest rendering it invalid.”

Though the Novus Ordo is a drastic change the charge of invalidity is false on all accounts. The Catechism of the Council of Trent admitted that not all the words of the consecration were of equal importance. The Catechism of St. Pius X states,

“5 Q: What is the form of the sacrament of the Eucharist?

A: The form of the sacrament of the Eucharist consists of the words used by Jesus Christ Himself: “This is My Body: This is My Blood.””

Unless St. Pius X was in error on this matter of extreme importance, these are the only necessary words for the form of consecration. As long as other words of consecration do not negate the meaning of the sacrament, or are heretical, then it is valid. The words in Latin meaning for many translate, “for you and for many unto the remission of sins.” However the vernacular translations are often wrong saying, “for you and for all so that sins may be forgiven.” Though it is a mistranslation of the official text it is not heretical for “unto the remission of sins” and “so that sins may be forgiven” are both doctrinally true and cannot render the Mass invalid.

As for intention, the famous Ottaviani intervention stated that the Novus Ordo Mass constituted “a striking departure” from the theology of the Council of Trent. He stated that the focus of the Mass had been shifted from its primary function of the unbloody representation of the eternal sacrifice of Christ to the Masses vastly secondary function of a communal meal. Though in a sense both are true the focus is clearly less on the primary and more on the secondary, however the Novus Ordo’s rubrics and text do not oppose nor abandon the primary and proper understanding of the Mass. Most priests, particularly those who model themselves off the “conservative” EWTN television network would certainly give you a text book definition of the Mass and their intention to do what the Church has always done cannot be doubted.
Ninth Error
“Following the same logic which caused Pope Leo XIII to declare the Anglican church’s form of Episcopal Consecration invalid in ‘Apostolic Curae,’ the New form of Episcopal Consecrations are invalid.”

Pope Pius XII, in his Apostolic Constitution “Sacramentum Ordinis,” laid down the general principle when he declared that for Holy Orders these must “univocally (or unambiguously) signify the sacramental effects – that is, the power of the Order and the grace of the Holy Ghost.”

We know there can be variety in the forms of the sacraments provided the essentials are present. See for example of the Traditional Latin form of Episcopal consecration and an Eastern Rite form.

Traditional Latin: “Perfect in Thy priest the fullness of thy ministry and, clothing him in all the ornaments of spiritual glorification, sanctify him with the dew of Heavenly anointing.”

Byzantine: “Through the election and approbation of the (most senior) most sacred metropolitans, Divine Grace, which ever heals that which is infirm and fulfills that which is lacking, through the Laying on of Hands, elevates this presbyter, Most Beloved of God, to the episcopacy; let us pray for him that the Grace of the All-Holy Spirit may come upon him.”

Now let’s look at the Novus Ordo form. The following was declared by Pope Paul VI to be the essential part:

“So now pour out upon this chosen one that power which is from you, the governing Spirit whom you gave to your beloved Son, Jesus Christ, the Spirit given by Him to the Holy Apostles, who founded the Church in every place to be your temple for the unceasing glory and praise of your name.”
“Governing Spirit” is clearly the Holy Ghost, it is no less ambiguous than the traditional reference to “the dew of Heavenly anointing.” Second we find the power of the order of the Episcopacy in the words “the power which is from you… the Spirit given by Him to the Holy Apostles” for faithful Catholics know that the Bishops are the successors of the Apostles.

Pope Leo XIII declared the Anglicans had lost valid orders because in their rite the form was merely, “Receive the Holy Ghost.” This was clearly invalid because the power of the order was never invoked.

 In 1622 the Anglican form was changed to, “Receive the Holy Ghost, for the office and work of a Bishop.” In addition to a change in the invalid Episcopal consecration form, there was also a change in the priestly ordination form. Of that Pope Leo wrote,

“But even if this addition could give to the form its due signification, it was introduced too late, as a century had already elapsed since the adoption of the Edwardine Ordinal, for, as the Hierarchy had become extinct, there remained no power of ordaining.”

Of the form of episcopal consecration he wrote, “The same holds good of (their newer form of) episcopal consecration… but even these, as we shall presently state, must be understood in a sense different to that which they bear in the Catholic rite…” He goes on to show that the Anglican Ritual no longer even grasps the nature of the sacrificial nature of the priesthood.

Some Sedevacantist would argue that the Novus Ordo Episcopal consecrations must be invalid because the concept of the sacrificial nature of the Mass is gone in the Novus Ordo Mass, but as we have established already this is not the case. Also from the very Mass of Episcopal Consecration the prayers clearly reflect the sacrificial nature of the priesthood. After the essential form is prayed by all the consecrating Bishops the following prayer is recited with the laying of the hands by the principal consecrator,

“Father, you know all hearts. You have chosen your servant for the office of bishop. May he be a shepherd to your holy flock, and a high priest blameless in your sight, ministering to you night and day; may he always gain the blessing of your favor and offer the gifts of your holy Church. Through the Spirit who gives the grace of high priesthood grant him the power to forgive sins as you have commanded, to assign ministries as you have decreed, and to loose every bond by the authority which you gave to your apostles. May he be pleasing to you by his gentleness and purity of heart, presenting a fragrant offering to you, through Jesus Christ, your Son, through whom glory and power and honor are yours with the Holy Spirit in your holy Church, now and for ever. Amen…. God has brought you to share the high priesthood of Christ, May he pour out on you the oil of mystical anointing and enrich you with spiritual blessings.”

Clearly nothing is lacking in the form or intention.
Tenth Error
“Cardinal Siri was elected to the Pontificate in 1958 and took the name Pope Gregory XVII but was illegally forced to step down because of death threats, possibly even threats of a nuclear bomb being dropped on Rome. Before his death he consecrated bishops and made cardinals secretly…”

This sounds like something out of the world of Tom Clancy, or worse a Dan Brown novel. To those who subscribe to this theory I admit that some of the things which Siri supposedly said give the eerie impression that this theory has some validity. However it lies entirely in the realm of conspiracy. There is no way to prove or disprove it. If the previous sedevacantist arguments had convinced me that John XXIII through Benedict XVI were not Popes, then the Siri theory would be a reasonable conclusion to the question, “how did this happen?”. However this is not the case as I have demonstrated.

The only facts which can be confirmed are that Cardinal Siri was the Bishop of Genoa, that he vowed obedience to Pope John XXIII and his successors, that he offered the Novus Ordo Mass with profound reverence and in a traditional manner, and that he was responsible for the spiritual formation of the founders of the Institute of Christ the King.

Though possible it is unreasonable to believe that a Pope would be such a coward as to vow obedience to anti-popes and let the Church be dissolved into a secret underground society. Vatican I declared that the Pope would have perpetual successors and that he was the visible source of the Church’s unity. I end with the words of Our Lord whose spirit is inconsistent with this theory.

“You are the light of the world. A city seated on a mountain cannot be hid. Neither do men light a candle and put it under a bushel, but upon a candlestick, that it may shine to all that are in the house.” Matthew 5:14-15
Eleventh Error, a Rebuttal
“You’re missing the point! It is the teaching of Sts. Bellarmine, Francis De Sales, Alphonsus Liguori that a heretical pope would ipso facto fall from the pontificate!”

It is true that these men thought that, it was their private opinion. They would also be the first to admit that it was their private opinion, certainly not infallible truth. It was debated during the protestant reformation and the First Vatican Council what would happen if a Pope were found to be a heretic, but the Church never settled this debate. Throughout these debates it was the “more common opinion” according to the respected theologian Billuart that, “Christ, by a particular providence, for the common good and the tranquility of the Church, continues to give jurisdiction to an even manifestly heretical pontiff until such time as he should be declared a manifest heretic by the Church.”

The Dominican Father Garrigou-Lagrange, (vehemently anti-modernist theologian and renowned neo-Thomist who lived from 1877-1964) basing his reasoning on Billuart, explains in his treatise “De Verbo Incarnato,” that a heretical pope, while no longer a member of the Church, can still be her head. For, what is impossible in the case of a physical head is possible, albeit abnormal, for a secondary moral head.
“The reason is that, whereas a physical head cannot influence the members without receiving the vital influx of the soul, a moral head, as is the Roman Pontiff, can exercise jurisdiction over the Church even if he does not receive from the soul of the Church any influx of interior faith or charity.”

Note also that I have not tried the Popes for heresy in this work, but rather the sedevacantist thesis which I believe to have given ample evidence to dismiss as heresy.
Can you be both a Catholic and a Sedevacantist?

http://canonlawmadeeasy.com/2017/04/20/can-you-be-both-a-catholic-and-a-sedevacantist/ 
By Cathy Caridi JCL [http://canonlawmadeeasy.com/archives/], April 20, 2017
Q: I have recently become friends with someone who follows Sedevacantism. It has provided an opportunity for me to be challenged to more fully understand church teaching. Would you explain why Sedevacantism is heretical? –Sarah
A: A tiny but consistent minority of Catholics would identify themselves as sedevacantists, and it’s a phenomenon that doesn’t appear to be going away any time soon. Let’s take a look at what the term actually means, and then we’ll see how its proponents fit (or don’t) into the universal Catholic Church.

The English word “sedevacantist” comes from the Latin phrase sede vacante (“the seat being vacant”), which is commonly used during those infrequent periods when there is no Pope. After a Pope dies—or as we saw rather recently, if he resigns his office—there is a brief span before a conclave starts and a new Pope is elected. During that time, nobody would disagree that the papal seat really is vacant; but once the Cardinals elect a man who accepts the office of Pope, the seat isn’t vacant any more. As we saw back in http://canonlawmadeeasy.com/2013/02/21/canon-law-and-the-upcoming-conclave/ “Canon Law and the Upcoming Conclave,” canon 332.1 notes that when the Cardinals in conclave have lawfully elected a man who has been consecrated a bishop, he becomes Pope the moment he accepts the election. From that point on, the seat is filled until the new Pope either dies or resigns. Catholics ordinarily take this for granted, even if they don’t fully understand all the details.

But sedevacantists are Catholics who think that there currently is no Pope, and therefore “the seat is vacant.” That obviously means that they believe Francis is not really Pope today—and in years gone by, there have been sedevacantists who insisted that Benedict XVI was not a valid Pope, while others said that Saint John Paul II was an imposter Pope, and still others have held that there has been no Pope since Pius XII died back in 1958.

What are they thinking? This can be a complicated question to answer, because sedevacantists are not a single, unified group who all believe exactly the same thing. Many unrelated groups of sedevacantists will tell you, for example, that when Pius XII died, the Catholic Church’s leadership fell into heresy (and they will cite the entirety of the Second Vatican Council as proof of this). Since every Cardinal who’s been elected Pope since then has accepted the teachings of Vatican II—and in fact, every Pope between Pius XII and Francis actually attended Vatican II and helped shape the documents it produced—these people conclude that all of these men were heretics and thus cannot possibly have been legitimately elected as Pope. Here’s a group in Japan that holds this position, for example http://www.cesnur.org/conferences/riga2000/zoccatelli.htm; and here’s another group http://www.opusdeialert.com/footnotes.htm which declares that for the same reason John Paul II was a “usurper and anti-Pope,” and Benedict XVI was/is a “heretic.”

(For the record, these groups don’t seem to know or to care that many theologians have repeatedly complained that the actual documents of Vatican II are too often ignored, in favor of an undefined “spirit of Vatican II” that generally contradicts what the Council Fathers actually said. Benedict XVI talked and wrote about this problem countless times, including his homily at the Mass celebrating the 50 anniversary of the opening of the Council http://w2.vatican.va/content/benedict-xvi/en/homilies/2012/documents/hf_ben-xvi_hom_20121011_anno-fede.htm, and his very last talk with the clergy of Rome before his resignation http://w2.vatican.va/content/benedict-xvi/en/speeches/2013/february/documents/hf_ben-xvi_spe_20130214_clero-roma.html.)

Other variations of sedevacantism can seem more exotic. A different group http://www.thepopeinred.com/thesis.htm holds to this day that Pope St. John XXIII was not the Pope who was really elected in 1958. They insist that a different Cardinal was actually elected, but was then “forced to abdicate immediately” in some unspecified way by unnamed evil forces. (It is interesting that they don’t explain why the College of Cardinals permitted this to happen, and then publicly accepted John XXIII as Pope, if they all knew they’d really elected someone else.) And another sedevacantist group doesn’t seem to have a website: they held that Benedict XVI wasn’t really Pope because John Paul II didn’t actually die in 2005 —rather, he went into hiding because his enemies were trying to kill him. They asserted that the body that lay in state before John Paul II’s funeral (and visibly began decomposing, as many visitors attested), was merely a decoy.

Some sedevacantist groups have taken matters into their own hands, and elected a Pope themselves. In the United States, a former Capuchin priest https://web.archive.org/web/20120628195359/http:/www.truecatholic.us:80/pope/faq.htm was elected “Pope Pius XIII” in Washington State—although when he died in 2009, it does not appear that they chose a successor. Meanwhile, in Kansas a former seminarian was elected “Pope Michael” by a handful of Catholics, including his parents.

By now, readers who have never heard of such things may be shaking their heads in amazement. But instead of getting caught up in the details of the individual sedevacantist arguments, it’s important to focus on the one fundamental issue that most of these groups have in common: they hold that at some point in the past century or so, the Popes in some way, for some reason, were not validly elected. And since a man who isn’t validly elected Pope can’t validly select new Bishops and Cardinals, this means that subsequent Popes were chosen by non-Cardinals, meaning that the new Popes weren’t/aren’t validly elected either. So sedevacantists are basically saying that the hierarchy of the Catholic Church has pretty much ceased to exist.
What does canon law have to say about this?

You won’t find the word “sedevacantist” anywhere in the Code of Canon Law. But it’s nonetheless fairly easy to apply existing law to this phenomenon, because canon law does have a term for Catholics who refuse to accept the authority of the Pope, or the Bishops whom he or his predecessors have appointed as Cardinals. Canon 751 tells us that schism is the withdrawal of submission to the Supreme Pontiff or from communion with the members of the Church subject to him. And this is where sedevacantism fits into the equation.

As we saw in “What is the ‘Old Catholic Church’?” http://canonlawmadeeasy.com/2016/10/13/what-is-the-old-catholic-church/ canon 205 tells us that a baptized Catholic is in full communion with the Catholic Church if he accepts the Catholic faith, Catholic sacraments, and Catholic governance—and it’s the issue of rejecting church governance that is the key problem with sedevacantism. If you don’t believe that this or that papal document was issued by a man who is/was really the Pope, then you naturally don’t intend to abide by whatever it says. A Catholic who thinks that all the Popes since St. John XXIII were invalidly elected is obviously not going to obey anything that these Popes have said. In other words, by refusing to accept the authority of the current Pope or his recent predecessors, a Catholic who’s a sedevacantist willfully puts himself into a state of schism.

Some of the specific positions advocated by various groups of sedevacantists might strike ordinary Catholics as funny, but schism is no laughing matter. Under canon law it is considered a crime against religion and the unity of the Church, and thus a schismatic incurs a latae sententiae excommunication (c. 1364.1). The concept of latae sententiae penalties is largely misunderstood, as it has no parallel in the criminal law of modern countries; but in a nutshell, a person who incurs a latae sententiae penalty does so ipso facto, without any judge or other ecclesiastical authority formally imposing it on him. (See “Have Pro-Abortion Politicians excommunicated themselves?” http://canonlawmadeeasy.com/2010/10/21/have-pro-abortion-politicians-excommunicated-themselves/ for a more detailed discussion of how latae sententiae penalties work.)

True, for a Catholic to incur any latae sententiae penalty, all of the conditions listed in canon 1323 must first be met. As has been said before many times in this space, a Catholic cannot be excommunicated accidentally or unknowingly—it can only happen if he commits an excommunicable offense with full knowledge and freedom.

But since sedevacantists tend to cite (incorrectly) a lot of canon law in support of their positions, it seems reasonable to assume that they are aware of both the Church’s position on the crime of schism, and the penalties that may accompany it.

There is nothing illogical about drawing this conclusion about sedevacantists. Think about it: how can you be in full communion with the Catholic Church, if you refuse to acknowledge the authority of the leaders of the Catholic Church?

An important distinction needs to be made here, between disliking what a Pope says/does, and claiming that he is not really the Pope. If you’re Catholic, you don’t have to like the Pope or his predecessors; you just have to acknowledge that he is in fact the Pope, and as such he is the head of the Catholic Church on earth and thus our hierarchical superior. Far too many critical Catholics cross this line, and conclude that because they object to the words or actions of a Pope, that it’s somehow appropriate to question whether he holds the papal office or not.

You’ll sometimes see them put the title of “Pope” in quotation marks to indicate their skepticism, like this group which still finds fault with “Pope John Paul II.” http://novusordowatch.org/john-paul-ii/ 
Over nearly 2000 years the Catholic Church has certainly had its share of controversial Popes—who either by their own personal conduct, or by the teachings or other positions that they promoted, caused scandal and division in their time. But history shows that sticking with the Pope, through thick and thin, is always, always the right move in the end… even if it’s fraught with confusion in the short term.

For example, Pope Honorius I (who reigned 625-638) came perilously close to embracing a position on the nature of Christ that was an open question at the time, but was later deemed to be heretical. (To be fair, he never taught it authoritatively.) After his death, the issue was discussed at an Ecumenical Council, the Third Council of Constantinople, and the position which Honorius I personally favored was subsequently condemned. Imagine all the confusion that this must have caused to Catholics back in the 7 century! Yet nobody seriously questions the fact that Honorius I was “really” Pope. If you walked away from the authority of Pope Honorius I, you walked away from the Catholic Church—period.

Boniface VIII reigned 1294-1303, succeeding Pope St. Celestine V who had resigned–a historical event discussed more fully in “Can a Pope Ever Resign?” http://canonlawmadeeasy.com/2013/01/03/can-a-pope-everresign/ –and returned to his previous monastic life. Boniface promptly had Celestine imprisoned in such harsh conditions that he eventually died (apparently the new Pope was afraid his predecessor might want his job back). He then spent years in vicious, violent feuds with (among others) the Kings of France and of Sicily, insisting that as Pope he had the right to involve himself in political policies, since they involved faith and morals. After his death, both politicians and churchmen testified at his posthumous trial for heresy, although the matter eventually ended inconclusively.

Boniface, who also happened to be a canon lawyer, has gone down in history as arguably one of the worst Popes the Church ever had. The constant uproar caused throughout Europe by his policies is unimaginable today. But that does not mean he wasn’t the validly elected Pope, the true head of the Church.

The Spanish Pope Alexander VI ruled 1492-1503, and made no attempt to conceal the fact that he had about ten illegitimate children (to this day they have not all been identified with certainty) by several mistresses. He openly angled for lucrative, honorable positions for his children, which among other things involved naming one an Archbishop and Cardinal even though he was not even a priest! His well-known daughter, Lucretia Borgia, was married off for political reasons; but when policies changed, Alexander didn’t hesitate to grant Lucretia an annulment (which to be honest, might actually have been justified) and then arrange for her to marry someone else. The blatantly immoral lifestyle of this Pope was known to everyone, and while the Catholic world was scandalized, there was never any suggestion that he was not actually the validly elected head of the Catholic Church.
Pope Leo X was a member of the wealthy and powerful de Medici family, who had been named a Cardinal at the age of 14. Upon his election in 1513, Leo famously remarked, “God has given us the papacy, let us enjoy it!” He promptly began to spend church funds so lavishly that he soon ran out of money—and then made the infamous decision in 1516 to grant indulgences in exchange for financial donations. This provoked a strong reaction from a certain Augustinian priest up in Germany, who publicly attacked the hypocrisy of church officials who (among other things) claimed to represent Christ while living such morally dissolute lives. Ironically, Pope Leo X may have given Augustinian Father Martin Luther plenty of ammunition to criticize the way he governed the Church; but when Luther’s followers abandoned Leo X, they also abandoned the Catholic Church.

As most of us know, Luther would go on to attack not merely the abuses of the clergy (which in many cases were painfully obvious, and hardly arguable!), but also many basic elements of Catholic doctrine—and he was excommunicated for the latter, not the former. Looking back on the Reformation today, it all seems far less confusing than it was at the time, since some valid points were made on both sides, and for many years the average Catholic had no idea what was really going on and which side’s arguments were right. But one thing is abundantly clear today: the sinful, scandalous Pope Leo X didn’t leave the Catholic Church. Luther and his fans did.

This is certainly not an exhaustive list of periods of difficulty in the Church. It doesn’t even take account of the multiple instances when the Church leadership was contested between two or even three men who all claimed to be Pope, causing complete chaos! These include the nearly 40-year-long Western Schism, which began when Catherine of Siena convinced Pope Gregory XI to return to live in Rome, instead of in the French city of Avignon.

The French Cardinals reacted by electing a French Pope of their own—which led many reasonable people to conclude that Catherine of Siena was responsible for this crisis in the Church, and that Gregory XI was at fault for leaving Avignon and provoking all this predictable confusion. Nowadays, of course, Catherine is both a Saint and a Doctor of the Church, and it is universally taken for granted that the Pope should live in Rome, not in France; but realize that in the late 14 and early 15 centuries this was anything but clear!

Of course it would be possible to provide many more examples, but by now the point should be obvious. The Catholic Church has gone through one rocky period after another, but it has never meant that the Pope should be disregarded as the true head of the Church. When people take it upon themselves to decide that the Pope isn’t really the Pope because he took a sketchy theological position, or because his personal morals were scandalous, or because it looks like his election wasn’t done quite right… they’re playing with fire. Often it can take many years, even centuries, before the dust settles, and the real issues that were at play in a given crisis can be seen and properly assessed. But the one thing that always holds true for Catholics throughout history is Christ’s statement in Matt. 16:18: “On this rock [Peter] I will build My Church, and the gates of hell shall not prevail against it.” No merely human institution, like the Red Cross or the Xerox Corporation, could ever survive the external attacks, infighting, scandals and ideological debates that the Catholic Church has endured, and will presumably continue to endure until the end of time. Those Catholics who grit their teeth and stick with the Pope—regardless of whether he’s likeable, or intelligent, or even a morally good person—are invariably shown to have chosen the correct side.

At his last public audience before his resignation took effect in 2013 http://canonlawmadeeasy.com/2013/02/21/canon-law-and-the-upcoming-conclave/, Pope Benedict XVI directly addressed the issue of the human flaws and failings that can always be found in the leaders of the Church:

The Church is not mine, it is not ours, but it is His…. and it is He Who guides it, certainly also through those whom He has chosen, because so He has willed it.

It is the fact that the Catholic Church continues to exist, despite its imperfect human leaders, that (if anything) should strengthen the faith of Catholics—since it is evident that countless sinful and otherwise flawed clergy over the past 20 centuries have failed to destroy it.

To sum up: Sarah is on the right track about sedevacantism, but it’s more accurate to say that it is a schismatic movement rather than a heretical one. As sedevacantist Catholics refuse to acknowledge the authority of the Holy Father(s), deciding for themselves that he/they are not really Pope(s), they are deliberately taking themselves out of full communion with the Church. It’s a dangerous thing to do, so let’s pray that despite the undeniable human imperfections of the current and previous Popes, Catholics will realize the need to remain within the Church, and let God sort everything out.
(The above article explains why Catholics must remain within the Church despite having, in Francis, the worst Pope in modern history.)
Cathy Caridi (http://canonlawmadeeasy.com) is an American canon lawyer who practices law and teaches in Rome.
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http://ephesians-511.net/docs/QUO_VADIS_PAPA_FRANCISCO_37-A_BEACH_BALL_BEFORE_THE_TABERNACLE.doc
QUO VADIS PAPA FRANCISCO 38-CONFESSIONAL ABSOLUTION WITHOUT A SHRED OF REPENTANCE 
http://ephesians-511.net/docs/QUO_VADIS_PAPA_FRANCISCO_38-CONFESSIONAL_ABSOLUTION_WITHOUT_A_SHRED_OF_REPENTANCE.doc
QUO VADIS PAPA FRANCISCO 39-SILENT ON ISLAMIST TERRORISM CONCEDING TO ISLAM 
http://ephesians-511.net/docs/QUO_VADIS_PAPA_FRANCISCO_39-SILENT_ON_ISLAMIST_TERRORISM_CONCEDING_TO_ISLAM.doc
QUO VADIS PAPA FRANCISCO 40-THE PURGE OF THE CONGREGATION FOR DIVINE WORSHIP 

http://ephesians-511.net/docs/QUO_VADIS_PAPA_FRANCISCO_40-THE_PURGE_OF_THE_CONGREGATION_FOR_DIVINE_WORSHIP.doc
QUO VADIS PAPA FRANCISCO 41-LIBERATION THEOLOGIAN BANNED EX-PRIEST BOFF SAYS FRANCIS IS ONE OF US 
http://ephesians-511.net/docs/QUO_VADIS_PAPA_FRANCISCO_41-LIBERATION_THEOLOGIAN_BANNED_EX-PRIEST_BOFF_SAYS_FRANCIS_IS_ONE_OF_US.doc
QUO VADIS PAPA FRANCISCO 42-PRO-SOCIALISM, ANTI-CAPITALISM  

http://ephesians-511.net/docs/QUO_VADIS_PAPA_FRANCISCO_42-PRO-SOCIALISM_ANTI-CAPITALISM.doc
QUO VADIS PAPA FRANCISCO 43-FIRST-EVER ANGLICAN SERVICE IN VATICANS ST PETERS BASILICA
http://ephesians-511.net/docs/QUO_VADIS_PAPA_FRANCISCO_43-FIRST-EVER_ANGLICAN_SERVICE_IN_VATICANS_ST_PETERS_BASILICA.doc 
QUO VADIS PAPA FRANCISCO 44-ARE THESE RUMOURS OR ARE INTERRELIGIOUS MASSES NEXT? 

http://ephesians-511.net/docs/QUO_VADIS_PAPA_FRANCISCO_44-ARE_THESE_RUMOURS_OR_ARE_INTERRELIGIOUS_MASSES_NEXT.doc
QUO VADIS PAPA FRANCISCO 45-CRITICISM OF TRADITIONAL RELIGIOUS ORDERS AND THE TRIDENTINE MASS 
http://ephesians-511.net/docs/QUO_VADIS_PAPA_FRANCISCO_45-CRITICISM_OF_TRADITIONAL_RELIGIOUS_ORDERS_AND_THE_TRIDENTINE_MASS.doc 
QUO VADIS PAPA FRANCISCO 46-CLIMATE OF FEAR IN THE VATICAN 
http://ephesians-511.net/docs/QUO_VADIS_PAPA_FRANCISCO_46-CLIMATE_OF_FEAR_IN_THE_VATICAN.doc
QUO VADIS PAPA FRANCISCO 47-CRASS COMMENTS AND AD HOMINEM ATTACKS ON FAITHFUL CATHOLICS 

http://ephesians-511.net/docs/QUO_VADIS_PAPA_FRANCISCO_47-CRASS_COMMENTS_AND_AD_HOMINEM_ATTACKS_ON_FAITHFUL_CATHOLICS.doc
QUO VADIS PAPA FRANCISCO 48-THE DESECRATION OF SACRED SPACES IN ROME 

http://ephesians-511.net/docs/QUO_VADIS_PAPA_FRANCISCO_48-THE_DESECRATION_OF_SACRED_SPACES_IN_ROME.doc
QUO VADIS PAPA FRANCISCO 49-LITTLE REVERENCE FOR THE BLESSED SACRAMENT 
http://ephesians-511.net/docs/QUO_VADIS_PAPA_FRANCISCO_49-LITTLE_REVERENCE_FOR_THE_BLESSED_SACRAMENT.doc
QUO VADIS PAPA FRANCISCO 50-ABOLITION OF THE SOLEMN TRAPPINGS OF THE PONTIFICAL OFFICE
http://ephesians-511.net/docs/QUO_VADIS_PAPA_FRANCISCO_50-ABOLITION_OF_THE_SOLEMN_TRAPPINGS_OF_THE_PONTIFICAL_OFFICE.doc
QUO VADIS PAPA FRANCISCO 51-I AM THE POPE-I DO NOT NEED TO GIVE REASONS FOR ANY OF MY DECISIONS 
http://ephesians-511.net/docs/QUO_VADIS_PAPA_FRANCISCO_51-I_AM_THE_POPE-I_DO_NOT_NEED_TO_GIVE_REASONS_FOR_ANY_OF_MY_DECISIONS.doc
QUO VADIS PAPA FRANCISCO 52-STRIPPING THE CHURCH-THE CATHOLIC FUNERAL OF THE FUTURE  
http://ephesians-511.net/docs/QUO_VADIS_PAPA_FRANCISCO_52-STRIPPING_THE_CHURCH-THE_CATHOLIC_FUNERAL_OF_THE_FUTURE.doc
QUO VADIS PAPA FRANCISCO 53-POLICE BUST DRUG AND GAY-SEX ORGY IN VATICAN APARTMENT  
http://ephesians-511.net/docs/QUO_VADIS_PAPA_FRANCISCO_53-POLICE_BUST_DRUG_AND_GAY-SEX_ORGY_IN_VATICAN_APARTMENT.doc
QUO VADIS PAPA FRANCISCO 54-PRESBYTERIAN PASTOR MADE DIRECTOR OF L’OSSERVATORE ROMANO ARGENTINA 
http://ephesians-511.net/docs/QUO_VADIS_PAPA_FRANCISCO_54-PRESBYTERIAN_PASTOR_MADE_DIRECTOR_OF_L’OSSERVATORE_ROMANO_ARGENTINA.doc
QUO VADIS PAPA FRANCISCO 55-BRUTAL DISMISSAL OF CARDINAL MULLER AS PREFECT OF THE CDF 
http://ephesians-511.net/docs/QUO_VADIS_PAPA_FRANCISCO_55-BRUTAL_DISMISSAL_OF_CARDINAL_MULLER_AS_PREFECT_OF_THE_CDF.doc 

QUO VADIS PAPA FRANCISCO 56-HELL BENT ON THE DESTRUCTION OF CHRISTIANITY (POLITICISATION/ILLEGAL IMMIGRATION)

http://ephesians-511.net/docs/QUO_VADIS_PAPA_FRANCISCO_56-HELL_BENT_ON_THE_DESTRUCTION_OF_CHRISTIANITY.doc
QUO VADIS PAPA FRANCISCO 57-MORE NON-CATHOLIC EXPERTS ENTER THE VATICAN UNDER ARCHBISHOP PAGLIA 
http://ephesians-511.net/docs/QUO_VADIS_PAPA_FRANCISCO_57-MORE_NON-CATHOLIC_EXPERTS_ENTER_THE_VATICAN_UNDER_ARCHBISHOP_PAGLIA.doc
QUO VADIS PAPA FRANCISCO 58-HIS NEW PONTIFICAL ACADEMY FOR DEATH 
http://ephesians-511.net/docs/QUO_VADIS_PAPA_FRANCISCO_58-HIS_NEW_PONTIFICAL_ACADEMY_FOR_DEATH.doc 
QUO VADIS PAPA FRANCISCO 59-HERESY-GOD CANNOT BE GOD WITHOUT MAN 
http://ephesians-511.net/docs/QUO_VADIS_PAPA_FRANCISCO_59-HERESY-GOD_CANNOT_BE_GOD_WITHOUT_MAN.doc  
QUO VADIS PAPA FRANCISCO 60-RESHAPING THE COLLEGE OF CARDINALS TO INFLUENCE THE FUTURE OF THE CHURCH 
http://ephesians-511.net/docs/QUO_VADIS_PAPA_FRANCISCO_60-RESHAPING_THE_COLLEGE_OF_CARDINALS_TO_INFLUENCE_THE_FUTURE_OF_THE-CHURCH.doc
QUO VADIS PAPA FRANCISCO 61-CURIAL CARDINAL QUESTIONS POPE LEO XIII DECLARATION ON NULLITY OF ANGLICAN ORDERS 
http://ephesians-511.net/docs/QUO_VADIS_PAPA_FRANCISCO_61-CURIAL_CARDINAL_QUESTIONS_POPE_LEO_XIII_DECLARATION_ON_NULLITY_OF_ANGLICAN_ORDERS.doc
QUO VADIS PAPA FRANCISCO 62-CALLS HOMOEOPATHY A SCIENCE 
http://ephesians-511.net/docs/QUO_VADIS_PAPA_FRANCISCO_62-CALLS_HOMOEOPATHY_A_SCIENCE.doc
QUO VADIS PAPA FRANCISCO 63-DISTORTS SCRIPTURE TEACHES FALSE CATHOLIC ESCHATOLOGY 
http://ephesians-511.net/docs/QUO_VADIS_PAPA_FRANCISCO_63-DISTORTS_SCRIPTURE_TEACHES_FALSE_CATHOLIC_ESCHATOLOGY.doc
QUO VADIS PAPA FRANCISCO 64-CLIMATE OF FEAR IN THE ROMAN CURIA 
http://ephesians-511.net/docs/QUO_VADIS_PAPA_FRANCISCO_64-CLIMATE_OF_FEAR_IN_THE_ROMAN_CURIA.doc
QUO VADIS PAPA FRANCISCO 65-EXHORTS CATHOLIC YOUTH TO MAKE A MESS
http://ephesians-511.net/docs/QUO_VADIS_PAPA_FRANCISCO_65-EXHORTS_CATHOLIC_YOUTH_TO_MAKE_A_MESS.doc
QUO VADIS PAPA FRANCISCO 66-THE RIGGING OF THE SYNOD ON THE FAMILY CTD  

http://ephesians-511.net/docs/QUO_VADIS_PAPA_FRANCISCO_66-THE_RIGGING_OF_THE_SYNOD_ON_THE_FAMILY_CTD.doc 
QUO VADIS PAPA FRANCISCO 67-IN SWEDEN TO HONOUR HERETIC LUTHER AND THE REFORMATION  
http://ephesians-511.net/docs/QUO_VADIS_PAPA_FRANCISCO_67-IN_SWEDEN_TO_HONOUR_HERETIC_LUTHER_AND_THE_REFORMATION.doc
QUO VADIS PAPA FRANCISCO 68-CELEBRATES HERETIC LUTHER WITH STATUE AND POSTAL STAMP 

http://ephesians-511.net/docs/QUO_VADIS_PAPA_FRANCISCO_68-CELEBRATES_HERETIC_LUTHER_WITH_STATUE_AND_POSTAL_STAMP.doc
QUO VADIS PAPA FRANCISCO 69-ECUMENIA IS THE NEW EVANGELIZATION 

http://ephesians-511.net/docs/QUO_VADIS_PAPA_FRANCISCO_69-ECUMENIA_IS_THE_NEW_EVANGELIZATION.doc 

QUO VADIS PAPA FRANCISCO 70-ROMAN SQUARE NAMED AFTER ARCHHERESIARCH LUTHER 
http://ephesians-511.net/docs/QUO_VADIS_PAPA_FRANCISCO_70-ROMAN_SQUARE_NAMED_AFTER_ARCHHERESIARCH_LUTHER.doc
QUO VADIS PAPA FRANCISCO 71-SPREADING THE GOSPEL IS THE SAME AS MUSLIMS WAGING JIHAD http://ephesians-511.net/docs/QUO_VADIS_PAPA_FRANCISCO_71-SPREADING_THE_GOSPEL_IS_THE_SAME_AS_MUSLIMS_WAGING_JIHAD.doc
QUO VADIS PAPA FRANCISCO 72-NOW IT’S POPE FRANCIS NOT AGAINST THE OCCULT-NEW AGE ENNEAGRAM 
http://ephesians-511.net/docs/QUO_VADIS_PAPA_FRANCISCO_72-NOW_ITS_POPE_FRANCIS_NOT_AGAINST_THE_OCCULT-NEW_AGE_ENNEAGRAM.doc
QUO VADIS PAPA FRANCISCO 73-THE POPE AND HIS NEW AGE HEALERS THERAPIES AND PERSONALITY TYPING DEVICES 

http://ephesians-511.net/docs/QUO_VADIS_PAPA_FRANCISCO_73-THE_POPE_AND_HIS_NEW_AGE_HEALERS_THERAPIES_AND_PERSONALITY_TYPING_DEVICES.doc
QUO VADIS PAPA FRANCISCO 74-STOKES CONTROVERSY ON WORDING OF THE LORDS PRAYER

http://ephesians-511.net/docs/QUO_VADIS_PAPA_FRANCISCO_74-STOKES_CONTROVERSY_ON_WORDING_OF_THE_LORDS_PRAYER.doc 

QUO VADIS PAPA FRANCISCO 75-HOMOSEXUAL FREEMASON POPE PAUL VI TO BE CANONIZED 
http://ephesians-511.net/docs/QUO_VADIS_PAPA_FRANCISCO_75-HOMOSEXUAL_FREEMASON_POPE_PAUL_VI_TO_BE_CANONIZED.doc
QUO VADIS PAPA FRANCISCO 76-JESUS CHRIST MADE HIMSELF THE DEVIL 
http://ephesians-511.net/docs/QUO_VADIS_PAPA_FRANCISCO_76-JESUS_CHRIST_MADE_HIMSELF_THE_DEVIL.doc
QUO VADIS PAPA FRANCISCO 77-CHEAPENS SACRAMENT OF MATRIMONY 

http://ephesians-511.net/docs/QUO_VADIS_PAPA_FRANCISCO_77-CHEAPENS_SACRAMENT_OF_MATRIMONY.doc
QUO VADIS PAPA FRANCISCO 78-CONDONING CONTRACEPTION IN DEFIANCE OF HUMANAE VITAE 
http://ephesians-511.net/docs/QUO_VADIS_PAPA_FRANCISCO_78-CONDONING_CONTRACEPTION_IN_DEFIANCE_OF_HUMANAE_VITAE.doc
QUO VADIS PAPA FRANCISCO 79-AWARDS LEADING ABORTIONIST WITH PONTIFICAL HONOUR 
http://ephesians-511.net/docs/QUO_VADIS_PAPA_FRANCISCO_79-AWARDS_LEADING_ABORTIONIST_WITH_PONTIFICAL_HONOUR.doc
QUO VADIS PAPA FRANCISCO 80-CONFERRED 10TH DAN BLACK BELT ENDORSES TAEKWONDO 

http://ephesians-511.net/docs/QUO_VADIS_PAPA_FRANCISCO_80-CONFERRED_10TH_DAN_BLACK_BELT_ENDORSES_TAEKWONDO.doc
QUO VADIS PAPA FRANCISCO 81-HONOURING MATA AMRITANANDAMAYI 
http://ephesians-511.net/docs/QUO_VADIS_PAPA_FRANCISCO_81-HONOURING_MATA_AMRITANANDAMAYI.doc
QUO VADIS PAPA FRANCISCO 82-CRITICISM OF HIS INSTRUCTION ECCLESIAE SPONSAE IMAGO  
http://ephesians-511.net/docs/QUO_VADIS_PAPA_FRANCISCO_82-CRITICISM_OF_HIS_INSTRUCTION_ECCLESIAE_SPONSAE_IMAGO.doc
MORE POPE FRANCIS-RELATED FILES
2016-THE YEAR POPE FRANCIS FINALLY SHOWED HIS HAND

http://ephesians-511.net/docs/2016-THE_YEAR_POPE_FRANCIS_FINALLY_SHOWED_HIS_HAND.doc
A-Z LIST OF CONCERNS WITH POPE FRANCIS


http://ephesians-511.net/docs/A-Z_LIST_OF_CONCERNS_WITH_POPE_FRANCIS.doc
A CLOSED LETTER TO POPE FRANCIS NOW OPEN-FR CONRAD SALDANHA 
http://ephesians-511.net/docs/A_CLOSED_LETTER_TO_POPE_FRANCIS_NOW_OPEN-FR_CONRAD_SALDANHA.doc
AN INDICTMENT OF POPE FRANCIS-ANTONIO SOCCI 
http://ephesians-511.net/docs/AN_INDICTMENT_OF_POPE_FRANCIS-ANTONIO_SOCCI.doc
AN OPEN LETTER ON THE CRISIS IN THE CHURCH-ARCHBISHOP PAWEL

http://ephesians-511.net/docs/AN_OPEN_LETTER_ON_THE_CRISIS_IN_THE_CHURCH-ARCHBISHOP_PAWEL.doc 

AN OPEN LETTER TO POPE FRANCIS-FR GEORGE DAVID BYERS 

http://ephesians-511.net/docs/AN_OPEN_LETTER_TO_POPE_FRANCIS-FR_GEORGE_DAVID_BYERS.doc
AN OPEN LETTER TO POPE FRANCIS-FR RICHARD CIPOLLA 

http://ephesians-511.net/docs/AN_OPEN_LETTER_TO_POPE_FRANCIS-FR_RICHARD_CIPOLLA.doc
AN OPEN LETTER TO POPE FRANCIS-RANDY ENGEL 
http://ephesians-511.net/docs/AN_OPEN_LETTER_TO_POPE_FRANCIS-RANDY_ENGEL.doc
BUILDUP OF RESISTANCE TO POPE FRANCIS

http://ephesians-511.net/docs/BUILDUP_OF_RESISTANCE_TO_POPE_FRANCIS.doc
CARDINAL OSWALD GRACIAS INTERPRETS POPE FRANCIS PERSONAL REMARK ON HOMOSEXUALS AS CHURCH TEACHING 

http://ephesians-511.net/docs/CARDINAL_OSWALD_GRACIAS_INTERPRETS_POPE_FRANCIS_PERSONAL_REMARK_ON_HOMOSEXUALS_AS_CHURCH_TEACHING.doc
CATHOLIC ANSWERS DIRECTOR APOLOGIST TIM STAPLES ADVOCATES HOLY COMMUNION FOR THOSE LIVING IN ADULTERY 
http://ephesians-511.net/docs/CATHOLIC_ANSWERS_DIRECTOR_APOLOGIST_TIM_STAPLES_ADVOCATES_HOLY_COMMUNION_FOR​_THOSE_LIVING_IN_ADULTERY.com
CATHOLIC OPPOSITION TO POPE FRANCIS GROWING 

http://ephesians-511.net/docs/CATHOLIC_OPPOSITION_TO_POPE_FRANCIS_GROWING.doc
COULD POPE FRANCIS BE A HERETIC? 

http://ephesians-511.net/docs/COULD_POPE_FRANCIS_BE_A_HERETIC.doc
DO NOT BE MORE CATHOLIC THAN I-POPE FRANCIS TO FAITHFUL CATHOLICS 
http://ephesians-511.net/docs/DO_NOT_BE_MORE_CATHOLIC_THAN_I-POPE_FRANCIS_TO_FAITHFUL_CATHOLICS.doc
EUCHARIST DESECRATED AT POPE FRANCIS MASS IN PHILIPPINES 

http://ephesians-511.net/docs/EUCHARIST_DESECRATED_AT_POPE_FRANCIS_MASS_IN_PHILIPPINES.doc
FOUR YEARS LATER-REFLECTIONS ON AN UNPRECEDENTED PONTIFICATE 

http://ephesians-511.net/docs/FOUR_YEARS_LATER-REFLECTIONS_ON_AN_UNPRECEDENTED_PONTIFICATE.doc
FRANCIS-THE DICTATOR POPE-MARCANTONIO COLONNA 
http://ephesians-511.net/docs/FRANCIS-THE_DICTATOR_POPE-MARCANTONIO_COLONNA.doc
HOMOSEXUALITY INSIDE THE VATICAN 

http://ephesians-511.net/docs/HOMOSEXUALITY_INSIDE_THE_VATICAN.doc
IF FRANCIS IS AN ANTIPOPE WE CANT KNOW IT YET 
http://ephesians-511.net/docs/IF_FRANCIS_IS_AN_ANTIPOPE_WE_CANT_KNOW_IT_YET.doc
INDIAN PRIEST IN ITALY CRITICIZES POPE FRANCIS CONGREGATION STORMS OUT 

http://ephesians-511.net/docs/INDIAN_PRIEST_IN_ITALY_CRITICIZES_POPE_FRANCIS_CONGREGATION_STORMS_OUT.doc
IS POPE FRANCIS A HERETIC? 

http://ephesians-511.net/docs/IS_POPE_FRANCIS_A_HERETIC.doc
IS POPE FRANCIS A PROTESTANT?

http://ephesians-511.net/docs/IS_POPE_FRANCIS_A_PROTESTANT.doc
IS POPE FRANCIS PLANNING TO OVERTURN SUMMORUM PONTIFICUM AND END THE LATIN MASS 
http://ephesians-511.net/docs/IS_POPE_FRANCIS_PLANNING_TO_OVERTURN_SUMMORUM_PONTIFICUM_AND_END_THE_LATIN_MASS.doc
IS POPE FRANCIS THE FALSE PROPHET OF THE BIBLE? 
http://ephesians-511.net/docs/IS_POPE_FRANCIS_THE_FALSE_PROPHET_OF_THE_BIBLE.doc
IS POPE FRANCIS THE FALSE PROPHET OF THE BOOK OF REVELATION-DR KELLY BOWRING 
http://ephesians-511.net/docs/IS_POPE_FRANCIS_THE_FALSE_PROPHET_OF_THE_BOOK_OF_REVELATION-DR_KELLY_BOWRING.doc
IS POPE FRANCIS UNDERGOING TREATMENT WITH NEW AGE ALTERNATIVE THERAPIES? 
http://ephesians-511.net/docs/IS_POPE_FRANCIS_UNDERGOING_TREATMENT_WITH_NEW_AGE_ALTERNATIVE_THERAPIES.doc
JESUIT FR ARTURO SOSA MARXIST-BUDDHIST BLACK POPE REINTERPRETING JESUS AND SATAN 

http://ephesians-511.net/docs/JESUIT_FR_ARTURO_SOSA_MARXIST-BUDDHIST_BLACK_POPE_REINTERPRETING_JESUS_AND_SATAN.doc
MAGNUM FALSUM PRINCIPIUM 

http://ephesians-511.net/docs/MAGNUM_FALSUM_PRINCIPIUM.doc
POPE EMERITUS BENEDICT XVI BREAKS HIS SILENCE FOR A FOURTH TIME 
http://ephesians-511.net/docs/POPE_EMERITUS_BENEDICT_XVI_BREAKS_HIS_SILENCE_FOR_A_FOURTH_TIME.doc
POPE EMERITUS BENEDICT XVI BREAKS HIS SILENCE FOR A FIFTH TIME-CHURCH ON THE VERGE OF CAPSIZING 
http://ephesians-511.net/docs/POPE_EMERITUS_BENEDICT_XVI_BREAKS_HIS_SILENCE_FOR_A_FIFTH_TIME-CHURCH_ON_THE_VERGE_OF_CAPSIZING.doc
POPE FRANCIS-APPOINTED PRO-GAY JESUIT FR JAMES MARTIN 

http://ephesians-511.net/docs/POPE_FRANCIS-APPOINTED_PRO-GAY_JESUIT_FR_JAMES_MARTIN.doc
POPE FRANCIS-MODERNIST WRECKING BALL WORST TEACHER OF FAITH IN HISTORY OF CHURCH 

http://ephesians-511.net/docs/POPE_FRANCIS-MODERNIST_WRECKING_BALL_WORST_TEACHER_OF_FAITH_IN_HISTORY_OF_CHURCH.doc
POPE FRANCIS-PERONIST MARXIST-COMMUNIST LIBERATION THEOLOGIAN 
http://ephesians-511.net/docs/POPE_FRANCIS-PERONIST_MARXIST-COMMUNIST_LIBERATION_THEOLOGIAN.doc
POPE FRANCIS AMBIGUOUS WORDS AND ACTS HAVE CAUSED APOSTASY 

http://ephesians-511.net/docs/POPE_FRANCIS_AMBIGUOUS_WORDS_AND_ACTS_HAVE_CAUSED_APOSTASY.doc
POPE FRANCIS CONFIDANTE JESUIT FR ANTONIO SPADARO ATTACKS CATHOLIC MINISTRY 

http://ephesians-511.net/docs/POPE_FRANCIS_CONFIDANTE_JESUIT_FR_ANTONIO_SPADARO_ATTACKS_CATHOLIC_MINISTRY.doc
POPE FRANCIS IRREVERSIBLE LITURGY WAR WITH CARDINAL SARAH 
http://ephesians-511.net/docs/POPE_FRANCIS_IRREVERSIBLE_LITURGY_WAR_WITH_CARDINAL_SARAH.doc
POPE FRANCIS POPULAR BUT THE CHURCH IN DECLINE 

http://ephesians-511.net/docs/POPE_FRANCIS_POPULAR_BUT_THE_CHURCH_IN_DECLINE.doc
PUTTING POPE FRANCIS INTO PERSPECTIVE 2013-2017 

http://ephesians-511.net/docs/PUTTING_POPE_FRANCIS_INTO_PERSPECTIVE_2013-2017.doc
ROME IS IN CHAOS AND NO ONE SHOULD BE SURPRISED ONE BIT 

http://ephesians-511.net/docs/ROME_IS_IN_CHAOS_AND_NO_ONE_SHOULD_BE_SURPRISED_ONE_BIT.doc
SATAN MUST REIGN IN THE VATICAN-THE POPE MUST BE HIS SLAVE 
http://ephesians-511.net/docs/SATAN_MUST_REIGN_IN_THE_VATICAN-THE_POPE_MUST_BE_HIS_SLAVE.doc
STAUNCH DUBIA OPPONENT MSGR VITO PINTO IS A FREEMASON 
http://ephesians-511.net/docs/STAUNCH_DUBIA_OPPONENT_MSGR_VITO_PINTO_IS_A_FREEMASON.doc
THE ANTI-CHURCH IS HERE 
http://ephesians-511.net/docs/THE_ANTI-CHURCH_IS_HERE.doc
THE CATHOLIC CHURCH UNDER POPE FRANCIS IN SCHISM 

http://ephesians-511.net/docs/THE_CATHOLIC_CHURCH_UNDER_POPE_FRANCIS_IS_IN_SCHISM.doc
THE DESTRUCTION OF CARDINAL PELL-THE INSIDE STORY 
http://ephesians-511.net/docs/THE_DESTRUCTION_OF_CARDINAL_PELL-THE_INSIDE_STORY.doc
THE DICTATOR POPE-MARCANTONIO COLONNA 

http://ephesians-511.net/docs/THE_DICTATOR_POPE-MARCANTONIO_COLONNA.pdf
THE FRANCIS EFFECT & WHO AM I TO JUDGE-THE SPIRIT OF VATICAN COUNCIL II? 
http://ephesians-511.net/docs/THE_FRANCIS_EFFECT_&_WHO_AM_I_TO_JUDGE-THE_SPIRIT_OF_VATICAN_COUNCIL_II.doc
THE LANGUAGE OF POPE FRANCIS IS AT TIMES TRYING FOR CATHOLICS-EVANGELII GAUDIUM 

http://ephesians-511.net/docs/THE_LANGUAGE_OF_POPE_FRANCIS_IS_AT_TIMES_TRYING_FOR_CATHOLICS-EVANGELII_GAUDIUM.doc
THE MORE POPE FRANCIS TALKS THE WORSE IT GETS 

http://ephesians-511.net/docs/THE_MORE_POPE_FRANCIS_TALKS_THE_WORSE_IT_GETS.doc
THE POPE FRANCIS LITTLE BOOK OF INSULTS AND NAME-CALLING 
http://ephesians-511.net/docs/THE_POPE_FRANCIS_LITTLE_BOOK_OF_INSULTS_AND_NAME-CALLING.doc
THE SHOCKING INITIATIVES OF POPE FRANCIS 
http://ephesians-511.net/docs/THE_SHOCKING_INITIATIVES_OF_POPE_FRANCIS.doc
THE THEOLOGICAL FORMATION OF JORGE BERGOGLIO SJ 

http://ephesians-511.net/docs/THE_THEOLOGICAL_FORMATION_OF_JORGE_BERGOGLIO_SJ.doc
UNDER POPE FRANCIS HOMOSEXUALISTS ARE NOW IN CONTROL OF THE VATICAN 

http://ephesians-511.net/docs/UNDER_POPE_FRANCIS_HOMOSEXUALISTS_ARE_NOW_IN_CONTROL_OF_THE_VATICAN.doc
UNEDIFYING IMAGES OF POPE FRANCIS

http://ephesians-511.net/docs/UNEDIFYING_IMAGES_OF_POPE_FRANCIS.doc
WAS ST FRANCIS OF ASSISIS PROPHECY CONCERNING A FUTURE POPE ABOUT POPE FRANCIS? 
http://ephesians-511.net/docs/WAS_ST_FRANCIS_OF_ASSISIS_PROPHECY_CONCERNING_A_FUTURE_POPE_ABOUT_POPE_FRANCIS.doc
WE ACCUSE POPE FRANCIS 
http://ephesians-511.net/docs/WE_ACCUSE_POPE_FRANCIS.doc
WE CANT WAIT FOR POPE FRANCIS TO DIE 

http://ephesians-511.net/docs/WE_CANT_WAIT_ FOR_POPE_FRANCIS_TO_DIE.doc
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