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Coup d’etat? On the alleged Resignation and Imprisonment of Pope Benedict XVI: No consensus
The Secret of Benedict XVI: Is He Still the Pope?

https://www.amazon.com/Secret-Benedict-XVI-Still-Pope/dp/1621384586
By Antonio Socci, Angelico Press, 182 pages, May 21, 2019
[image: image10.jpg]i METAMORPHOSE

I
A Catholic Ministry for Exposing the Truth about Alternative Medicine, the Occult in Reiki &
Pranic Healing and Orlental Spirtual Exercises of the New Age Movement
" queries and detailed information, please call on MICHAEL PRABHU.

MICHAEL PRABHU, #12, Dawn Apartments, 22, Leith Castle South Street, Chennal 600 028, INDIA.
inet  website : wiww.cphesians-511.net

FROMDARKNESS TOLIGHT  Phone : +91 (44) 24611606, ~e-mail : michaclprabhu@vs




According to many informed observers, the Church is in the midst of the most serious crisis it has ever undergone. More and more questions keep arising about what really happened in 2013 with the surprising "resignation" of Benedict XVI, his decision to remain on as "pope emeritus," and thus the presence of two popes living side-by-side. Why had the papacy of Benedict XVI become a sign of contradiction? What was happening on the geopolitical level? Who supported a "revolution" within the Catholic Church? Did, in fact, Pope Benedict truly resign?
These are the questions Antonio Socci tries to answer, in what can only be described as an exciting "thriller," closely scrutinizing the facts, along with the actions and words of Benedict XVI over the past six years, and concluding that he remains pope, a fact that has as-yet-unexplored consequences. In this compelling and well-documented work, Socci investigates the mysterious mission to which Benedict XVI has felt called in service of the Church and the world. The author hypothesizes that supernatural events may lie at the root of Benedict's choice. In this vein, the reader is directed to an ancient prophecy in need of deciphering in relation to Benedict XVI, as well as a new, unpublished account of words spoken by the Blessed Virgin Mary at Fatima, which concern not only the Church but the whole world.

Gravest crisis in 2,000 years of Church history

Antonio Socci on the Pan-Amazon Synod and the Francis pontificate
https://www.churchmilitant.com/news/article/pope-francis-church-that-goes-out-is-goingoutof-catholicism EXTRACT

By Antonio Socci, July 1/9, 2019
Papa Ratzinger in these years has a dramatic task. On the one hand he must ward off all of the Bergoglian pulls which would carry the Church outside the bounds of Catholic doctrine (and his very presence is a deterrent which “admonishes” the Argentine). On the other hand, he must encourage those Catholics who are bewildered by the present disaster (including bishops and cardinals) and he must invite them to defend the faith of the Church while avoiding the production of irreparable ruptures.  

The signals he gives are always discreet, but clear and comforting. Not only by means of powerful interventions like the document he issued last April, but also by recalling that he – that is, the pope – is there and Catholics should not feel that they are orphans. The latest (truly beautiful) book which Ratzinger has published, “Per Amore,” does not carry on its cover the title “Pope Emeritus” but the firm signature “Benedetto PP XVI.” These initials “PP” stand for “Pastor Pastorum” (or Pater Patrum), which is the title and prerogative of the reigning pontiff. 

This is the umpteenth little sign of the dramatic situation of the Apostolic See, which cannot (yet) be clarified, but which confirms what Benedict XVI said in his final audience on February 27, 2013: “The “always” is also a “for ever” – there can no longer be a return to the private sphere. My decision to resign the active exercise of the ministry does not revoke this.”  

In several of his recent letters – like his November 23, 2017, letter to Cardinal Brandmüller, in which he shows that he is very concerned about the situation of the present Church – Benedict XVI concludes by writing: “With my Apostolic blessing.” But only the reigning pontiff can give the Apostolic blessing (directly or by delegating others). If Benedict was no longer pope, doing so would be committing an abuse.

Moreover, many other signs should make one stop and reflect. Not only his dress, his name, his title, his coat of arms. Bergoglio himself calls him “Holiness” (because he is officially called “His Holiness Benedict XVI.”) 

For the last six years — in Bergoglian circles — they have wanted to obtain from Benedict XVI a declaration in which he says that he no longer has anything to do with the papacy, and that he is only a bishop. But Benedict does not say these words.  

A journalist from Corriere della Sera has now written that anonymous people (in unspecified circumstances) are said to have heard Benedict say, "The Pope is one, Francis." But this same journalist recently had the chance to meet Ratzinger and ask him questions, and Benedict XVI did not ever say this phrase to him. 

The thought of Benedict XVI is best expressed above all by the words of his right-hand man, Archbishop Georg Gaenswein, who said at an historic conference at the Gregorian University:  
Before and after his resignation, Benedict understood and understands his task as participation in such a "Petrine ministry." He has left the papal throne and yet, with the step made on February 11, 2013, he has not at all abandoned this ministry. Instead, he has complemented the personal office with a collegial and synodal dimension, as a quasi-shared ministry. ... This is why Benedict XVI has not given up either his name, or the white cassock. This is why the correct name by which to address him even today is “Your Holiness"; ... He has not abandoned the office of Peter — something which would be entirely impossible for him to do following his irrevocable acceptance of the office in April 2005.

Gaenswein [Gänswein] spoke of a "pontificate of exception." 

There are those who believe that by a mysterious design of Divine Providence, the Church is being subjected to a very harsh trial, its own Good Friday, but that the presence of Benedict guarantees that She will not be shipwrecked. Certainly Benedict is central in the Church today. And one day everything will become clearer. 

Antonio Socci, a native of Siena, is an Italian journalist and the director of the Perugia School of Journalism. His most recent books from Rizzoli are The Final Prophecy (2016), The House of Young Heroes (2017), and Betrayed, Subjected, Invaded (2018).
The Imprisonment of Pope Benedict XVI
https://fromrome.wordpress.com/2019/07/08/the-imprisonment-of-pope-benedict-xvi/
By The Editor, FROM ROME blog, July 8, 2019
I will summarize in this article the suppositions and analysis which the volunteers and members of Veri Catholici have worked out in recent days about what really went on in the Vatican in 2012 — 2013. I will do so in a Timeline, which makes understanding what was going on easier. This will be a recitation of facts, with an interpretation which explains them all elegantly.
2012
In March 2012 Pope Benedict XVI established a Commission of Cardinals to investigate leaks of reserved and confidential documents on television, in newspapers, and in other communications media (in what is known as the Vatileaks scandal). It first met on Tuesday, 24 April 2012. Cardinal Herranz served as the Chair, and was accompanied by Cardinals Jozef Tomko and Salvatore De Giorgi. (Wikipedia: Vatican Leaks Scandal)

Fall
Someone leaks the results of the Vatican Commission on Gays in the Vatican to Team Bergoglio, which in response begins feverish activity at Rome (Documented by Dr. Sire in the Book, The Dictator Pope). This activity aims for the forced abdication of Benedict.
Early November: The Coup d’etat is hatched. Team Bergoglio demands the resignation of Pope Benedict to prevent the revelations of the Dossier to be presented by Vatican Commission on Gays in the Vatican. The contents of the dossier will implicate all the key members of Team Bergoglio and thus all force and expediency must be employed to stop its publication.

The conspiracy includes not only Team Bergoglio, but all named in the Dossier, the names of whom are given to Team Bergoglio by someone working in the Commission.

The terms of the Coup d’etat are as follows:

(Pope Benedict will resign

(Pope Benedict will not publish the contents of the Dossier

(Pope Benedict will continuously testify that he resigned willingly

If Pope Benedict refuses, Team Bergoglio threatens the Pope with assassination, citing the published testimony of an Italian Journalist on Feb. 11, 2012 saying that the assassination will be within 1 year.  The date Feb 11, 2013 is chosen for the resignation to signal to the Lavender Mafia round the world, that the abdication has been forced precisely to defend their evil institution.

Pope Benedict, taking counsel from no one, because he trusted no one, decides to go along but to leave tell-tale signs for the Catholic world, so that any intelligent observer will discern what is going on. He extracts the condition of the promotion of his personal secretary to the position of the Pontifical Household, believing this will keep him safe and to signify that after his resignation, He is still the only one true Pope.
Nov. 23:  James Michael Cardinal Harvey, who had been the Prefect of the Papal Household under Benedict is named Cardinal Priest of Saint Paul outside the Walls, in an apparent reward for his role in allowing Benedict to be betrayed in the Vatican Leaks scandal and to make way for Ganswein.
Dec. 7:  Father Georg Gänswein, the private secretary of Pope Benedict from the time he was a Cardinal, is named Prefect of the Papal Household.
December 17: The Pope received a report on “Vatican lobbies” prepared by Cardinals Julián Herranz, Salvatore De Giorgi, a former archbishop of Palermo, and Jozef Tomko. The same day, the Pope decided to resign. (Wikipedia: Vatican Leaks).  This decision is forced and is Benedict’s sign to Team Bergoglio that he has accepted the terms given in the coup d’etat.

2013
January 6:  The Feast of the Epiphany. Father Gänswein is ordained Archbishop of Urbs Salvia. He becomes the only holder of the office of Prefect of the Papal Household to ever enjoy the dignity of an Archbishop. Another Papal sign that the renunciation would be invalid and that Benedict would retain the true dignity of Pope. The choice of the titular see, Urbs Salvia, which was a center of the Imperial Cult of Augustus, Pontifex Maximus, is another sign to the Catholic world that Benedict’s resignation would be invalid, as the Prefect will care for the Pontifex Maximus.  (That Bergoglio does not have an officer of the Papal Household caring for him is another sign he is not pope.)
Feb. 11, 2013:  Pope Benedict XVI, his capacity as Bishop of Rome and Successor of Saint Peter renounces “the ministry which he received at the hands of the Cardinals” and calls for a Conclave to elect a new Supreme Pontiff.  The alternate use of titles Successor of Saint Peter for himself and Supreme Pontiff for the one who would follow him is another sign to the Catholic world of the coup d’etat and forced resignation. But in his act of resignation, in resigning the ministerium not the munus* he makes his resignation canonically invalid and sends a BIG CANONICAL MESSAGE to the Church warning them of what is going on (cf. Canon 332 §2). He also includes several errors in Latin in the text as written and as spoken to show that he is being coerced and has not acted freely. *Munus (Latin) = Duty, Office, Function -Michael
Upon Benedict’s finishing the reading of Non Solum Propter, Cardinal Sodano, a chief conspirator in the coup d’etat stands up and shouts out: This takes us as a surprise, like a  bolt of lightning from heaven. He then orders all in the Vatican to say nothing about what the Act of Pope Benedict means, because he notices that the renunciation is of ministerium, not munus, as agreed. Not wanting to show that he is a member of the coup, he refrains from saying Benedict resigns. He orders Father Lombardi to speak with journalists and find one who thinks it means he abdicated. Having found Giovanna Chirri, Lombardi gives her to go ahead to spread the fake news, and after the journalists of the world (prepared by Team Bergoglio) make it a fact, the Vatican Press Office confirms the fake news in the afternoon. This is the Marxist tactic of using hearsay to repress truth. This hearsay is now the unquestionable dogma of the Lavender Mafia worldwide. The sign that priests, bishops and cardinals, as well as laymen, will not question it is a tangible proof of their adhesion to the coup d’etat or beguilement by it.
Feb. 28: Pope Benedict, alarmed that no one has understood the signs he has given, gives his final address spelling out explicitly that he has resigned the active ministry, not the munus, in a last desperate attempt to stop the forced resignation. The lack of response from any Cardinals leads Benedict to believe that he has no friends among them and that they too are part of the Lavender Mafia. He flies to Castle Gandolfo where he hopes to be rescued by Catholic Forces who recognize his resignation is invalid.
Feast of Saint Joseph, Protector of the Church: March 19: At the papal inauguration of Pope Francis, Cardinal Tomko, a member of the Commission on Gay activity in the Vatican, was one of the six cardinals who made the public act of obedience on behalf of the College of Cardinals to the new pope at his papal inauguration. (Wikipedia: Cardinal Tomko) — In an act of obvious agreement to the coup d’etat. A sign, perhaps, that he was the one who leaked information of the investigation to Team Bergoglio in the late summer of 2012. The date of March 19 was chosen to indicate to the Lavender Mafia that the coup had protected their evil institution.
March 23:  Bergoglio warned that Benedict’s residence at Castel Gandolfo may be to escape the terms of the coup d’etat, meets with him there and orders his return to the Vatican as a prisoner.
2014
June 12:  Bergoglio awards Cardinal Herranz for his silence by raising him from the dignity of a Cardinal Deacon to that of a Cardinal Priest. (Wikipedia: Cardinal Herranz).
2016
April: Pope Benedict approves the up and coming talk by Archbishop Gänswein at the Pontifical University of St Gregory the Great, in which the Archbishop affirms that Benedict retains the Petrine munus and ministry, as another desperate attempt to get Catholics to study the timeline of events. Bergoglio responds with force and orders them both to silence on these matters.
2019
February to May: Benedict having received a canonical brief demonstrating his renunciation was invalid as regards the Petrine munus, tacitly accepts it to indicate canonically that he knows he is still the Pope, and politically, that he is under duress not to speak.

+ + +
In conclusion: His Holiness Pope Benedict, XVI remains a prisoner in the Vatican waiting patiently that someone in the Catholic world will read this timeline and realize what it means.

There has been much speculation about the “resignation” of Pope Benedict XVI. Was it because of his advanced age and failing health? Or were there sinister reasons behind his abdicating the See of St. Peter?

Six years since the unhappy event, the sordid details are emerging from the pens of eminent Catholics.

In this collation of information, both above and below, I have endeavoured -- as far as possible -- to omit the stories emanating from mainstream media sources (they are most often sensational and biased). I have however reproduces Catholic opinions of various shades from conservative to traditionalist.
EARLIER
Why did Pope Benedict Resign?
https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=1Q2HSJ6cbMY 17:51
By Dr. Taylor Marshall, August 27, 2018
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With over 612,000 views, readers have left over 3000 comments, including:
As Scripture tells us: "...for there is nothing covered, that shall not be revealed; and hid, that shall not be known." (St. Matthew 10:26) –Fr. Richard Jones
Dr. Taylor Marshall earned a Ph.D. in Philosophy at the University of Dallas with his dissertation titled “Thomas Aquinas on Natural Law and the Twofold Beatitude of Humanity.”
Dr. Taylor Marshall was an Episcopal priest in Fort Worth, Texas before being received with his wife into the Catholic Church by Bishop Kevin Vann of Fort Worth on May 23, 2006.
Dr. Marshall has appeared on EWTN’s The Journey Home with Marcus Grodi, Catholic Answers Live, Al Kresta in the Afternoon, Deep in Scripture, Immaculate Heart Radio, SonRise Morning Show, and a number of radio shows.

He is a best-selling author of eight books including:
The Eternal City: Rome & the Origins of Catholic Christianity (Saint John Press, 2012),
The Crucified Rabbi: Judaism and the Origins of Catholic Christianity (Saint John Press, 2009),
The Catholic Perspective on Paul (Saint John Press, 2010), and
Thomas Aquinas in 50 Pages: A Layman’s Quick Guide to Thomism (Saint John Press, 2014).
He has also published fictional works.

Dr. Marshall and his wife live in Texas with their eight children. He is the Founder of both the New Saint Thomas Institute and the Troops of Saint George.
TESTIMONY OF A FORMER PROTESTANT-280 TAYLOR MARSHALL [FORMER ANGLICAN PRIEST]

http://ephesians-511.net/docs/TESTIMONY_OF_A_FORMER_PROTESTANT-280.doc
The truth about Benedict XVI’s resignation: revelations in a new documentary
https://aleteia.org/2018/04/18/the-truth-about-benedict-xvis-resignation-revelations-in-a-new-documentary/
By Silvia Constantini, April 8, 2018 
His closest collaborators deny that the cause was the leaking of documents to the press or the issue of sexual abuse
It was February 11, 2013, when Benedict XVI communicated to the world his decision to resign from the exercise of the papal ministry. This historic event has left many open questions.

Five years later, on the occasion of the Pope Emeritus’ 91st birthday, a documentary has been presented in the Vatican, called “Benedict XVI: in Honor of Truth,” precisely in order to clarify the reasons for that decision.

Some of the people closest to Joseph Ratzinger relive that moment—including his brother, Georg; Fr. Federico Lombardi, former spokesman of the Holy See; and the Prefect of the Papal Household, Archbishop Georg Gänswein, who was his personal secretary for years.
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02:57 https://youtu.be/bD_wZML5YX8 
Cardinal Christoph Schönborn, the archbishop of Vienna and one of the theological disciples of Professor Joseph Ratzinger, is visibly moved when he shares some of his memories.
Cardinal Schönborn, remembering the Pope’s deceased sister, Maria, who was particularly beloved by the Pope Emeritus, reveals: “The day after the conclave [in which he was elected Pope], when he entered the Casa Santa Marta for breakfast, in the morning, dressed in white… —our beloved professor, our friend, yes, dressed in white…—he greeted each one of us personally, and I said to him, ‘Holy Father, yesterday, during your election, I thought about your sister, Maria, and I asked myself if she had said to the Lord, “take my life, but leave my brother here.”‘ And he answered me, ‘I think so.'”

One decisive moment of the documentary helps us to understand Ratzinger’s decision to retire. It is explained by Stephan Horn, who had been his assistant at the University of Regensburg, and is his disciple and friend: “The doctor had told him he wouldn’t be able to travel to Brazil to participate in the World Youth Day. So, he decided to resign before the event.”

Fr. Federico Lombardi, SJ, describes the impressive responsibility proper to a Pope, and the daily marathon of commitments, both public and private, that characterize it (liturgical ceremonies, journeys, long meetings, audiences…). Pope Ratzinger would not have been able to face such exertion, with his inexorable natural loss of strength due to age. According to the Jesuit priest, it is clear that this was the true motive for Benedict’s resignation.

Archbishop Georg Gänswein categorically denies that the motive for Pope Benedict’s resignation was the leak to the press by his butler (the famous “Vatileaks”), a betrayal which caused his heart profound suffering, or the burden of having to face the crisis caused by sexual abuse by Church representatives.
The documentary, which is 48 minutes long, was produced by the Rome Reports television agency, in collaboration with the Italian episcopate’s television channel, TV2000, and the Joseph Ratzinger Foundation of the Vatican, thanks to the patronage of the Doctor Ramón Tallaj Foundation.

During the presentation of the documentary at the Vatican Film Library in the presence of Archbishop Gänswein, Dr. Ramón Tallaj—president of SOMOS, a network of doctors in the New York area particularly committed to humanitarian causes—emphasized the continuity between the pontificate of Pope Benedict and that of Pope Francis, at the service of the Church and of humanity.

Gänswein confirmed that Pope Benedict retains all his intellectual lucidity, and acknowledged the gradual loss of his physical strength. He underlined the peacefulness of the Pope Emeritus’ life in retirement, spent with the small community of the monastery where he lives in the Vatican.

The documentary “Benedict XVI: in Honor of Truth” was produced in English, Spanish, and Italian, and will now be distributed around the world.

New Barnhardt Video Presentation: The Bergoglian Antipapacy
https://www.barnhardt.biz/2018/11/21/new-barnhardt-video-presentation-the-bergoglian-antipapacy/
By Ann Barnhardt, November 21, 2018
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2:16:48 https://youtu.be/UXe76S2lkK8 
Timestamps:
0:00 Intro and acknowledgments

01:42 Why make this video?

03:25 If anything in this presentation is illogical, irrational or detached from reality, let me know

05:03 THE False Premise: Jorge Mario Bergoglio is not now and never has been the Pope.

06:48 WHY isn’t Bergoglio the Pope?  What happened?

08:16 The principle of Reversion to the Status Quo

11:37 Canon 188 – the text of the law

16:09 The plain sense of the law is the last line of defense against tyranny

18:04 SUBSTANTIAL ERROR: the key criterion

19:51 Pope Benedict XVI in his own words: “Always and forever…I remain in the enclosure of St. Peter.”

23:24 Essential precision: Pope Benedict’s mind is NOT the arbiter of reality, nor does his substantial error change the ontological reality of his status as Pope.

25:47 We know from logic that a Pope can commit substantial error in the context of an attempted resignation and still retain his office

27:18 Archbishop Georg Gänswein’s approved remarks from 20 May 2016 in his address at the Gregorianum in Rome

35:02 There cannot be a “Pope Emeritus”.  Either a man occupied the Petrine See, or he does not.

36:37 Yes, Popes absolutely CAN resign.  The issue here is the VALIDITY of the attempted partial resignation in February 2013

37:44 +Ganswein. Who is this omnipresent guy that is playing both sides?

38:35 STUPID TROPE ALERT: “But both Pope Benedict and +Ganswein are sub-verbal and don’t understand the words they are saying!”

40:10 The most intelligent people (and angels) make the biggest mistakes

41:13 The second invalidating criterion: FEAR

43:00 Just vs. Unjust Fear

45:28 Never underestimate the viciousness and violence of the sodomite.

46:32 Satanism is real and its global nexus today is inside the Vatican

48:41 Archbishop Viganò is in hiding for fear of his life.

49:03 The Southern Italian Mafia: longtime mercenaries of the Freemasons and sodomites

50:26 Fear of blackmail by the sodomite mafia using PAID false witnesses

53:05 “Pray for me, that I may not FLEE for FEAR of the WOLVES.”

54:22 STUPID TROPE ALERT: “The fact that Pope Benedict resigned is proof that he wasn’t coerced!”

55:57 MASSIVE BODY OF VISUAL EVIDENCE, the conscious retention of visible signs of the Papacy by Pope Benedict XVI after 28 February 2013

01:02:50 Prophecies: Apostasy from the Top

01:05:17 Pope Benedict XVI, worst Pope ever, notorious for quitting.  The 300 page dossier on the sodomite/satanist infiltration of the Church, delivered to him on 11 December 2012

01:07:15 Pope Benedict’s warped metaphysics of “meaning”, not “being”

01:08:26 Pope Celestine V in the mind of Pope Benedict XVI

01:09:12 Pope Benedict’s mind is NOT the source nor arbiter of reality.  He needs to be told this, not asked.

01:09:54 VALID YET ILLICIT – an essential precision

01:11:11 What anyone WANTS is not germane to the question. Binary objective reality.

01:13:35 Charity should immediately cause us to ask, “Holy Father, what did they do to you?”

01:14:55 What if Pope Benedict VALIDLY resigned tomorrow? It would confirm that the February ARSH 2013 attempt was invalid

01:16:58 STUPID TROPE ALERT “We can’t know who the Pope really is, and it doesn’t matter anyway!”

01:18:09 Why won’t people even discuss this? EFFEMICACY and SLOTH

01:25:20 The Sedevacantism Red Herring

01:30:00 “But what if Pope Benedict dies…?” Binary Objective Reality.

01:31:58 “What is Bergoglio dies or goes away somehow?” Any “conclave” called while Pope Benedict is still alive and occupies the See will be invalid, just as the March ARSH 2013 conclave was invalid

01:33:27 We MUST get this 100% right.  Half-right won’t cut it. The Parable of the seven demons.

01:35:00 Jorge Bergoglio

01:36:33 Electioneering of 2013 “conclave” is completely irrelevant because THERE WAS NO CONCALVE IN 2013.  The only relevance the faux-conclave of ARSH 2013 served was to expose the corruption and criminality in the College of Cardinals and Curia

01:38:43 Jorge Bergoglio: arch-heretic.  Informative but not germane to Bergoglio’s status as antipope. Only a confirming corollary.

01:40:35 STUPID TROPE ALERT “There have been heretic Popes before!”

01:44:17 Ann misspeaks – John the XXII, not John XXIII

01:44:34 Bellarmine and Suarez believed that the Petrine Promise precluded a heretic or man who had lost the Catholic faith to be the Pope.

01:46:27 Having faith in Our Lord Jesus Christ and His promises is being viciously attacked on a daily basis by “conservative” and even “Trad Catholic” “thought leaders” as “papolatry”.  The only way to hold the false premise that Bergoglio is the Pope is to ruthlessly attack the Papacy, and thus the Virtue of Faith itself.

01:48:20 Papolatry has NOTHING to do with the global cult of Bergoglio.  It is 100% ideological tribalism driven by the fact that Antipope Bergoglio RATIFIED PEOPLE IN THEIR SINS AND APOSTASY

01:52:07 Attributes and characteristics of the False Prophet Forerunner of the Antichrist

01:53:30 MORE visible confirmations that Bergoglio is not now and never has been the Pope

01:57:07 STUPID TROPE ALERT: “Papal Infallibility only applies to those things the Pope says that are true!”

01:58:05 It is precisely the AUTHENTIC authority of the Papacy that will be needed to fix this mess – and everyday “conservative” and “Trad” Catholic “thought leaders” attack the Papacy in order to continue to hold their false premise that Bergoglio is the Pope.

02:00:10 The concept of “Popular Acceptance” is NOT in play because the See was never vacant in ARSH 2013.  The Mob/Vox Populi cannot change ontological reality.

02:03:15 STUPID TROPE ALERT: “We believe that Novus Ordo-ism is a completely different religion to whose authority we MUST SUBMIT!”

02:04:42 The mystery of how “even the Elect would be deceived…” We are living it. Right now. The Elect are being deceived.

02:09:32 The greatest act of violence against the Papacy is to call a man who is not Peter, “Peter”.

02:10:12 Antipope Bergoglio has ZERO AUTHORITY.  What will you do, Father, is Antipope Bergoglio tries to abrogate the Mass of the Ages?

02:12:21 What to do? Speak up. Man up. Defend Pope Benedict! Fast and pray – Matthew 17:20 Initiative

02:13:45 Deepen your relationship with Jesus Christ. “Jesus, I know that you love me.”

02:14:57 Conclusion.

Benedict XVI’s Mysterious Resignation: A Reply to Ann Barnhardt
https://novusordowatch.org/2018/11/benedict16-mysterious-resignation-reply-barnhardt/
November 29, 2018
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On Nov. 17, 2018, the colorful blogger Ann Barnhardt, a Resignationist since 2016, released a video presentation  (previous page) in which she tries to convince her audience that “Pope” Benedict XVI’s resignation in 2013 was invalid because he is, so she argues, in “substantial error” about the Papacy, and substantial error renders a resignation invalid according to Canon 188 of the 1983 Novus Ordo Code of Canon Law (this same law is also found in the 1917 Catholic Code of Canon Law; see Canon 185). Ergo, Barnhardt reasons, the resignation was not valid and Benedict XVI is the Pope, albeit, so she says, the worst Pope in history.
A lot of what Barnhardt says about Catholic teaching and principle in her video presentation is quite reasonable and correct, and in this she refreshingly distinguishes herself from her recognize-and-resist co-religionists such as Steve Skojec, Hilary White, Christopher Ferrara, or Michael Matt, whose chief objective seems to be to complain about but never question what is considered to be the status quo.

Even though mistaken on a few things, nevertheless Miss Barnhardt is quite reasonable throughout her presentation, with one single exception, namely, when she touches on the subject of Sedevacantism. Don’t misunderstand: It’s one thing to be wrong about something or to have a different position, but it’s another thing to be unreasonable about it. On Sedevacantism, Barnhardt’s presentation suddenly turns manifestly unreasonable, as we will demonstrate later in this post. For now, we must focus on her main thesis, that Benedict XVI is “still the Pope.”

Barnhardt holds that Joseph Ratzinger was validly elected Pope on April 19, 2005, taking the name Benedict XVI. On Feb. 11, 2013, Benedict announced his intention to resign from the office of the Papacy he claimed to hold, effective at 8:00 pm local time on the 28th of the same month. It is this resignation Barnhardt says was not valid, on the grounds that (1) Ratzinger labored under substantial error regarding the nature of the Papacy, and (2) acted under grave fear unjustly inflicted. According to Novus Ordo (and Catholic) church law, either one of these points — substantial error and unjust infliction of grave fear — renders a resignation invalid.

Barnhardt passionately makes her case in this video: (previous page)
Assuming for the sake of argument that Benedict XVI had ever been a valid Pope — an absurd idea, considering his many public and manifest heresies, one of which he just reaffirmed once more — we will now test Barnhardt’s claims regarding the substantial error and unjust grave fear that supposedly prevented a valid resignation.
(1) Substantial Error

Precisely what constitutes the substantial error Benedict XVI has supposedly been laboring under that rendered his 2013 resignation invalid? Barnhardt says that it is his belief that he can resign “partially” from the Papacy, that there can be a “Pope Emeritus”, one who, although he has laid down the active ministry of the Petrine office, nevertheless retains some kind of irrevocable “anointing” to the Papacy. The day before his resignation was to take effect, during his last General Audience, Benedict stated:
I have taken this step with full awareness of its gravity and even its novelty, but with profound interior serenity. Loving the Church means also having the courage to make difficult, painful decisions, always looking to the good of the Church and not of oneself.
Here, allow me to go back once again to 19 April 2005. The real gravity of the decision was also due to the fact that from that moment on I was engaged always and forever by the Lord. Always – anyone who accepts the Petrine ministry no longer has any privacy. He belongs always and completely to everyone, to the whole Church. In a manner of speaking, the private dimension of his life is completely eliminated….

The “always” is also a “for ever” – there can no longer be a return to the private sphere. My decision to resign the active exercise of the ministry does not revoke this. I do not return to private life, to a life of travel, meetings, receptions, conferences, and so on. I am not abandoning the cross, but remaining in a new way at the side of the crucified Lord. I no longer bear the power of office for the governance of the Church, but in the service of prayer I remain, so to speak, in the enclosure of Saint Peter. Saint Benedict, whose name I bear as Pope, will be a great example for me in this. He showed us the way for a life which, whether active or passive, is completely given over to the work of God.

(“Pope” Benedict XVI, General Audience, vatican.va, Feb. 27, 2013)
Whether or not these remarks must be understood in the sense of a bifurcated Papacy is perhaps debatable, but what is not debatable is the craziness of an “expanded papacy” proposed by “Abp.” Georg Ganswein in a lecture on Benedict’s resignation at the Pontifical University in Rome on May 20, 2016:
He has left the papal throne and yet, with the step made on February 11, 2013, he has not at all abandoned this ministry. Instead, he has complemented the personal office with a collegial and synodal dimension, as a quasi shared ministry (als einen quasi gemeinsamen Dienst); as though, by this, he wanted to reiterate once again the invitation contained in the motto that the then Joseph Ratzinger took as archbishop of Munich and Freising and which he then naturally maintained as bishop of Rome: “cooperatores veritatis,” which means “fellow workers in the truth.” 
In fact, it is not in the singular but the plural; it is taken from the Third Letter of John, in which in verse 8 it is written: “We ought to support such men, that we may be fellow workers in the truth.”
Since the election of his successor Francis, on March 13, 2013, there are not therefore two popes, but de facto an expanded ministry — with an active member and a contemplative member. This is why Benedict XVI has not given up either his name, or the white cassock. This is why the correct name by which to address him even today is “Your Holiness”; and this is also why he has not retired to a secluded monastery, but within the Vatican — as if he had only taken a step to the side to make room for his successor and a new stage in the history of the papacy which he, by that step, enriched with the “power station” of his prayer and his compassion located in the Vatican Gardens.

(Source; italics given.)
It goes without saying that Ganswein, who is Benedict’s private secretary as well as the prefect of the “papal” household for Francis, would not have been able to say these things without first getting them vetted by Ratzinger himself. And indeed, in her video Barnhardt says that her Vatican connections have confirmed to her that this is exactly what happened.
It does not take a rocket scientist to understand that Benedict XVI — even if we assume he was a true Pope — has no authority and no ability to bifurcate the Papacy into a de facto diarchy. The Papacy was instituted by Jesus Christ as a monarchy, and only one man can be the successor to St. Peter at a time, only one man can hold the Papal Primacy. Whether this specific error of Ratzinger rises to the level of heresy is not entirely clear, but it is certainly a grave error and in direct conflict with Pope St. Pius X’s teaching that “with no less falsity, one is invited [by the Oriental schismatics] to believe that the Catholic Church was not in the earliest days a sovereignty of one person, that is a monarchy” (Apostolic Letter Ex Quo; Denz. 2147a; italics added).

Thus Ratzinger’s idea of a quasi-“two-member” Papacy is at least erroneous, possibly heretical, and clearly subversive of the orthodox teaching. That much is clear. But is this what is meant by the “substantial error” in Novus Ordo canon law that would prevent a valid resignation from office?

No, it is not. Error prevents a valid resignation from office only if the error is the substantial reason for the resignation, such that the Pope in question would not have resigned if he did not hold this error. Barnhardt would have seen as much if she had simply consulted an authoritative commentary on the Novus Ordo Code of Canon Law, which explains: “Substantial error is a mistaken judgment that is not of minor importance and is truly a cause of the consequent resignation. This would be the case in which the officeholder judged that he or she had caused serious injury to someone when this was not objectively correct” (James A. Coriden et al., eds., The Code of Canon Law: A Text and Commentary [New York, NY: Paulist Press, 1985] p. 109; underlining added).

In other words, for Barnhardt’s argument to have any merit even in theory, she would have to prove — not merely suspect but prove — that Benedict XVI abdicated his putative pontificate because he believes in a bifurcated Papacy. But of course this is sheer nonsense and has never been asserted by anyone, least of all by Ratzinger himself.

The official reason given for the resignation was an inability or, at any rate, an unwillingness to continue to exercise the office. In his declaration of Feb. 11, 2013, Benedict spoke of the “strength of mind and body” he believed he no longer had “to adequately fulfill the ministry entrusted to me”. One may speculate that the true reason was a different one — whether fear of a real or imagined evil, the desire to cause great confusion among Novus Ordos, the intent to enable Jorge Bergoglio to succeed him, succumbing to undue pressure by secret powers, etc. — but it was most certainly not his belief that the Papacy can be abdicated in a partial way.

If one wanted to argue invalidity of resignation due to substantial error that actually caused the resignation, one would have to show that Benedict was mistaken regarding his “strength of mind and body”, that he was in error about his “incapacity to adequately fulfill the ministry entrusted to me.” That would constitute substantial error that was causative of the resignation.

However, we will humor Miss Barnhardt and assume for the moment that Ratzinger was incapable of resigning from the Papacy because he was in substantial error about what the Papacy is. If that were so, then, by the same token, Ratzinger could never have validly accepted the Papacy either, back in 2005; for if one cannot validly resign an office one does not know or believe in, neither can one validly accept it in the first place.

The reason for this is that any juridical act is rendered invalid by substantial error, not just a resignation. Hence Canon 126 of the Novus Ordo Code says: “An act placed out of ignorance or out of error concerning something which constitutes its substance or which amounts to a condition sine qua non is invalid.” (The corresponding canon in the Catholic Code is 104.) What’s good for the goose is good for the gander here — and the same Novus Ordo canon law commentary we used earlier backs this up: “Ignorance or error about the essential elements of a juridic act, such as what marriage is or which rights are being transferred by a contract, of its nature invalidates the act — which must always be an informed action” (Coriden et al., The Code of Canon Law: A Text and Commentary, p. 90).

Therefore, if Barnhardt wishes to argue that Benedict’s act of abdication was invalid because he was in substantial error about what the Papacy is, then she must likewise admit that his acceptance of the office to which he had putatively been elected seven years before was likewise invalid. Therefore, this is a pyrrhic victory for Barnhardt at best: Even if she wins, she loses.
However, let’s also keep in mind that in his actual declaration of resignation, Ratzinger stated rather plainly: “… I renounce the ministry of Bishop of Rome, Successor of Saint Peter, entrusted to me by the Cardinals on 19 April 2005, in such a way, that as from 28 February 2013, at 20:00 hours, the See of Rome, the See of Saint Peter, will be vacant…” (Underlining added). Whatever ideas he may entertain about the Papacy, he declared that he was resigning “in such a way that” the office he claimed to hold would “be vacant.”

A final consideration we must not forget is that of course Ratzinger’s bizarre idea about a two-member expanded Papacy can hardly be said to be a mistake in judgment in the first place. If anything, it is a deliberate denial of the truth about the Papacy, not a genuine “mistake.” This need not surprise, because Ratzinger is already a known denier of the dogma of the Papacy as defined by Vatican I.
(2) Grave Fear unjustly inflicted

Barnhardt also argues that Benedict’s resignation was invalid because it was made out of grave fear unjustly inflicted. Our response to this argument will be very short: While it may very well be true that Ratzinger’s resignation was extorted out of him, that he may have been threatened with all sorts of harm either to his own person, to his family, or to the “church” at large, none of this is relevant unless it can be proved that it was the cause of the resignation. Barnhardt would have to prove that, not simply conjecture about it or make assertions she believes to be true. In her video presentation, however, she does not present any concrete evidence, she only offers speculation or hearsay.
(3) Barnhardt on Sedevacantism

As we said earlier with regard to her video presentation, when the issue turns to Sedevacantism, Barnhardt suddenly leaves the field of reasoned logical discourse. Defending herself from the “accusation” of being a Sedevacantist or promoting Sedevacantism — which she obviously isn’t and obviously doesn’t do — she suddenly goes into a tirade about things that have nothing to do with theology.

Have a look at what she says in response to the objection that she is promoting Sedevacantism:

…This is 100% an attempt to smear people’s reputations by trying to associate them with Holocaust deniers and schizophrenic conspiracy theorists — period, full stop. Just hurl that mud at anyone that you disagree with: “You’re a Sedevacantist!” Hurl that mud! Even if it makes absolutely no sense at all, just to try to character-assassinate people and get them lumped in with this bad problem that these schismatic sects — Society of St. Pius V and then, you know, they have a fight and then there’s a Society of St. Pius Two-and-a-Half, and then they have a fight and then there’s a Society of St. Pius One-and-a-Quarter, etc., etc. It’s Protestantism, it’s just over on the other ditch. Protestantism went off the road on one side, these people go off on the other side.
Among these people there is a massive problem — there’s no denying it — with Antisemitism (“We don’t want to convert the Jews! We want to kill them all! And then everything would be fine, if we could just get rid of the Jews!”). Oh, believe me, my email box fills up with this all day every day. Holocaust denial — and a lot of them are also into schizophrenic conspiracy theories — flat earthers, I mean — it just gets cuckoo-pants really, really fast when you go into schism from Holy Mother Church. That’s what this is about: people just calling me, because of my position, a Sedevacantist? It’s all about this. Just try to lump me in with those people — that’s all they’re trying to do.

(Ann Barnhardt, “The Bergoglian Anti-Papacy”, YouTube, Nov. 17, 2018; at 1:26:10-1:28:00 mark.)

These words are coming from a woman who, at the beginning of the very same presentation, says: “If I say anything that seems to you illogical, irrational, detached from reality, that does not conform to objective, observable reality or just even seems … ‘dippy’ … let me know” (3:22 min mark).
Well, we’re happy to oblige.

Talk about character assassination. Talk about smearing people’s reputations. Talk about lumping people in with others that have nothing to do with each other. Talk about not making sense. Talk about the pot calling the kettle black. What Barnhardt says here is at once dishonorable, gratuitously insulting, intellectually dishonest, unreasonable, impertinent, fallacious, hypocritical, silly, and rude.

Frankly, we don’t care what emails Miss Barnhardt’s inbox gets filled up with every day. She is not exactly known to be a mainstream character herself, so perhaps certain people simply gravitate toward her. The claim that Sedevacantism is “Protestant” is as old and worn-out as it is absurd. It is because we reject Protestantism that we have nothing to do with the Vatican II Church, which has blasphemously declared at an ecumenical council that Protestantism is used by the Holy Ghost as a means of salvation and holds up Martin Luther as a “witness to the Gospel”! That there is some accidental division among Sedevacantists is not an indication that the position is false but is simply the consequence of the truth of its central thesis: that there is currently no Pope reigning in the Church, who is the principle of unity. The real question is why Miss Barnhardt’s sect is such a divided mess even though it has a “Pope”!

With regard to the accusation of “Antisemitism” which Barnhardt leaves conveniently undefined, it must be stated that our position regarding the Jews is exactly that of the Catholic Church until 1958 when the last (known) Pope, Pius XII, died. We pray and work for the conversion of all who are not yet Catholics, and that includes the Jews. As Pope Pius XI noted when he suppressed the Amici Israel association in 1928:

…the Catholic Church has always been accustomed to pray for the Jewish people, who were the depository of the divine promises up until the arrival of Jesus Christ, notwithstanding their subsequent blindness, or rather, because of this very blindness. Moved by that charity, the Apostolic See has protected the same people from unjust ill-treatment, and just as it censures all hatred and enmity among people, so it altogether condemns in the highest degree possible hatred against the people once chosen by God, viz., the hatred that now is what is usually meant in common parlance by the term known generally as “anti-Semitism.” (Sacred Congregation of the Holy Office, Decree Cum Supremae)
This is our position, too. Genuine hatred — enmity — of another is a mortal sin (see McHugh & Callan’s Moral Theology, n. 1312). We are called to love our neighbor as ourselves (see Mk 12:31), even if he is our enemy. That means desiring his good, especially the good of his soul and his eternal good in Heaven. Perhaps Miss Barnhardt is confusing opposition to the wicked works of Judaism — which is anti-Christian in nature and origin — with “Antisemitism.” That would say a lot… about her.
And then there are those “schizophrenic conspiracy theories”, among which Barnhardt numbers the idea that the earth is not a globe but a convex disc. Again, what this has to do with Sedevacantism is anyone’s guess, but of course it does its intended job really well: It scares people away. In the words of a wise blogger: “Even if it makes absolutely no sense at all, just to try to character-assassinate people and get them lumped in with this bad problem”! She definitely knows what she’s talking about!

Are there really people who call themselves traditional Catholics and believe in a flat earth? Yes, there are. They are the “Flat Earth Trads” and exist as a group on YouTube and Facebook, for example. They also have their own web site. The amusing thing, however, is that they are not Sedevacantists but recognize-and-resist trads! In other words, they are essentially of the same theological persuasion as Ann Barnhardt, even if they don’t share her recently-acquired belief that Ratzinger is the Pope rather than Bergoglio! Judging from what they have published so far, the “Flat Earth Trads” seem to be SSPX-Resistance people of the Bp. Richard Williamson stripe. Sorry, Ann!

So, let’s recap: We note that in the lengthy video presentation in which she tries to make the theological case for the idea that Joseph Ratzinger is the currently-reigning Pope, all Barnhardt can say about Sedevacantism is hurl gratuitous insults and engage in guilt by association: blah blah schismatics; blah blah Protestantism; blah blah Antisemitism; blah blah Holocaust denial; blah blah schizophrenia; blah blah flat earth. Did she leave out any cliché that has nothing to do with anything?

One thing is clear: When it comes to Sedevacantism, Barnhardt doesn’t want to go there. And another thing is clear as well: The reason why she doesn’t want to go there is not a theological one.

At some point in her video, Barnhardt recommends an essay by “Fr.” Brian Harrison, an Australian-born Novus Ordo priest who used to teach theology at the so-called Pontifical Catholic University of Puerto Rico. The essay in question argues that a heretical Pope would govern the Church illicitly but validly. In other words, such a “Pope” would not be allowed to be Pope but he would nevertheless be Pope. This creative but dangerously flawed attempt by Mr. Harrison to provide a worst-case-scenario defense of the Modernist “popes” is refuted here:

White Smoke, Anti-Pope: A Response to Rev. Brian Harrison
It is truly amazing to see the lengths to which people will go in order not to have to conclude that the Vatican II Sect is a fraud and its apostate hierarchy is not the hierarchy of the Catholic Church.

All this kerfuffle about whether we have one Pope, two Popes, or two half-Popes, is meant to distract from the mounting evidence that we have no Pope at all. Tragically, it is easier to deceive people than to convince them they’ve been deceived.

Ann Barnhardt is no exception.

Benedict XVI Discusses His Resignation in Newly Published Letters
The words of the Pope Emeritus from November 2017 show he is aware of the pain his resignation caused, and the sorrow people feel about the current situation facing the Church.

http://www.ncregister.com/blog/edward-pentin/benedict-xvi-discusses-his-resignation-in-newly-published-letters
By Edward Pentin, National Catholic Register, September 19, 2018

A German newspaper today published two letters Pope Emeritus Benedict XVI wrote last November (see full texts below) which give a glimpse of how he views his resignation and what many see as turmoil in the Church that has followed his unexpected departure.
Bild newspaper reports that Benedict XVI wrote the letters in response to a cardinal but it doesn’t name him. 

However, The New York Times says it is Cardinal Walter Brandmüller who had just given an interview in the Frankfurter Allgemeine Zeitung critical of Benedict’s resignation. 

Cardinal Brandmüller, a former president the Pontifical Committee for Historical Sciences, had told the newspaper the “Pope Emeritus” title never existed “in all of Church history” and that Benedict’s resignation had “knocked us cardinals sideways, and not only us.” 

In one of his letters of reply, the Pope Emeritus shows that he is aware of the strife the Church has faced since he resigned, but is also concerned that some of the anger and frustration is being directed at him and his pontificate. 

“I can very well understand the deep-seated pain that the end of my papacy has inflicted on you and many others,” Benedict writes in a letter dated Nov. 23, 2017, according to The New York Times. “However, for some people and – it seems to me – also for you, the pain has turned into an anger that no longer merely concerns my resignation, but increasingly also my person and my papacy as a whole. 

“In this way,” Benedict adds, “a papacy itself is now being devalued and melted into the sorrow about the situation in which the Church currently finds itself.”

In the first letter, dated Nov. 9, 2017, Benedict was quite terse with the cardinal over his criticism of the title and life after resignation, reported the Times: “With ‘pope emeritus,’ I tried to create a situation in which I am absolutely not accessible to the media and in which it is completely clear that there is only one pope,” he wrote. “If you know of a better way, and believe that you can judge the one I chose, please tell me.”
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Seiner Eminenz

dem Hochwiirdigsten Herrn

Kardinal Walter BRANDMOLLER
Président em. des Pont. Comitato di Sc
Palazzo della Canonica

00120  Vatikanstadt

jenze Storiche

Eminenz!

In dem Interview, das Sie kirzlich der FAZ gewahrt haben, sagen Sie,
ich hatte mit der Konstruktion des emeritierten Papstes eine Figur
geschaffen, die es in der ganzen Kirchengeschichte nicht gibt. Sie
wissen natiirlich sehr wohl, daf - wenn auch auferst selten - Papste
zuriickgetreten sind. Was waren sie hernach? Papst emeritus? Oder

was sonst?. -

Wie Sie wissen, hat Pius XIL. fiif den Fall einer Verhaftung durch die
Nazis eine Erklarung hinterlegt, daf er vom Augenblick der Verhaf-
tung an nicht mehr Papst sei, sondern wieder Kardinal. Ob diese
Riickkehr ins Kardinalat faktisch einfach moglich gewesen wre, wis-
sen wir nicht. In meinem Fall wire es sicher nicht sinnvoll gewesen,
einfach eine Riickkehr ins Kardinalat zu behaupten. Ich wére dann
der Offentlichkeit standig so ausgesetzt gewesen, wie es eben ein Kar-
dinal ist - ja, noch mehr, weil man in ihm eben doch den ehemaligen
Papst gesehen hatte. Dies hitte gewollt oder ungewollt, besonders im
Kontext der aktuellen Situation zu schwierigen Folgen fithren k&
nen. Ich habe mit dem Papa emeritus eine Situation zu schaffen ver-
sucht, in der ich fiir die Medien absolut unzuganglich bin und in der
véllig Klar ist, dafs es nur einen Papst gibt, Wenn Sie einen besseren
Weg wissen und daher glauben, den von mir gewahlten verurteilen zu
konnen, so sagen Sie es mir bitte.

Ich grige Sie im Herrn

Ihr
b A




Bild reported that Benedict refers in one of the letters to the Venerable Pope Pius XII and his contingency plan to step down in 1944 to avoid being “arrested by the Nazis.” 
The German newspaper asked: “What did Benedict feel threatened by?” and added that a clue might be found in his words at his inauguration in 2005: “Pray for me that I may not flee for fear of the wolves.” 

Cardinal Brandmüller responded to Benedict, referring to the current confusion in the Church, by saying: “May the Lord help his Church.” 
The Pope Emeritus replied in agreement: “Let us rather pray, as you did at the end of your letter, that the Lord will come to the aid of his Church.”  

Benedict XVI announced his resignation on Feb. 11, 2013, and relinquished office on Feb. 28 of that year. He became the first pope to resign since Gregory XII in 1415 who did so in order to end the Western Schism, and the first to do so on his own initiative since Celestine V in 1294.

He said in his resignation speech that he had chosen to step down because he had come to “the certainty that my strengths, due to an advanced age, are no longer suited to an adequate exercise of the Petrine ministry.”  

He also said that because today’s world is “subject to so many rapid changes and shaken by questions of deep relevance for the life of faith,” he believed “both strength of mind and body are necessary, strength which in the last few months, has deteriorated in me to the extent that I have had to recognize my incapacity to adequately fulfil the ministry entrusted to me.” 

Cardinal Brandmüller, one of the four cardinals to submit dubia to Pope Francis questioning aspects of his apostolic exhortation Amoris Laetitia, has long been a supporter of Joseph Ratzinger, but also the most vocal critic of his decision to resign.

In 2016 he wrote an article calling for a law to define the status of the ex-pope and concluding that the resignation of the Pope “is possible, and it has been done, but it is to be hoped that it may never happen again.” An extended version of the article appeared in the periodical, The Jurist. 

***

UPDATE: Sept. 21: Here below are the full texts of the two letters Benedict XVI sent to Cardinal Brandmüller, on Nov 9, and Nov. 23, 2017 (Register translations). 

His Eminence Most Reverend Cardinal Walter Brandmüller

President Emeritus of the Pontifical Historical Commission

Palazzo della Canonica

00120 Vatican City

 

Vatican City, 9 November 2017

 

Your Eminence,

In your recent interview with the FAZ [Frankfurter Allgemeine Zeitung] you say that I created, with the construction of the Pope Emeritus, a figure that does not exist in the entirety of Church history. Of course, you know very well that popes have retired, even if very rarely. What were they afterwards? Pope Emeritus? Or what instead?

As you know, Pius XII left instructions in case of being captured by the Nazis: that from the moment of his capture he would no longer be Pope but a Cardinal again. Whether this simple return to the Cardinalate would have been in fact possible, we do not know.  In my case it surely would not have made sense simply to claim a return to the Cardinalate. I then would have constantly been exposed to the public in the way a Cardinal is – indeed, even more so, because in that Cardinal one would have seen the former Pope. This could have led, intentionally or unintentionally, to difficult consequences, particularly in the context of the present situation. With the Papa Emeritus I have tried to create a situation in which I am absolutely inaccessible to the media and in which it is completely clear that there is only one Pope. If you know of a better way and thus believe that you may condemn the one I have chosen, please tell me about it.

I greet you in the Lord

Your

Benedict XVI

 

***

 

His Eminence Most Reverend Cardinal Walter Brandmüller

President Emeritus of the Pontifical Historical Commission

Palazzo della Canonica

00120 Vatican City

 

Vatican City, 23 November 2017

 

Your Eminence,

From your kind letter of November 15th I assume I may conclude that in the future you no longer want to comment publicly on the question of my resignation, and for this I thank you.
The deep-seated pain that the end of my pontificate has caused in you, as in many others, I can understand very well. But the pain in some — and it seems to me also in you — has turned into anger, which no longer regards only the resignation, but increasingly is expanding to my person and to my pontificate as a whole.  In this manner a pontificate is being devalued and fused into a sadness about the situation of the Church today. From this fusion a new kind of agitation gradually results, for which the little book by Fabrizio Grasso, La rinuncia (Algra Editore, Viagrande/Catania 2017) could become emblematic. 

All this fills me with worry and, precisely for that reason, the end of your FAZ interview left me so troubled, because it ultimately cannot but foster the same sort of atmosphere.

Let us pray instead, as you did at the end of your letter, that the Lord may come to the aid of his Church. With my Apostolic blessing I am 

 

Your

Benedict XVI

Benedict XVI defends resignation and title ‘pope emeritus’ in private letters

https://www.catholicworldreport.com/2018/09/20/benedict-xvi-defends-resignation-and-title-pope-emeritus-in-private-letters/
Vatican City, September 20, 2018

In newly-surfaced letters from Benedict XVI, the pope emeritus has defended his abdication, and warned that continued anger at his decision risked undermining the papal office. The private correspondence, excerpts from which were carried in a German newspaper, was reportedly addressed to Cardinal Walter Brandmüller.
According to the letters, Benedict said he understood “the deep-seated pain” the end of his papacy caused the cardinal and others. At the same time, the pope emeritus wrote, he recognized that for some people the pain had “turned into an anger that no longer merely concerns my resignation, but increasingly also my person and my papacy as a whole.”

German newspaper Bild carried the excerpts in a story published Sept. 20. The letters were originally sent in November, 2017.

Bild did not name the recipient but referred to him only as “a German cardinal” who had made critical comments about Benedict’s resignation in an interview. On the same day, The New York Times reported that it had received a copy of the two letters in their entirety from Bild, and named Cardinal Brandmüller as the recipient. 

Addressing the ongoing dissatisfaction some individuals had with both his resignation and his subsequent life as “pope emeritus” – a title not previously used – Benedict cautioned that these sentiments were undermining the effectiveness of the Petrine ministry.

“In this way the pontificate itself is being devalued and conflated with the sadness about the situation of the Church today,” he wrote.

According to Bild, Benedict defended his decision, writing that if the cardinal knew “a better way” for him to have acted, “and therefore think that you can judge the one chosen by me, please tell me.”

In an interview with a German newspaper in October of last year, Brandmüller expressed dismay over the idea of a “pope emeritus,” which he said, “does not exist in the entire history of the Church.”
“The fact that a pope comes along and topples a 2,000-year-old tradition bowled over not just us cardinals,” he said.

The two private letters from Benedict have been reported to be a response to these comments. In the first, sent Nov. 9, 2017, Benedict wrote “you said that with ‘pope emeritus,’ I had created a figure that had not existed in the whole history of the Church. You know very well, of course, that popes have abdicated, albeit very rarely. What were they afterward? Pope emeritus? Or what else?”

Benedict also cited the example of Pope Pius XII, who considered stepping down in 1944 in the event of his arrest by the Nazis authorities then occupying Italy. Pope Pius had considered returning to the rank of a cardinal in the event of his resignation.

Benedict wrote that, unlike Pius XII’s situation, “it would certainly have not been sensible” for him to return to being a cardinal as he would have been “constantly exposed to the media as a cardinal is – even more so because people would have seen in me the former pope.”

The pope emeritus added that “whether on purpose or not, this could have had difficult consequences, especially in the context of the current situation.”

Benedict explained that he was concerned with avoiding the impression that there were two popes, with his comments being sought on the ministry and decisions of his eventual successor.

“With ‘pope emeritus,’ I tried to create a situation in which I am absolutely not accessible to the media and in which it is completely clear that there is only one pope.”
In the second letter, dated Nov. 23, 2017, Benedict wrote that he was concerned by the conclusion of Cardinal Brandmüller’s interview with Frankfurter Allgemeine Zeitung, given the previous month. The pope emeritus said that it could promote the sort of agitation which had inspired “the Abdication,” a book by Fabrizio Grasso which argued that having emeritus popes could destroy papal authority.

Cardinal Brandmüller is one of four cardinals to have submitted five formal questions or “dubia” to Pope Francis, asking the pope to clarify some points of Church teaching in the wake of differing interpretations of Amoris laetitia, Francis’ 2016 post-synodal apostolic exhortation.
The letters from Benedict were reported by Bild two years and one day after the dubia were sent.

Brandmüller submitted the questions, together with Cardinal Raymond Burke, Cardinal Joachim Meisner, and Cardinal Carlo Caffarra, on Sept. 19, 2016.
1 of 3 readers’ comments
This report nothing less than stunning. Too bad Benedict didn’t get his back up and do the job he was elected to do. Why would any of us give credence to the Pope-Emeritus’ concern over his papacy which “…is now being devalued and melted into the sorrow about the situation in which the Church currently finds itself.”
Well whose fault is that?
October 28, 1958 saw the papacy take a turn into madness.
John XXIII was no bright light and his notions set in motion a tragic scenario from which we will be lucky to recover from in another one hundred years. He gave the secular-materialists the long leash and they took it and ran. He abdicated supremely his responsibility as Supreme Pontiff.
Paul VI was an architect of the Council. When he finally recognized the ecclesiastical Frankenstein he had let loose on the Church he wept and mourned over the smoke of Satan instead of doing something about it. He hid.
John Paul turned his attention to evangelization and not without tangible results – but he left Church administration and the governance of the episcopate in the hands of the nefarious and we live with those results today.
Benedict just quit and ran.
Bergoglio was described to John Paul by Father Kolvenbach, then Jesuit Superior General, as emotionally unstable and temperamentally unreliable. An Argentinian bishop [whose name escapes me] exclaimed at the announcement Bergoglio’s election “But he’s crazy!”
At least John XIII through Benedict XVI appeared to maintain the perennial Magisterium. The current occupant runs a circus where the most credible thing out of his mouth is “mums the word.”
The Mystical Body of Christ has been poorly served indeed by all of them.
Benedict had best do an examination of conscience. Saint Augustine’s critique on “the Shepherds” is rough going indeed this week in the Liturgy of the Hours. I don’t know how any bishop or pastor in the Church who bothers anymore (do any of them?) with his obligation to recite “the Hours” daily could do anything but wail each morning this week.
We are in the hands of self-absorbed fools.
I’ve searched high and low but am unable to find an explanation as to who and why these letters were made available to the media. These were private communications. Either the writer or the recipient would appear to be the only ones privy to them. What’s the story? The covert appearance of this correspondence is more of a story than their actual content. Given the doctored photos of Benedict’s correspondence regarding the pamphlets on “Bergoglian theology” earlier this year, one can’t help but wonder who and what purpose the release of this private correspondence is meant to serve.
Or did that evil butler come back and start leaking again?
Rise of the Benevacantists. Who is Pope?
https://onepeterfive.com/benevacantists/
By Ryan Grant, December 14, 2018

The papacy of Pope Francis has set many new bars for the Church. Many of us, who are faithful Catholics, have been shocked and dismayed as he appointed heterodox clergy and prelates; promulgated highly ambiguous documents that appear to challenge formal teaching; and terrified us with unguarded language of the latest airplane presser like a lightning bolt from the hand of Zeus, poised to strike at any time. “Who am I to judge” and the reluctance to handle the problems stemming from homosexuality in the clergy have caused many faithful even more dismay.
It is little wonder that some people wish it would all go away. In recent years, some people have decided they will do just that. How? By putting it in a hat and pulling out a rabbit named Benedict. These individuals, believing that Pope Benedict did not properly abdicate the papal throne (for one reason or another, all of them wrong, as we shall see), argue that he and not Pope Francis is the true pope. Therefore, all the insanity goes away, problem solved, huzzah! Some have coined a term for them: “Benevacantists.” I will use this term as an easy reference for these individuals who hold for a certain fact that Benedict is the pope, while Francis is not.

The great problem with the Benevacantists is that they have invented the principles and then imposed them upon the Church as if binding on even the pope himself. They then declare that Pope Francis is not the pope and that Benedict is. They describe his resignation as the “attempted abdication” or “attempted resignation” in a definitive sense, usually on the basis of various theories of events or on some perceived turn of the Latin of the resignation, with no hard facts. What is particularly galling is that, although this is an area that the angels fear to tread, you have people with no fundamental competence in Latin or theology proceeding to tell us what the Latin of the resignation really means, or what these nonexistent laws of resignations are.

Apart from the personalities of some of those involved in perpetuating this thesis, which one priest has rightly called insanity, we can boil down the propositions to the following, which are held separately or together, depending upon whom you talk to:
– The Latin switches terminology to prove that Benedict resigned only one part of the papacy and not another, making the whole thing invalid.

– The Latin of Benedict’s resignation is grammatically incorrect.

– Pope Benedict was under grave duress, therefore his resignation was not free.

– The “St. Gallen Mafia,” as revealed by Cardinal Danneels, canvassed for votes and arranged things to elect then-cardinal Bergoglio, so the whole election of Francis is invalid.
What does the resignation really say?
The first place on which to focus is the question of the resignation. I have never read any translation of it, only the original Latin. As always, care really must be taken regarding the propriety of language and syntax when approaching ecclesiastical documents, and even more so when one is attempting to argue from a document a matter of grave consequence to the whole Church. 
One of the most notable proponents of Benevacantism attempted, in one blog post (December 8, 2018 https://www.barnhardt.biz/2018/12/08/the-official-latin-of-pope-benedicts-attempted-failed-abdication-says-the-see-could-be-vacant/), to show that the use of the subjunctive for vacare – namely, vacet – by Pope Benedict to indicate that the See of Peter will be made vacant was a potential subjunctive that meant “may become vacant” but not that it will – so he couldn’t have resigned! But this is utterly erroneous, because the clause in which it appears, coming at the end of the second paragraph, reads (my emphasis), “declaro me … renuntiare ita ut a die 28 februarii MMXIII, hora 20, sedes Romae, sedes Sancti Petri vacet”. The clause employed here is what is called in grammar a result clause. This means that in English, it sounds indicative, indicating the result of the action, and signaled by the use of ita (so) and the particle ut. Thus, literally, it translates to “I declare that I renounce … what was entrusted to me by the Cardinals so much so that from the 28th of February 2013, at 8:00 P.M., the see of Rome, the see of St. Peter will be vacant.”

When this error in the vacet argument was pointed out to the above commentator, she attempted to cover herself by saying a Latin professor somewhere told her that most students make that mistake. That is just the point: students make these errors, and we may well expect them to. In this case, the notion that the Latin subjunctive is always potential in meaning is one of those myths that afflicts the inexperienced. It is rather the opposite: the subjunctive is most often employed in a dependent clause connected to an indicative verb that has an indicative feeling or sense, not a potential one [1]. That concept should be the backbone of understanding for anyone competent in Latin. The fact that the commentator in question made such a mistake demonstrates that she does not have the fundamental competence in Latin to be making arguments from the text, let alone the prudence to approach the question. If you are going to engage in a potentially (sic) schismatic act, you want to be darn sure you have your is dotted and your ts crossed, and not vice versa.

Now let us take on the main argument: that Benedict, willing or unwilling, tried to split the papacy by renouncing only one part of the potestas, or the papal power, so that Francis could take it, which is impossible; therefore, the resignation was not valid, and Benedict is still pope. Essentially, he should have used the word munus (office), but instead, he used the word ministerium (ministry), so he couldn’t really renounce the papacy.

Let’s look at the Latin, part of which we just cited, a little more closely. The Benevacantists argue that after twice using the word munus (munus Petrinum and hoc munus in the first and second paragraph, respectively), he then uses ministerium, therefore he must be implying that he is renouncing something other than the Petrine office. After laying out that he no longer has the strength to carry out the obligations of the papacy, he declares (my emphasis):

Quapropter bene conscius ponderis huius actus plena libertate declaro me ministerio Episcopi Romae, Successoris Sancti Petri, mihi per manus Cardinalium die 19 aprilis MMV commisso renuntiare, etc.

The argument about a difference between munus and ministerium does not hold water for several reasons. The first is that they are more or less synonymous. Munus can mean a gift, although even there it is not disconnected from the notion that it is a gift that carries responsibility. In ecclesiastical parlance, it typically means an office or duty. Thus, the episcopate, and the papacy, is considered a munus, properly speaking. In this sense, it is roughly synonymous with officium, which is the Roman word for duty. Ministerium can mean a ministry or service, but it also means office or duty, in the sense of the essence of what the munus entails. In fact, Forcellini uses the word munus to describe ministerium in the Lexicon Totius Latinitatis: “MINISTERIUM, -ii, n. 2 (<minister), opera et munus ministri et famuli” (my emphasis) [2]. Cicero shows that munus can mean the very work that is done in an office, just as ministerium does [3]. Stelton’s dictionary of ecclesiastical Latin lists for ministerium: “ministry, service, office, duty” [4]. St. Thomas refers to the use of ministerium to refer to the power and office of the papacy: “[s]ome power was also conferred to ministers of the Church, who are dispensers of the Sacraments, to remove the obstacle, not of itself, but by the divine power and the power of the passion of Christ, and this power is metaphorically called the key of the Church (clavis ecclesiae), which is the key of service (clavis ministerii)” [5].

The conclusion we can draw is that munus and ministerium were meant by Pope Benedict to mean the same thing. It is not unusual in vernacular in modern parlance to use office and ministry as one and the same word. There may be no particular reason why Benedict uses the word ministerium in place of munus even after using the former; writers frequently use synonyms to break up the overuse of specific words. Or it could simply be that the pope is far better read in Latin than the Benevacantists. The import of what St. Thomas is saying above is that the key of the Church, which is also called the key of ministry, or service, is the authority to discern and the power to judge [6]. On what planet, we ask, if this is what the Pope Emeritus renounced, can that not be understood as the office and power of the papacy?
Furthermore, given the fact that the terms may be used synonymously in the vernacular as well as Latin, and given Pope Benedict’s subsequent actions, the burden is on the Benevacantist to read the pope’s thoughts for us and show us what was in his mind. Being an impossible burden, we must reject it in favor of the obvious: Benedict meant to resign the entirety of the papacy, and his vacating the office and allowing another conclave to take place is the proper interpretation of his intentions.

But what if the Benevacantist Latin arguments had some real validity? Even then, we are faced with the fact that the Church does not demand a prescribed formula for the pope to resign, nor is there a specific model to follow. In Canon Law, it says instead:

“If it should happen that the Roman Pontiff resigns his office, it is required for validity that he makes the resignation freely and that it be duly manifested, but not that it be accepted by anyone” [7]. The emphasis here is on rite manifestetur, or duly manifested. The word rite is an adverb meaning in a due manner, correctly, or appropriately. Here it is modifying manifestare, which is as it is in English. This means the pope needs only to properly manifest – that is, make it clear in the external forum – that he is resigning. Furthermore, he carried it out. What clearer manifestation of his will could there be? So even if the pope made a grammatical error in his resignation document (as some maintain), or if he used an imprecise word, his actions proved what he intended.
External Forum
This leads us to the next consideration. The papacy is a public office. Its reception is public, and a resignation of that office is publicly manifested. That means the presumption is on the validity of the resignation until it is proven otherwise in the external forum. That is, the resignation must be shown to be false in ecclesiastical courts – not on a blog, not on Facebook, and not in the formal declaration of some layman or even a cleric.

Propter metum
Now let us consider the argument of fear or duress that is often alleged. Proponents of this argument may quote Canon 188: “A resignation submitted out of grave fear, which has been unjustly inflicted, or because of fraud, substantial error or simony is invalid by the law itself” [8]. The difficulty is that in all acts done out of fear, there is in fact a consent to the act that is, in principle, actual consent.

This is attested to also in Canon Law: “An act placed because of grave fear, which has been unjustly inflicted, or because of fraud is valid unless the law makes some other provision; but such an act can be rescinded by the decision of a judge, either at the instance of an injured party, or at that party’s successor’s in law, or ex officio” [9]. The import of this is that if the pope were pressured by some nebulous fear, arising from some nebulous threat, as certain blogs have opined, it would be necessary for this to be shown in a canonical court, by that party or someone succeeding to his claims, and at that point, when this fear is demonstrated in the external forum, then, and only then, could we have such a confirmation.

The result of this is that unless the Benevacantists want to go back to Gallicanism or Conciliarism, there is only one person who could possibly put into effect a canonical trial of this matter, and that is Pope Francis.

To summarize the questions viz. Pope Benedict’s completed and confirmed abdication, we can draw this sort of analogy. The consequence of individual laity “definitively declaring” Benedict’s resignation to be invalid, on their own authority, is not at all different from a man who discovers that his marriage is invalid due to some impediment. Even if he were one hundred percent correct and this impediment were as plain as the summer sun, he cannot just run off and marry some other woman unless the Church has granted him a declaration of nullity, which is a judgment in the external forum. In other words, because the sacrament of matrimony is a public act, not unlike taking the office of the papacy or renouncing it, any defects affecting validity must be publicly adjudicated by the Church through the annulment process so that a definitive judgment will be issued and those concerned will have moral certitude on the matter.

To make the point even more obvious, Benedict himself has affirmed repeatedly that he did in fact resign, and he even defended his abdication to Cardinal Brandmüller, who had questioned its prudence. But then, some will say, what about Monsignor Gänswein, the pope’s personal secretary, who said, “We have two popes”? This is often used by the Benevacantists as a smoking gun. Again, whatever a third party said, this would have to be determined in the external forum in an ecclesiastical court. But even more, Msgr. Ganswein has also clarified exactly what he meant, and it does not fit the imaginings of the Benevacantists.

CRUX: There are a number of cardinals, Paul Badde said during the interview, that are “upset when hearing that the Church currently has two living successors to Peter.” Recently you spoke about an expanded Petrine office, that Pope Benedict is said to have introduced. Could you explain that a bit further?

GÄNSWEIN: I saw from among the reactions that I was imputed to have said a number of things that I did not say. Of course, Pope Francis is the legitimate and legitimately elected pope. Any talk of two popes, one legitimate, one illegitimate, is therefore incorrect.

What he did in fact say, Gänswein added, was that Benedict continues to be present in prayer and sacrifice, which bears spiritual fruit.

“When applying common sense, faith and a little theology, that should be clear,” he said.

But what about the St. Gallen mafia? Cardinal Godfried Danneels, of Belgium, confessed in a book that he and other cardinals were actively canvassing for then-cardinal Bergoglio to be elected pope. Therefore, the Benevacantists say, all the participants were excommunicated, and Bergoglio can’t be pope. Be that as it may, again, following the canonical principles we noted above, an investigation would have to be done to determine the truth or falsity of the matter, as, naturally, such proceedings are secret.
I don’t have any doubts that Cardinal Danneels should be excommunicated for a multiplicity of reasons. But really, a cardinal writing a book is not a smoking gun; it is rather something that demands investigation. And the person to do the investigating is Pope Francis or a subsequent pope.

In conclusion, we have seen that there is no prescribed form for a pope to resign from the papacy apart from him making his will known and following it up with action. If there is some pressure, threat, or duress caused by whatever theory one wishes to posit, according to canonical principles, this act remains valid until it is shown otherwise in an ecclesiastical court. The presumption of validity rests upon the current officeholder until proven otherwise, just as in a marriage, presumption of validity rests upon the bond until proven otherwise.

To overthrow due process, the gift of the Church to the legal systems of the world, and reduce judgment of who the pope is to bloggers and Facebook posts opining from private judgment is to not only attack the visibility of the Church, but to invite schism at levels unseen since the Middle Ages. Five centuries of Protestantism have dulled our senses to the evil of schism, but it is something to be feared rather than welcomed.

The reality is, there are some who simply are not prepared to suffer under Pope Francis. While this writer is not fond of the current pontiff, he has no hesitation in affirming absolutely that he is pope, even though the same writer does not view his papacy as favorable to the Church, to put it mildly. But given the state of so many Catholics in their moral and spiritual lives, and the unhealthy attention accorded to every papal act, it seems that he is the pope we deserve. Some think everything would be better if we just had Benedict back, but it should not be forgotten that if the testimony of a recent papal critic is true, then Pope Benedict merely placed the infamous Cardinal McCarrick under private sanctions to penance and prayer. And if that story is not true, we know one that certainly is: the placing Marcial Maciel Degollado, the infamous womanizer who sodomized his own son and founded the Legionaries of Christ, under seclusion, penance, and prayer. In other words, Pope Benedict was part of the ecclesiastical corruption that led us to where we are in the current scandals. There is a wide gulf between a truly reforming pope and Pope Benedict, although posterity will no doubt be indebted to him for Summorum Pontificum.

Finally, if it is the case that Benedict is still pope and Francis is not, then this will be adjudicated by the Church, under the aegis of the current pontificate or a subsequent one. To formally declare, not to merely opine, feel, or secretly wonder, but to definitively declare Benedict’s resignation invalid and Francis to not be the valid occupant, is nothing short of schismatic and to be avoided by all true Catholics.



[1] To clarify for those who do not know Latin well, the subjunctive (conjunctivum) is a mood (modus) of the verb that is employed to join (hence its Latin name) certain types of dependent clauses with indicative-mood independent clauses. This is its main and proper function, while much less of the time, it is used to indicate hypothetical or potential outcomes.

[2] “MINISTERIUM, etc., the work and office of a minister and servant.” Op. cit., vol. 3, pg. 249.

[3] “Nulla ejus ingenii monumenta mandata litteris, nullum opus otii nullum solitudinis munus exstat.” de Officis, 1, 4.

[4] Op. cit., pg. 162.

[5] [E]tiam ministris ecclesiae, qui sunt dispensatores sacramentorum, potestas aliqua ad praedictum obstaculum removendum est collata, non propria, sed virtute divina et passionis Christi, et haec potestas metaphorice clavis ecclesiae dicitur, quae est clavis ministerii. 4 Sent. 18, 1. 1. 1c.

[6] Cf. 4 Sent. 19. 1. 1. 2c, Summa Contra Gentiles, 4, 72.

[7] Si contingat ut Romanus Pontifex muneri suo renuntiet, ad validitatem requiritur ut renuntiatio libere fiat et rite manifestetur, non vero ut a quopiam acceptetur. Canon 332 §2.

[8] Renuntiatio ex metu gravi, iniuste incusso, dolo vel errore substantiali aut simoniace facta ipso iure irrita est.

[9] Canon 125, §2.
Featured comment by Steve Skojec (emphasis his) owner of OnePeterFive (1P5) blog:

So I'm going to pin a note in this for all the people getting in a huff without reading the LANGUAGE carefully -- because, ironically, this is the author's assertion: the language is not being read properly, and it's causing big problems.
Mr. Grant is not arguing that to ASK QUESTIONS is schismatic; he is arguing that to make definitive assertions is. As he wrote: "To formally declare, not to merely opine, feel, or secretly wonder, but to definitively declare Benedict’s resignation invalid and Francis to not be the valid occupant, is nothing short of schismatic and to be avoided by all true Catholics."
The reason for this should be obvious. The Church has declared that Francis is pope. He is universally recognized as such by ALL the sitting bishops around the world. Therefore to assert definitively anything to the contrary is an act of schism, as defined by canon law (751):

"Schism is the refusal of submission to the Supreme Pontiff or of communion with the members of the Church subject to him.
4 of 906 readers’ comments

The Barnhardt thesis that Pope Benedict's abdication was invalid due to his intent to "expand" or bifurcate the Petrine ministry - seems entirely worthy of frank, and open discussion. The man is still wearing white, is still living in the Vatican, and is still being addressed as "your holiness". There seems to be a whole lot of smoke here and this issue deserves to be discussed and not swept under the rug just because some professional Catholics don't like the tone or delivery of the messenger.
An article can be written to establish facts, or, it can be written to de-legitimate and silence what the author perceives as a rival faction or movement. This article falls almost entirely in the second category.

Agreed. I have brought this question up recently with several informed and committed Catholics, and have been dismissed outright before I could even finish saying what I think - "That's ridiculous! You can't think that!" Seems like people are mighty afraid of something....

I can tell you what I'm afraid of: Catholics scandalized by Francis turning to schism in large numbers because of a crackpot theory that's based entirely in conjecture and not in fact. –Steve Skojec
Did Benedict really resign? Gänswein, Burke and Brandmüller weigh in
https://www.lifesitenews.com/news/did-benedict-really-resign-gaenswein-burke-and-brandmueller-weigh-in
By Diane Montagna, Rome, February 14, 2019
Archbishop Georg Gänswein has reaffirmed the validity of Benedict’s resignation, insisting that he did resign the Petrine office.
“There is only one legitimately elected and incumbent [gewählten und amtierenden] Pope, and that is Francis,” Benedict’s longtime private secretary said, adding simply: “Amen.” 

His definitive affirmation, communicated to LifeSiteNews on Feb. 11, 2019 — the six-year anniversary of Pope Benedict’s abdication — comes at a time when increasing numbers of bishops, canonists, theologians and lay faithful are questioning its juridical validity.

Clergy and laity alike are concerned that Benedict’s remarks about the “forever” of the papacy — and those of Archbishop Gänswein about an “expanded Petrine ministry” — indicate that Benedict intended to bifurcate the papacy, as if he intended only to resign the ministerium (active ministry) of the papacy and not the munus (office) itself. If this were the case, the argument goes, his resignation would be invalid, for Christ intended for there to be only one successor to Peter, one Vicar of Christ on earth.
Presenting these concerns to Archbishop Gänswein, we asked him: “Did Pope Benedict intend to resign the Petrine munus as named in canon law (canon 332.2), or just the public actions that pertain to that munus?” 

“I have already cleared up the ‘misunderstanding’ several times,” he responded. “It makes no sense at all, no, even more, it is counterproductive to insist on this ‘misunderstanding’ and to quote me again and again. This is absurd and leads to self-harm [Selbstzerfleischung]. I have clearly said that there is only one Pope, one legitimately elected and incumbent Pope, and that is Francis. Amen.”

LifeSite investigated the arguments and claims surrounding this aspect of the debate over the validity of Benedict’s resignation. We then sat down with Cardinals Burke and Brandmüller to hear their views.

Questioning the juridical validity of Benedict’s resignation

Concern over the juridical validity of Benedict’s resignation has exercised many theologians and has increased in recent months and years. 

Last October, Monsignor Nicola Bux, a respected theologian and former consultor to the Congregation for the Doctrine of the Faith during Benedict XVI’s pontificate, called for an investigation into this resignation.

In a forceful interview with Italian Vaticanist Aldo Maria Valli on the doctrinal and moral crisis in the Church, Msgr. Bux, now a theological consultor for the Congregation for the Causes of Saints, said it would be “easier” to examine the question of the “juridical validity of Pope Benedict XVI’s resignation” than to face head-on the “practical, theological and juridical difficulties to the question of judging a heretical pope.”

“The idea of a sort of collegial papacy seems to me decidedly against the Gospel dictate,” he said. “Jesus did not say, in fact, ‘tibi dabo claves...’ addressing Peter and Andrew but only said it to Peter!” 

Msgr. Bux’s reference to a “collegial” papacy was an allusion to a concern over the background to Benedict’s resignation that has been circulating in curial and theological circles for some time. 

The scruple was triggered by a discourse Archbishop Gänswein delivered on May 20, 2016, during a book launch at the Pontifical Gregorian University. Benedict’s personal secretary said of him: 

He has left the papal throne and yet, with the step made on February 11, 2013, he has not at all abandoned this ministry. Instead, he has complemented the personal office with a collegial and synodal dimension, as a quasi-shared ministry (als einen quasi gemeinsamen Dienst).

Archbishop Gänswein continued:

Since the election of his successor Francis, on March 13, 2013, there are not therefore two popes, but de facto an expanded ministry — with an active member and a contemplative member. This is why Benedict XVI has not given up either his name, or the white cassock. This is why the correct name by which to address him even today is “Your Holiness.” […]

“He has not abandoned the Office of Peter — something which would have been entirely impossible for him after his irrevocable acceptance of the office in April 2005,” he said. 

Archbishop Gänswein’s “expanded papacy” speech provoked deep concern, and appeared to shed new light on Pope Benedict’s own remarks during his last Wednesday general audience on Feb. 27, 2013, one day before leaving the Vatican by helicopter for Castel Gandolfo.
Reflecting on his acceptance of the papacy on April 19, 2005, Pope Benedict said: “The real gravity of the decision [to resign] was also due to the fact that from that moment on I was engaged always and forever by the Lord. Always – anyone who accepts the Petrine ministry no longer has any privacy.” 

He continued: 

The “always” is also a “forever” – there can no longer be a return to the private sphere. My decision to resign the active exercise of the ministry does not revoke this [emphasis added] ... I am not abandoning the cross but remaining in a new way at the side of the crucified Lord. I no longer bear the power of office for the governance of the Church, but in the service of prayer I remain, so to say, in the enclosure of Saint Peter. 

Then, some four years later, reflecting on his abdication in a book-interview with Peter Seewald titled Last Testament, Benedict XVI said: “My step was not one of taking flight but was precisely another way of remaining faithful to my ministry.”
The nature of the doubt

The concern to which Monsignor Bux alluded in his Oct. 13 interview arises from the fact that the papacy is by divine law monarchical and cannot be held by more than one person at any time. 

An error popular among Protestants and liberal Catholic theologians after Vatican II held that there was no monarchical papacy in the first or early second century but that monarchical episcopacy was introduced there some time after St Ignatius of Antioch (d.108) and before St Irenaeus of Lyons (fl.180). 

Moderately liberal Catholics who hold to the above error but still feel the need to uphold the divine origin of the papacy try to claim its monarchical character has been and could be changed from aristocratic to monarchical and vice versa. That is, they imagine a council of presbyters ruled the Roman Church rather than a bishop after the death of St. Peter until sometime in the second century, when this council was replaced by a Bishop of Rome, or Pope. As this happened in the past (they imagine), they see no reason why it could not happen in the future and two or three or a dozen or more collectively might exercise the papal primacy.

It is alleged that in some writings in the 1970s onward Joseph Ratzinger at least gave consideration to these ideas without clearly rejecting them.  

When he resigned the papacy, Benedict XVI spoke (in the Latin text) of the burden of the papal munus and of abdicating the papal ministerium. Given that in his final Wednesday audience, Benedict XVI spoke of somehow “always” and “forever” being the Pope, and Archbishop Georg Gänswein spoke of the new situation having arisen since the abdication, whereby there are now not “two popes, but de facto an expanded ministry — with an active member and a contemplative member,” whispers have spread that Pope Benedict attempted partial resignation on the basis of a false understanding of his own office and therefore, perhaps, he resigned invalidly. 

Benedict XVI has, since his resignation, increased these doubts by retaining his papal name and dress and form of address. 

Some have inferred from this that Benedict XVI distinguished between a papal munus of divine origin and a papal ministerium of human origin which may be split or bifurcated and otherwise altered by ecclesiastical authority — and intended in his abdication to retain the munus while sharing it with his successor to whom the bulk or all of the ministerium would have passed.

This is not possible as the monarchical nature of the papacy is of divine law. But if it was the basis of Benedict XVI’s abdication then he acted out of substantial error, and thus Benedict XVI remains the Pope. According to Can. 188 of the Code of Canon Law: “A resignation made out of grave fear that is inflicted unjustly or out of malice, substantial error, or simony is invalid by the law itself.” That is, Benedict XVI attempted to resign an aspect of the papacy he falsely supposed to be separable from the office itself and did not intend to resign the office as such (but asked the cardinals to give him a colleague in the office) and thus his resignation is invalid. 

This, the argument goes, accounts for the many errors taught by Pope Francis. Not actually being the Pope (it is said), he does not enjoy the graces of state of a Pope. 
Doubting the doubts

While the thesis has aroused interest in many quarters, even theologians who find the arguments worthy of consideration are often unconvinced. 

A theologian who spoke to LifeSite on condition of anonymity argued that supporters of this opinion need to show that Pope Benedict understood the munus and the ministerium as referring to two different realities. “If you think that ministerium means only acts of teaching and governance, then it would indeed seem to be different from the munus, which normally designates an office, that is, a kind of state,” he said. 

“But ‘ministerium’ doesn’t have to mean acts,” he explained. “The first meaning given to it in the Latin dictionary (Lewis and Short) is ‘office.’ I would say that its basic meaning is ‘an office by reason of which one must perform acts to help others.’” 

The theologian noted further that ‘munus’ doesn’t only mean a state. “According to the Latin dictionary, it can also refer to the performance of a duty,” he said. “It was used in this sense by Cicero and there is no more authoritative writer of Latin prose than him.”

He said the main difference between the words appears to be simply that ‘munus’ connotes more “the burden which the office puts on its bearer,” and ‘ministerium’ connotes more “the reference to other people which the office establishes.” 

“But that doesn’t prevent them from referring to one and the same office or state,” he added.
Why then did Pope Benedict say munus at the start of his Latin declaration and ministerium at the end, if he understood them to refer to the same reality? The theologian suggested two possibilities.

“One is simply that people who want to write elegant prose often avoid frequent repetitions of the same word,” he said. “Another is that the word ‘ministerium’ has perhaps a more humble sound to it, since it refers more directly to the papacy in its relation to other people, than as a charge placed on oneself. So having begun by using the official word, ‘munus,’ Benedict moved on to the more humble sounding word.”

The theologian went on to note that while Benedict was aware of theological writings from the 1970’s onward that proposed the Petrine munus could be divided, he is “not aware of any place where Joseph Ratzinger endorses this thesis.” 

He said the lack of clarity about Ratzinger’s position is aggravated by the fact that translators have mistranslated Ratzinger and presented him as endorsing heterodox ideas when in fact he was reporting someone else’s thought rather than expressing his own.

The theologian acknowledged that it is possible that Pope Benedict thought there might be a real distinction between munus and ministerium but was unsure. In that case, he said, Benedict’s abdication would be invalid only if he had in his mind the thought: “I only want to resign the ministerium if it is in fact distinct from the munus.” 

But he said it would be equally possible that, being unsure whether there was a distinction, Benedict could have had in mind the thought: “I want to resign the ministerium whether or not it is distinct from the munus.” In that case, the theologian said he believes the resignation would have been valid. 

“In any case,” he said, “I don’t think there is convincing evidence that Benedict thought there was a real distinction between the two things.”

“Again,” the theologian continued, “since according to Canon 15.2, error is not presumed about a law, the presumption must be that he validly renounced the papacy.”
He said that people who insist Benedict’s resignation was invalid “therefore seem to be in a position similar to that of a Catholic spouse who is personally convinced that his or her Church marriage was invalid.”
“However convinced the person is of this, he or she is not free to marry again until an ecclesiastical court has declared that there was never a marriage,” he said. “So even if someone is convinced that Benedict XVI is still Pope, he or she should wait for the judgement of the Church before acting on this belief, e.g. a priest in that position should continue to mention Francis in the canon of the Mass.”

As for the argument that Pope Francis can’t be Pope because he clearly has no graces of state, the theologian said this forgets that “grace is normally offered in such a way that it can be refused.” 

“You might as well say that a man who beats his wife obviously can’t be validly married to her,” he said.

Other theologians see Benedict’s use of the title “Pope emeritus” as a point in favor of the resignation. 

Can. 185 of the Code of Canon Law (on the loss of ecclesiastical office) says: “The title of emeritus can be conferred upon a person who loses an office by reason of age or of resignation which has been accepted.”

As one theologian explained, every bishop when he retires becomes bishop emeritus. He is the emeritus bishop of the last diocese of which he presided. By creating the “pope emeritus” title (it is argued), Benedict is saying “what every bishop does, I’m doing too.” 

LifeSite also asked noted Catholic historian Roberto de Mattei for his thoughts on arguments invoking “substantial error.” Seconding the first theologian’s line of thought, Professor de Mattei noted that: “The Church is a visible society, and canon law does not evaluate intentions, but concerns the external behavior of the baptized. Canon 124, §2 of the Code states that: ‘A juridic act placed correctly with respect to its external elements is presumed valid.’” 

“Did Benedict XVI intend to resign only partially, by renouncing the ministerium, but keeping the munus for himself? It’s possible,” he said, “but no evidence, at least to date, makes it evident.”

“We are in the realm of intentions,” he added. “Canon 1526, § 1 states: “Onus probandi incumbit ei qui asserit” (The burden of proof rests upon the person who makes the allegation.) To prove means to demonstrate the certainty of a fact or the truth of the statement. Moreover, the papacy is in itself indivisible.” 

Bringing Msgr. Bux’s argument in favor of examining the juridical validity of the abdication full circle, de Mattei said: “If it were proven that Benedict XVI had the intention of dividing it, of modifying the constitution of the Church willed by Our Lord, he would have fallen into heresy, with all the problems that would ensue. Isn’t the current situation of the Church already serious enough without complicating it further?” 

Certainty from Cardinal Brandmüller

In comments to LifeSite, Cardinal Walter Brandmüller, former president the Pontifical Committee for Historical Sciences, insisted: “The resignation was valid, and the election was valid.” 

“Enough,” he added. 

A respected Church historian, Brandmüller was one of the four cardinals who signed five dubia which sought clarification from Pope Francis on the moral teachings contained in the Pope’s 2016 apostolic exhortation, Amoris Laetitia.  

In our conversation with the German Cardinal, he cited two Roman legal dictums which he said are important to keep in mind: de internis non iudicat praetor (a judge does not judge internal things) and quod non est in actis, non est in mundo (what is not in the acts [of the process], is not in the world).

In judging the validity of any juridical act, Cardinal Brandmüller said we need to consider the “facts and documents” and “not what the people in question might have been thinking.” 
“You always have to keep in mind that the law speaks of verifiable facts, not of thoughts,” he said.

What sort of substantial error could invalidate a papal resignation, we asked Cardinal Brandmüller? 

“If a Pope decided to resign because he thought Islamic troops were invading the Vatican, the resignation would be invalid if the Islamic troops weren’t in fact invading,” he said in a modern-day version of Venerable Pope Pius XII’s contingency plan to step down in 1944 to avoid being arrested by the Nazis.

Cardinal Brandmüller has been a critic of Benedict’s resignation, as well as his decision to keep the white cassock and his papal name.

In 2016, he wrote an article calling for a law to define the status of the ex-pope and concluding that the resignation of the Pope “is possible, and it has been done, but it is to be hoped that it may never happen again.” (An extended version of the article appeared in the periodical, The Jurist.)

Then, in a 2017 interview critical of Benedict’s resignation, the German Cardinal told Frankfurter Allgemeine Zeitung that the “Pope Emeritus” title never existed “in all of Church history” and that Benedict’s resignation had “knocked us cardinals sideways, and not only us.” 

Soon after, the German newspaper Bild published two letters from the Pope Emeritus to Cardinal Brandmüller, in which the Pope Emeritus defended his decision to resign but also revealed his awareness of the pain it had caused.

In the first letter, dated Nov. 9, 2017, Benedict writes: “With ‘Pope Emeritus,’ I tried to create a situation in which I am absolutely not accessible to the media and in which it is completely clear that there is only one Pope. If you know of a better way and believe that you can judge the one I chose, please tell me.” 

Despite his criticism of Benedict’s abdication, his creation of the title “pope emeritus,” and his keeping the white cassock and papal name, Cardinal Brandmüller unwaveringly maintains the validity of the resignation. 

“There’s no doubt that Francis is the legitimate Pope,” he said.

Cardinal Burke weighs in

LifeSite also sat down with US Cardinal Raymond Burke, former Prefect of the Holy See’s Apostolic Signatura (the Vatican equivalent of the Supreme Court), to discuss his views on the juridical validity of Pope Benedict’s resignation in light of the aforementioned concerns and Cardinal Brandmüller’s remarks.

Having considered various aspects of the issue, including the relevant canons, the Latin text of Benedict’s resignation and his final general audience, Cardinal Burke said: “I believe it would be difficult to say it’s not valid.” 

Regarding Benedict’s Latin declaration, Cardinal Burke said “it seems clear he uses interchangeably ‘munus’ and ‘ministerium.’ It doesn’t seem that he’s making a distinction between the two.”

Concerning Benedict’s final Wednesday general audience, he said while he finds it “disturbing,” he doesn’t believe Benedict’s “always and forever” comments constitute substantial error (according to can. 188 and can. 126) with regard to his abdication “because it’s clear from the declaration that he was renouncing the munus.”

“We can say that these are mistaken notions,” he said, “but I don’t think you can say that they redound to a non-abdication of the Petrine office.” 

“That’s where the dictum ‘de internis non iudicat praetor’ comes in,” he explained, echoing Cardinal Brandmüller. “The Church would become completely destabilized if we couldn’t depend upon certain juridical acts which carry effects.” 

“Whatever he may have theoretically thought about the papacy, the reality is what is expressed in the Church’s discipline. He withdrew his will to be the Vicar of Christ on earth, and therefore he ceased to be the Vicar of Christ on earth,” the former head of the Vatican’s highest court explained. 

“He abdicated all the responsibilities that define the papacy (cf. Pastor Aeternus) and therefore he abdicated the papacy.”

Cardinal Burke called the notion that the papacy could be bifurcated or expanded “fantasy.”

“The office has to inhere in one physical person,” he said. 

“The munus and the ministerium are inseparable,” he also explained. “The munus is a grace that’s conferred, and only in virtue of that grace can one carry out the ministry.” Therefore, “if one no longer has that grace because he has withdrawn his will to be the Vicar of Christ on earth, then he can’t be exercising the Petrine ministry.”

The Cardinal went on to note that “the papacy is not a sacrament in the sense that there’s an indelible character.” 

“If you said you can no longer carry out the ministry of the priesthood, you could still be a priest offering your life in a priestly way. With the episcopal consecration, there is also an indelible mark imprinted upon the soul by which a man becomes the true shepherd of the flock, exercising the priesthood in its fullness.”  

“The inauguration ceremony of the Petrine ministry is a symbolic rite but it does not confer anything new upon the person,” he explained. And so “with the papacy, when you renounce the office, you simply cease to be Pope.” 

Cardinal Burke is convinced that the use of papal titles and of papal dress after a Pope has resigned is juridically and theologically problematic and does not help the faithful to understand the true sense what has happened — something he raised in the General Congregations just before the last Conclave. “Once you renounce the will to be the Vicar of Christ on earth, then you return to what you were before,” he said.

But regarding the abdication itself, His Eminence said: “It seems clear to me that Benedict had his full mind and that he intended to resign the Petrine office.”  
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“Absurd”, there is that word again, uttered by Archbishop Gänswein, a word that is not consistent with the language of our Holy Father, Benedict. The Faithful have the Right to speak with our Holy Father, Benedict, in a safe haven.
AGREED! Even the good Cardinals are, in the end, left to speculate. Speculation and not certitude is the stated objective mindset. Cdl Burke: "It seems clear to me that Benedict had his full mind and that he intended to resign the Petrine office.” Speculation is NOT good enough in this time of overt and unequivocal apostasy.
I sorely hope LSN revisits this issue and that this piece represents only the first in a series of investigations.
If the thoughts of the sources discussed here were impervious, the matter should be closed, of course, but they're nothing of the sort. The evidence for doubting that Benedict no longer holds the Petrine Office is overwhelming, and nothing said here successfully undermines the power of this evidence.

How can Benedict give Apostolic Blessings without the dignity of the Supreme Pontiff? And if he retains this dignity, then how was the Chair of Peter ever really vacant? Also, how can there be a 'pope emeritus' like a bishop emeritus when the episcopacy is a degree of Holy Orders and the papacy isn't? The questions go on and on, and in justice to the Truth and for the good of the Church, they deserve answers.

Gänswein, Burke, and Brandmüller Address Questions on Pope Benedict’s Resignation
https://onepeterfive.com/ganswein-burke-and-brandmuller-address-questions-on-pope-benedicts-resignation/
By Steve Skojec, February 14, 2019
It has become a subject of heated debate: did Pope Benedict XVI validly resign from the papacy? An article we published late last year on the topic of so-called “Benevacantism” had over 900 comments. Across the Catholic sectors of social media, one sees this question discussed, often heatedly, on a regular basis.
Today, three top prelates offer their opinion about the matter in an extensive piece at LifeSiteNews. The first and most significant of them is prefect of the papal household and personal secretary to Pope Benedict, Archbishop Georg Gänswein, who says in a new interview that “[t]here is only one legitimately elected and incumbent Pope, and that is Francis.”

Of course, it was Gänswein who arguably did the most to create the confusion about Benedict’s resignation when he said the following in a talk in 2016:

From the election of his successor, Pope Francis — on 13 March 2013 — there are not then two Popes, but de facto an enlarged ministry with an active and a contemplative member. For this reason, Benedict has not renounced either his name or his white cassock. For this reason, the correct title with which we must refer to him is still “Holiness.” Furthermore, he has not retired to an isolated monastery, but [has retired] within the Vatican, as if he had simply stepped aside to make space for his Successor, and for a new stage in the history of the Papacy, which he, with that step, has enriched with the centrality of payer and of compassion placed in the Vatican Gardens.

A week later, the German Catholic journalist Paul Badde conducted an interview with Gänswein. Asked about his comments on an “enlarged ministry” of the papacy, he responded:

It is clear — to say it clearly, because I have seen in some of the reactions how people insinuated things that I never said. Of course: Pope Francis is the lawfully elected and lawful pope. That is to say, there are not two popes — the one lawful, the other unlawful, that is simply not correct. [Emphasis theirs] And I simply said — that is also what Pope Benedict said — that he, after all, is still present with his prayers, with his sacrifices, in the “Recinto” of Saint Peter [within the walls and precincts of the Vatican], and that, through these prayers, through these sacrifices, there shall come forth spiritual fruit for his successors and for the Church. That is what I meant to say, and now we have had for three years two popes and I have the impression that the reality that I perceive is covered by what I have said.

[…]

… It is very clear, the Plena Potestas, the Plenitudo Potestatis [full power, incarnate authority] is in the hands of Pope Francis. He is the man who has right now the succession of Peter. And then there are no difficulties left, as I also have said it. These two are also not in a competitive relationship. That is where one has to make use of common sense, as well as the Faith and a little bit of theology. Then one does not have at all difficulties to understand properly [sic] what I have said. [Emphasis added]

His attempts at clarification notwithstanding, Gänswein nevertheless admitted that he saw the papacy as having an active and contemplative role, which left a great many people confused about what such an idea might possibly mean.

In today’s comments, Gänswein protests that he has “already cleared up the ‘misunderstanding’ several times.” He goes on to complain that “It makes no sense at all, no, even more, it is counterproductive to insist on this ‘misunderstanding’ and to quote me again and again. This is absurd and leads to self-harm [Selbstzerfleischung]. I have clearly said that there is only one Pope, one legitimately elected and incumbent Pope, and that is Francis. Amen.”

This adamant denial of any belief in a “bifurcated papacy” repeats sentiments OnePeterFive learned through circles close to Gänswein months ago, after the archbishop was made aware of the intensifying debate over the matter in online Catholic media. At the time, the prefect of the papal household, apparently under advisement from some members of the Vatican’s communications apparatus, declined to make a public statement about his comments. It is impossible to say for certain if recent high-level staffing changes to that dicastery, which took place in January, led to his decision to go on the record now.

The LifeSite piece examines some of the arguments against the assertion that the papal abdication was valid — such as the dispute over a resignation of the ministry of the papacy but not the munus, or office.

A theologian who spoke to LifeSite on condition of anonymity argued that supporters of this opinion need to show that Pope Benedict understood the munus and the ministerium as referring to two different realities. 
“If you think that ministerium means only acts of teaching and governance, then it would indeed seem to be different from the munus, which normally designates an office, that is, a kind of state,” he said.

“But ‘ministerium’ doesn’t have to mean acts,” he explained. “The first meaning given to it in the Latin dictionary (Lewis and Short) is ‘office.’ I would say that its basic meaning is ‘an office by reason of which one must perform acts to help others.’”

The theologian noted further that ‘munus’ doesn’t only mean a state. “According to the Latin dictionary, it can also refer to the performance of a duty,” he said. “It was used in this sense by Cicero and there is no more authoritative writer of Latin prose than him.”

Cardinal Walter Brandmüller, who formerly led the Pontifical Committee for Historical Sciences and is most recently known as one of the four dubia cardinals, also weighed in. Brandmüller — who wrote a letter to Benedict about the nature of his resignation and received a rather snippy response from the former pontiff — does not beat around the bush. “The resignation was valid, and the election was valid,” he told LifeSiteNews. “Enough.”

He also offered the reminder that when dealing with juridical acts, “[y]ou always have to keep in mind that the law speaks of verifiable facts, not of thoughts.”

Some of the most common objections to the validity of Benedict’s abdication are drawn from readings of canon law. This approach is questionable, insofar as popes are not bound by canon law and have the power to abrogate it, but it makes it all the more interesting to hear the thoughts of Cardinal Raymond Burke, former prefect of the Apostolic Signatura — the Church’s supreme canonical court v and considered by many to be among the world’s foremost experts on the topic. In comments to LifeSite, Burke sounded initially cautious, saying of Benedict’s abdication that he believes “it would be difficult to say it’s not valid.” But addressing one of the main points of contention, he also said that “it seems clear he [Benedict] uses interchangeably ‘munus’ and ‘ministerium.’ It doesn’t seem that he’s making a distinction between the two.” Further:

Concerning Benedict’s final Wednesday general audience, he said while he finds it “disturbing,” he doesn’t believe Benedict’s “always and forever” comments constitute substantial error (according to can. 188 and can. 126) with regard to his abdication “because it’s clear from the declaration that he was renouncing the munus.”

“We can say that these are mistaken notions,” he said, “but I don’t think you can say that they redound to a non-abdication of the Petrine office.”

“That’s where the dictum ‘de internis non iudicat praetor’ comes in,” he explained, echoing Cardinal Brandmüller. “The Church would become completely destabilized if we couldn’t depend upon certain juridical acts which carry effects.”

“Whatever he may have theoretically thought about the papacy, the reality is what is expressed in the Church’s discipline. He withdrew his will to be the Vicar of Christ on earth, and therefore he ceased to be the Vicar of Christ on earth,” the former head of the Vatican’s highest court explained.

“He abdicated all the responsibilities that define the papacy (cf. Pastor Aeternus) and therefore he abdicated the papacy.”

Cardinal Burke called the notion that the papacy could be bifurcated or expanded “fantasy.”

“The office has to inhere in one physical person,” he said.

Though debate on this topic is certain to continue, it is important to recall again the words of the pope emeritus himself on the question:

There is absolutely no doubt regarding the validity of my resignation from the Petrine ministry. The only condition for the validity of my resignation is the complete freedom of my decision. Speculations regarding its validity are simply absurd.

It is quite the commentary on the current state of the Church that it has become so difficult for so many to take him at his word. We strongly recommend that you read the entire piece from LifeSite right here.
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From the LSN article: "Cardinal Burke is convinced that the use of papal titles and of papal dress after a Pope has resigned is juridically and theologically problematic and does not help the faithful to understand the true sense what has happened"
Yes, that's exactly the point. None of the people interviewed can explain why Benedict XVI is still called the pope and still dresses as pope. Their comments seem to fly in the face of what is right in front of them.

The reason this whole question continues to be controversial is that it is obvious from looking at him that he is in some way still the pope.

Why is Benedict XVI still at the Vatican, still dressed in white, and still called by his papal name? Previous popes who resigned did none of these things.

More people need to ask this question and not allow themselves to be shouted down by people who want to control the discussion.
Basically, none of them actually know. And it's likely they are afraid to ask.
Because if all Benedict was doing was waxing poetic about remaining within the enclave of St. Peter etc. in order to try and reassure people who didn't like his decision, this could all be cleared up so very easily.

Burke should just present Benedict with a list of dubia about all this bifurcation and expanded papal shenanigans. Just yes/no questions.

Done.

But for some reason, all they can do is wave their arms in the air. Is Benedict some kind of prisoner or something? Why not do something so simple? What are they scared of?
This LifeSiteNews article clears up nothing at all.
Who can believe Ganswein? He works for both Ratzinger and Bergoglio. I would not be shocked to learn that he holds a prime place in the coordination of the sodomite circles at the highest Vatican levels.

Brandmüller has a more solid reason for his belief that Bergoglio is Pope, one that must be respected; yet his case too does not answer any of the obvious questions: why does Ratzinger dress like a Pope, continue to wear his Papal ring, continue to give (in writing!) his Apostolic blessing?

Both Brandmüller and Burke reject Ratzinger's own writings about a Papal ministry involving more than one person (they are, after all, Catholics) but their case, though correct on that point, does little or nothing to answer the outstanding points, as noted above. And what of the St. Gallen mafia affair?

Ann Barnhardt has done Catholics an inestimable service by bringing these questions into the light (whether one agrees with her thesis or not), and her work should be acknowledged.
Frédéric Martel, the long-standing homosexual activist and provocateur, has now published his book on Vatican homosexuality. To me, it is absolutely clear that his work has been cooperated with, even coordinated, by the sodomites as it is very useful to their work, which is to have homosexuality approved by the Church. That Ricca gave him access to the Vatican, even providing him with accommodation for a week each month, within its walls; and that Spadaro spent many hours with him on his research, tells one clearly that Martel has been co-opted by these devils for their own purposes.

PervChurch, the fake Church of the Antichrist, proceeds to build itself, to raise itself out of the rubble of the Catholic Church; it lurches more and more steadily to its cloven feet, it takes its first steps with increasing confidence.

This is the Apocalypse and the Second Coming is not far removed from us.

Benedict renounced the ministerium in his text.
Questions surround whether he should have renounced the munus.
Those around him say it doesn't matter.
Benedict responds to Brandmüller saying he clearly renounced the ministerium.
Benedict gives "MY Apostolic Blessing" and signs "Benedictus", still wears white, is the only pope living in the Vatican, perhaps imprisoned per Quito.
The current claimant is ravaging the sheep.
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STILL EARLIER STORIES

What We’re Still Learning from Benedict’s Resignation
https://www.commonwealmagazine.org/what-we%E2%80%99re-still-learning-benedict%E2%80%99s-resignation
By Massimo Faggioli, Catholic News Service, Vatican City, July 26, 2016

Transfers of power can be messy, maybe even more so when they play out over time. Pope Benedict XVI resigned more than three years ago and Francis is undeniably the only pope. Yet in some ways the transition is ongoing, and it continues to affect the Church.
That’s in part because the resignation itself isn’t really finished. With Benedict living his quasi-monastic retirement in the Vatican (though some may dream, his resignation cannot be rescinded), those who might be thought of as closest to the theological, spiritual, and cultural agenda of that pontificate still seem to be feeling its effects. It was clear back on that unforgettable February day in 2013 that the ones most shocked by the decision were the biggest fans of the pope-theologian Joseph Ratzinger. For some that shock manifested very early as opposition to Pope Francis (an opposition thus in place a full year before the first discussions that led to the Synods of October 2014 and 2015 and finally to the exhortation Amoris Laetitia). 
But for other prelates and ecclesiastical “creatures” of Benedict XVI, that initial shock yielded to the realization that Francis was the legitimate successor to Benedict XVI and that all was going according to God’s plans. This can be seen in certain cardinals, bishops, and lay intellectuals, among them Rocco Buttiglione, an Italian philosopher and  conservative Christian-Democratic politician who was extremely close to John Paul II and who wrote a very strong defense of Amoris Laetitia in L’Osservatore Romano last week. This is notable because it’s the first significant sign of the loyal realignment to the Church of Francis by many who were for a long time identified as “JP2 bishops” or “Ratzingerian.” This can’t be easily or cynically dismissed as someone just jumping ship or going whichever way the wind blows. 

Another interesting element is that during these last three-and-a-half years it has become clear that the process of the reception of Francis’s pontificate is related to the process of the evaluation of the pontificate and pre-pontificate period of his predecessor—even while that predecessor is still alive. This process of embracing a new pope usually takes place after the burial of the predecessor. The current situation is obviously different. What’s interesting is that for some the emotional and intellectual attachment to Benedict XVI seems to be incompatible with the embrace of the new pope, while others seem to be more at ease with the situation.

There are clearly different receptions of Benedict XVI’s resignation. We can see a gap not only between those who “like” Pope Francis and those who “do not like” him, but also a gap between those who regarded Benedict XVI’s decision as a good one for the Church (that is, for the Church they had in mind) and others who basically have not accepted it yet. One could say that the two camps are almost identical (the pro-Francis and the pro-resignation on one side vs. the skeptics of Francis and those who feel let down by the resignation on the other side). But the picture is more complicated within the Catholic circles that feel attached to a Ratzingerian idea of Catholicism.

Two recent examples are an article published by Cardinal Walter Brandmüller and an interview of the personal secretary to Benedict, Monsignor Georg Gänswein (who is now giving interviews almost every week). Both are personally and theologically close to Ratzinger-Benedict XVI, but there are differences. Brandmüller is a German Church historian, former president of the Pontifical Committee for Historical Sciences (from 1998 to 2009—the period when members of the Roman Curia actively engaged against the historiography of Vatican II), and a scholar of conciliarism, that fifteenth-century period of the Church when the coexistence of pope and anti-pope gave rise to the power of the bishops and the councils. Brandmüller is not only a skeptic of a progressive interpretation of Vatican II, but also of the resignation of Benedict XVI. In this article by Sandro Magister, Brandmüller says the Church needs clearer norms and procedures to deal with the resignation of the pope and with the status of the former pope after the resignation. But he also says that the resignation of Benedict XVI is something that has not been good for the Church; it happened, but it would be much better if it did not happen again.

As for Gänswein, his interviews on and comments about the status of Benedict XVI since the resignation are too numerous to be listed, and it is not clear if he has changed his position after the backlash against his statements delivered in May about the “de facto enlarged [papal] ministry, with both an active and a contemplative member." He has not repeated his theory of the double papacy, but neither has he ceased in his attempts to undermine Pope Francis. Most recently, Msgr. Gänswein, who is still (unbelievably) the prefect of the papal household, told a German newspaper: “The certainty that the pope was considered a pillar of strength, the last anchor, has started to slip in fact. Whether this perception corresponds to reality and reproduces correctly the image of Pope Francis, or if this is more a media portrayal, I cannot judge. Uncertainties, confusions, and chaos, however, have grown” (my translation from German).

Brandmüller and Gänswein embody two different reactions to Benedict’s resignation. Brandmüller sees in the resignation the creation of a complicated and potentially dangerous situation, but he accepts the decision as a legitimate one that created a new situation in which there is a pope, Francis, and a former pope, Benedict XVI. The most interesting point Brandmüller makes is about the need to regulate “his possible social and media contacts, in such a way that his personal dignity be respected on the one hand while one the other every threat to Church unity be excluded.”

Msgr. Gänswein (whose official role in the Roman Curia should be “at the service of the Supreme Pontiff, both in the Apostolic Palace and when he travels in Rome or in Italy” – John Paul II, constitution Pastor Bonus, 1998, art. 181) took Benedict XVI’s decision in a way that has resulted in constant attempts to discredit the pontificate of Francis—a situation that is difficult to believe. One could almost think that when Cardinal Brandmüller was writing his suggestions, he had Gänswein’s constant media presence and attempts to interfere with the pontificate of Francis in mind.

This leads me to three considerations.

1. The continuing attempts to delegitimize Francis’s pontificate are based on the assumption that his pontificate amounts to a coup against the tradition of the Church, because of Francis’s new emphasis on marriage, Catholic social doctrine, etc. The fact is that if there was a coup, it was Benedict XVI’s decision to resign, certainly not Francis’s election. The “state of exception” (to use Carl Schmitt’s terminology) in which the Church is right now was created by Benedict, not by Francis. Ecclesiologically speaking, if there is someone who broke tradition and created a new one, it’s Benedict XVI, not Francis. The Second Vatican Council, for all the accusations of having de-structured the Church, never said anything—not in the final documents or the debates—about the possibility of a pope resigning. What at Vatican II was taboo became reality with Benedict XVI.

2. This unprecedented situation presents historians and theologians with interesting methodological and hermeneutical challenges. September will see the publication of a volume of “last conversations” of Benedict with the German journalist Peter Seewald. That will be the most public attempt of the pope emeritus to shape his legacy in the time since the end of his pontificate (the end of his pontificate does not coincide with the end of his public life and his influence on the Catholic Church). 
Like most academics, Benedict is in active retirement. It is therefore worth asking when Benedict XVI’s pontificate really ends—not from a juridical-canonical perspective, but from a historical point of view. It will be difficult, if not impossible, to write a history of the Francis pontificate if not in some way synoptically with Benedict’s post-resignation life, and most importantly, with an eye on the activity of Benedict XVI’s followers and entourage in the Roman Curia and elsewhere. While Benedict is still shaping his legacy as a pope, oftentimes the followers of “pope emeritus” (Gänswein, Cardinal Burke, Cardinal Sarah) do not consider the impact their actions will have on the perception of the legacy of Benedict XVI.

3. The longer Benedict XVI lives as “pope emeritus”—the longer he distances himself chronologically from the pontificate that ended on February 28, 2013—the more we understand Ratzinger–Benedict XVI and especially the differences within his entourage and acolytes. Furthermore, as time goes by, there is a possibility that we will know and understand more about what really happened in those months leading to Benedict XVI’s decision to resign. One of the things that we may discover is that there were other reasons for the resignation: not health and age, but something different, perhaps having to do with the conditions of the Roman Curia at that time, with his perception of his own pontificate in the Catholic Church, and with his perception of the pontificate of John Paul II and the situation of the Church at that time (Maciel, the sex abuse crisis). Benedict said that he kept a diary during the pontificate but that he wants to destroy it. Church historians would be very curious (to say the least) to read that diary. 

Massimo Faggioli is professor of theology and religious studies at Villanova University. His most recent book is Catholicism and Citizenship: Political Cultures of the Church in the Twenty-First Century (Liturgical Press, 2017). He is a contributing writer for Commonweal. 
Retired Pope Benedict says he felt he had a 'duty' to resign because of his health

https://catholicherald.co.uk/news/2016/08/25/benedict-xvi-says-he-felt-he-had-a-duty-to-resign-because-of-his-health/
By Junno Arocho Esteves, Catholic News Service, Vatican City, August 25, 2016

Retired Pope Benedict XVI said in an interview that he felt a "duty" to resign from the papacy because of his declining health and the rigorous demands of papal travel.
While his heart was set on completing the Year of Faith, the retired pope told Italian journalist Elio Guerriero that after his visit to Mexico and Cuba in March 2012, he felt he was "incapable of fulfilling" the demands of another international trip, especially with World Youth Day 2013 scheduled for Brazil.

"With the program set out by John Paul II for these (World Youth) days, the physical presence of the pope was indispensable," he told Guerriero in an interview, which is included in the journalist's upcoming biography of Pope Benedict. "This, too, was a circumstance which made my resignation a duty," the pope said.

An excerpt of Guerriero's book, Servant of God and Humanity: The Biography of Benedict XVI, was published Aug. 24 in the Italian newspaper, La Repubblica.

Benedict said that although he was moved by the "profound faith" of the people of Mexico and Cuba, it was during his visit to the two countries in 2012 that he "experienced very strongly the limits of my physical endurance."

Among the problems with committing to the grueling schedule of an international trip was the change in time zones. Upon consulting with his doctor, he said, it became clear "that I would never be able to take part in the World Youth Day in Rio de Janeiro."
"From that day, I had to decide in a relatively short time the date of my retirement," he said.

Guerriero noted that while many believed the pope's retirement was a defeat for the church, Benedict continues to seem "calm and confident." The retired pope said he "completely agreed" with the journalist's observation.

"I would have been truly worried if I was not convinced -- as I had said in the beginning of my pontificate -- of being a simple and humble worker in the Lord's vineyard," he said.

The retired pope added that while he was aware of his limitations, he accepted his election in 2005 "in a spirit of obedience" and that despite the difficult moments, there were also "many graces."

"I realized that everything I had to do I could not do on my own and so I was almost obliged to put myself in God's hands, to trust in Jesus who -- while I wrote my book on him -- I felt bound to by an old and more profound friendship," he said.

The retired pontiff spends his days in prayer and contemplation while residing at the Mater Ecclesiae monastery in Vatican City. For 19 years, different contemplative orders took turns living in the monastery with a mission focused on praying for the pope and the church.
Benedict said that upon learning that the Visitandine nuns would be leaving the residence, he realized "almost naturally that this would be the place where I could retire in order to continue in my own way the service of prayer of which John Paul II had intended for this house."

Among the visitors Benedict receives is Pope Francis, who "never fails to visit me before embarking on a long trip," he said.

Asked about his personal relationship with his successor, Benedict said they shared a "wonderfully paternal-fraternal relationship" and he has been profoundly touched by his "extraordinarily human availability."

"I often receive small gifts, personally written letters" from Pope Francis, he said. "The human kindness with which he treats me is a particular grace of this last phase of my life for which I can only be grateful. What he says about being open toward other men and women is not just words. He puts it into practice with me."

Francis, who wrote the book's preface, expressed his admiration for the retired pope and said his spiritual bond with his predecessor "remains particularly profound."
"In all my meetings with him, I have been able to experience not only reverence and obedience, but also friendly spiritual closeness, the joy of praying together, sincere brotherhood, understanding and friendship, and also his availability for advice," Francis wrote.

The church's mission of proclaiming the merciful love of God for the world, he added, has and continues to be exemplified in the life of Pope Benedict.

"The whole life of thought and the works of Joseph Ratzinger have focused on this purpose and -- in the same direction, with the help of God -- I strive to continue," Francis wrote.

*
Full text of the resignation speech of Pope Benedict XVI

https://www.dw.com/en/full-text-of-the-resignation-speech-of-pope-benedict-xvi/a-16591358-0
Dear Brothers,
I have convoked you to this Consistory, not only for the three canonizations, but also to communicate to you a decision of great importance for the life of the church. After having repeatedly examined my conscience before God, I have come to the certainty that my strengths, owing to an advanced age, are no longer suited to an adequate exercise of the Petrine ministry.

#video# 

I am well aware that this ministry, because of its essential spiritual nature, must be carried out not only with words and deeds, but no less with prayer and suffering. However, in today's world, subject to so many rapid changes and shaken by questions of deep relevance for the life of faith, in order to govern the bark of Saint Peter and proclaim the Gospel, both strength of mind and body are necessary, strength which in the last few months, has deteriorated in me to the extent that I have had to recognize my incapacity to adequately fulfill the ministry entrusted to me. For this reason, and well aware of the seriousness of this act, with full freedom I declare that I renounce the ministry of Bishop of Rome, Successor of Saint Peter, entrusted to me by the Cardinals on 19 April 2005, in such a way, that as from February 28, 2013, at 8 p.m., the See of Rome, the See of Saint Peter, will be vacant and a Conclave to elect the new Supreme Pontiff will have to be convoked by those whose competence it is.

Dear Brothers, I thank you most sincerely for all the love and work with which you have supported me in my ministry and I ask pardon for all my defects. And now, let us entrust the Holy Church to the care of Our Supreme Pastor, Our Lord Jesus Christ, and implore his holy Mother Mary, so that she may assist the Cardinal Fathers with her maternal solicitude, in electing a new Supreme Pontiff. With regard to myself, I wish to also devotedly serve the Holy Church of God in the future through a life dedicated to prayer."

As we have seen, there is no consensus on what really happened for Pope Benedict XVI to abdicate the Papacy.

But is there any truth in the conspiracy theories surrounding Pope Benedict XVI’s resignation?

More than likely if one believes the personal testimonies of Dr. Alice von Hildebrand, the wife of the celebrated Dietrich von Hildebrand, and Bella Dodd, diehard communist and subverter of the Catholic Church who was converted by Bishop Fulton Sheen in 1952. 

Note: Liberation theology, centred in Latin America and one of the scourges of the 20th century Church, and which has corrupted thousands of theologians and clergy including Fr. Arturo Sosa Abascal, the Superior General of the Society of Jesus (Jesuits) and Pope Francis (who is Argentinian), has its roots in Marxist ideology. 
POPE FRANCIS-PERONIST MARXIST-COMMUNIST LIBERATION THEOLOGIAN 21 pages
http://ephesians-511.net/recent/docs/POPE_FRANCIS-PERONIST_MARXIST-COMMUNIST_LIBERATION_THEOLOGIAN.doc
JESUS WORDS AGAINST DIVORCE ARE RELATIVE-JESUIT SUPERIOR GENERAL 5 pages (FR. ARTURO SOSA)
http://ephesians-511.net/recent/docs/JESUS_WORDS_AGAINST_DIVORCE_ARE_RELATIVE-JESUIT_SUPERIOR_GENERAL.doc
JESUIT FR ARTURO SOSA MARXIST-BUDDHIST BLACK POPE REINTERPRETING JESUS AND SATAN 40 pages
http://ephesians-511.net/docs/JESUIT_FR_ARTURO_SOSA_MARXIST-BUDDHIST_BLACK_POPE_REINTERPRETING_JESUS_AND_SATAN.doc
Bella Dodd: If she is new to you, hold your breath! A few excerpts retrieved from my archives: 
An Interview with George Neumayr, Author of The Political Pope
https://onepeterfive.com/interview-george-neumayr-author-political-pope/ EXTRACT:
By Maike Hickson, May 6, 2017

The Soviets had long eyed the Catholic Church for infiltration. In the 1950s, Bella Dodd, the former head of the Soviet-controlled Communist Party of America, testified before the U.S. Congress that communists occupied some of the “highest places” in the Catholic Church. 
“We put eleven hundred men into the priesthood in order to destroy the Church from within,” she said. “The idea was for these men to be ordained, and then climb the ladder of influence and authority as monsignors and bishops.” As an active party member, Dodd said that she knew of “four cardinals within the Vatican who were working for us.” 
https://www.lifesitenews.com/news/bishop-schneider-we-are-witnessing-today-a-strange-form-of-schism-within-th:

"Bella Dodd gave voluminous testimony on communist infiltration of Church and state before the House UnAmerican Activities Committee in the 1950s. In a lecture at Fordham University during that time, Dodd unveiled what would seem to be an uncanny prophecy of future chaos in the Church. The lecture was attended by a monk whose account of the talk is presented in Christian Order:

I listened to that woman for four hours and she had my hair standing on end. Everything she said has been fulfilled to the letter. You would think she was the world's greatest prophet, but she was no prophet.
She was merely exposing the step-by-step battle plan of Communist subversion of the Catholic Church. She explained that of all the world's religions, the Catholic Church was the only one feared by the Communists, for it was its only effective opponent. The whole idea was to destroy, not the institution of the Church, but rather the Faith of the people, and even use the institution of the Church, if possible, to destroy the Faith through the promotion of a pseudo-religion: something that resembled Catholicism but was not the real thing. Once the Faith was destroyed, she explained that there would be a
guilt complex introduced into the Church…. to label the ‘Church of the past’ as being oppressive, authoritarian, full of prejudices, arrogant in claiming to be the sole possessor of truth, and responsible for the divisions of religious bodies throughout the centuries. This would be necessary in order to shame Church leaders into an ‘openness to the
world,’ and to a more flexible attitude toward all religions and philosophies. The Communists would then exploit this openness in order to undermine the Church.

Does any of this sound familiar? Unless you have been comatose since Vatican II, you would be aware that Bella Dodd was describing the state of the Catholic Church today.
Today, post-conciliar churchmen wallow in guilt over the Church’s "intolerant" past, make public apologies for the sins of dead Catholics (but not their own sins against the living faithful, including the victims of the homo-priest cover-up), and extol the virtues of other religions, thereby de facto abandoning the defined dogma that there is no salvation outside the
Church.

Bella Dodd was no prophet. She merely told us what the infiltrators of the Church were planning to do. And lo, they have done it."
Alice von Hildebrand and the proposed canonization of Paul VI
http://pblosser.blogspot.in/2013/01/alice-von-hildebrand-and-proposed.html
https://lesfemmes-thetruth.blogspot.in/2013/01/interview-with-alice-von-hildebrand.html EXTRACT

January 4, 2013

The interview was conducted by the Latin Mass Magazine (I am a subscriber). Alice von Hildebrand also writes for the New Oxford Review. Her words speak to the present crises in the Catholic Church.
TLM: You realize, of course, Doctor, that as soon as you mention this idea of infiltration, there will be those who roll their eyes in exasperation and remark, “Not another conspiracy theory!”
AVH: I can only tell you what I know. It is a matter of public record, for instance, that Bella Dodd, the ex-Communist who reconverted to the Church, openly spoke of the Communist Party’s deliberate infiltration of agents into the seminaries. She told my husband (Dietrich von Hildebrand) and me that when she was an active party member, she had dealt with no fewer than four cardinals within the Vatican “who were working for us.”
[…]

What is worrisome is that when we read the testimony of ex-Communists like Bella Dodd, and study Freemasonic documents (dating from the nineteenth century, and usually penned by fallen-away priests like Paul Roca), we can see that, to a large extent, their agenda has been carried out: the exodus of priests and nuns after Vatican II, dissenting theologians not censured, feminism, the pressure put on Rome to abolish priestly celibacy, immorality in the clergy, blasphemous liturgies (see the article by David Hart in First Things, April 2001, “The Future of the Papacy”), the radical changes that have been introduced into the sacred liturgy (see Cardinal Ratzinger’s book Milestones, pp. 126 and 148, Ignatius Press), and a misleading ecumenism. Only a blind person could deny that many of the Enemy’s plans have been perfectly carried out.
Alice von Hildebrand sheds new light on Fatima 

http://www.onepeterfive.com/alice-von-hildebrand-sheds-new-light-fatima/ EXTRACT
May 12, 2016
Introductory commentary by Fr. Brian W. Harrison, O.S
The second conversation is one with Bella Dodd that I have already spoken about on previous occasions. We met her in the Fall of 1965 and she visited us here at New Rochelle, NY, where I still live, either in 1966 or 1967. She had been an ardent communist from her student days at Hunter College – a hotbed of communism. (That is why I was systematically persecuted there, as recounted in my book, Memoirs of a Happy Failure.) Bella had sown the seeds of this diabolical philosophy at Hunter, but converted in 1952 under the guidance of Archbishop Fulton Sheen. Let me repeat the conversation between her and my husband (Dietrich von Hildebrand):
Dietrich von Hildebrand:  I fear the Church has been infiltrated.

Bella Dodd: You fear it, dear Professor; I know it! When I was an ardent communist I was working in close contact with four cardinals in the Vatican working for us; and they are still very active today.

Dietrich von Hildebrand:  Who are they? My nephew Dieter Sattler is a German stationed at the Holy See.
But Bella, who was under the spiritual guidance of Archbishop Sheen, declined to give him this information.

Infiltration 

http://www.churchmilitant.com/video/episode/infiltration 7:17 
By Michael Voris, January 29, 2016
During the early years of Communism in the 1920s and 30s, the evil was being spread worldwide as the Blessed Mother had predicted at Fatima in 1917. Communist parties were being formed in various European countries and in American cities as well. They were already attempting to upset the political and cultural order.

But what only a very small number of people knew was that the top dogs of Communism had already released the hounds on the Church. The carefully organized plan was to recruit young men who were loyal Communists and get them placed in seminaries. This was carried out by various agents during the 1920s and 30s.

Fast forward 30 years to the 1960s, and the fruits were beginning to be seen. Learned, dedicated, faithful men and women in the Church were looking around and fretting, not sure from what framework they should understand the demolition of the Faith they were witnessing. At one point, Pope Paul VI even said that it appeared the Church was in auto-demolition.

One of those deeply distressed was a refugee from Hitler's Germany, the brilliant theologian Dietrich von Hildebrand. He and his wife Alice were sitting down one day with a friend, a woman by the name of Bella Dodd. Bella Dodd had been received back into the Catholic Church by Abp. Fulton Sheen in April of 1952.

This particular day, von Hildebrand was lamenting the state of affairs in the Church and said "It seems like the Church has been infiltrated." To the shock of both Dietrich and Alice, Bella Dodd, former Communist agent, confessed that it had been infiltrated — and she had been one of the Communists ordered to organize it.
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By the time her work was done, she had successfully placed over 1,000 young men in various seminaries — ardent Communists posing as faithful young Catholic men. In 1953, Dodd testified before Congress about all this: infiltrating political parties, labor unions and seminaries.
As we look across the landscape of everything that has gone wrong in the Church, this frightening news must be considered in the long list of causes of destruction. 

Dr. von Hildebrand also shared with us during our interview her thoughts on the shipwreck that has become of Catholic education. And in the face of all this evil, this tremendous battle in which we are engaged, Alice had some advice for us here at Church Militant as well as all like-minded.
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We have much more of our interview with Dr. von Hildebrand available for Premium viewers. Just as a reminder, we have a 15-day free trial available where you can sign up at no cost and watch the whole interview and also explore all the other programs — hundreds of hours.
Catholics like Alice von Hildebrand are important voices in the Church that need to be heard and listened to. They were the original soldiers in place when the diabolical swarms breached the fortifications. They know the history, the causes, the remedies. We need to hear from them.

So please sign up today and deepen your understanding of the current crisis and what you need to do.

Readers have left 222 comments
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POPE FRANCIS FILES AT THIS MINISTRYS WEBSITE 250+ FILES
http://ephesians-511.net/recent/docs/POPE_FRANCIS_FILES_AT_THIS_MINISTRYS_WEBSITE.doc
Note: Due to modifications being carried out on the web site, some links given below will not open.

The concerned files may be accessed by Googling the respective titles (in blue colour).
LAST ADDRESS OF BENEDICT XVI TO THE CLERGY OF ROME BEFORE HIS RESIGNATION 14 FEBRUARY 2013 

http://ephesians-511.net/recent/docs/LAST_ADDRESS_OF_BENEDICT_XVI_TO_THE_CLERGY_OF_ROME_BEFORE_HIS_RESIGNATION.doc
LAST GENERAL AUDIENCE ADDRESS OF BENEDICT XVI 27 FEBRUARY 2013
http://ephesians-511.net/recent/docs/LAST_GENERAL_AUDIENCE_ADDRESS_OF_BENEDICT_XVI.doc 
POPE FRANCIS ANTICIPATED, CELEBRATED ABDICATION OF BENEDICT XVI 21 DECEMBER 2017
http://ephesians-511.net/recent/docs/POPE_FRANCIS_ANTICIPATED_CELEBRATED_ABDICATION_OF_BENEDICT_XVI.doc 

POPE EMERITUS BENEDICT XVI BREAKS HIS SILENCE FOR A FOURTH TIME 17 MARCH 2016
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 16/18/26 JULY 2017 

http://ephesians-511.net/docs/POPE_EMERITUS_BENEDICT_XVI_BREAKS_HIS_SILENCE_FOR_A_FIFTH_TIME-CHURCH_ON_THE_VERGE_OF_CAPSIZING.doc
Note: In the above file, I have recorded the first three times after his forced resignation that good Pope Benedict broke his silence. And following is probably the SIXTH time:
Retired Pope Benedict reemerges to step into the roiling clergy sex abuse debate

https://www.latimes.com/world/la-fg-vatican-pope-benedict-20190412-story.html EXTRACT
By Tom Kington, April 14, 2019
The former Pope Benedict XVI receives visitors at his secluded residence in the Vatican’s gardens, but if they gripe about his successor, Pope Francis, he is said to have a way of changing the subject.
“Various people have told me Benedict’s reply to criticism of Francis is, ‘Let’s pray,’” said Sandro Magister, a Vatican expert at Italy’s L’Espresso magazine.

When in 2013 Benedict became the first pope in 600 years to resign, citing health reasons, he promised to stay “hidden from the world” at his new home, a former monastery close to a wooded area overlooking Rome that he shares with nuns who cook and clean for him.

But Thursday, the 91-year-old German native released an incendiary essay blaming the sexual abuse crisis plaguing the church on the sexual revolution of the 1960s, which he said triggered an erosion of rules and morality in the church.

The essay was seen by many as undermining Pope Francis because it constitutes a major statement on the crisis despite Benedict’s vow to remain in the shadows.

It has also caused shock waves in the Catholic Church because Francis has chosen to blame abuse on priests exploiting their power, rather than on any moral collapse within the church. The latter is an argument favored by Francis’ opponents, who believe he is contributing to a decline in moral values by showing greater tolerance of homosexuality and pushing to offer communion to divorcees who remarry outside the church.

[…]

“Benedict sees the church is losing its capacity to tell good from evil and he is warning Francis,” said Sandro Magister. “He kept quiet but has had enough and has decided to speak up.”

The conservative U.S. archbishop of Philadelphia, Charles Chaput, said the essay contained “moments of insight and genius that fall like rain in a desert.”
Despite the pledge to stay “hidden from the world,” there have long been signs Benedict is not ready to vanish completely, starting with his surprising decision in 2013 to continue wearing papal white and call himself “pope emeritus,” instead of “emeritus bishop of Rome.”

In 2016, he gave an interview focusing on God’s mercy, just as Francis was celebrating a Jubilee year dedicated to the concept of mercy.

A year later, Francis’ foes cheered when Benedict compared the church to a boat “almost filled to capsizing” in a message delivered on his behalf at the funeral of German Cardinal Joachim Meisner, one of four cardinals who publicly challenged Francis over his loosening of the rules on communion.
The prefect of the pontifical household, Archbishop Georg Gänswein, who is also Benedict’s long-time personal secretary, drew gasps when he said in 2016 that while Francis might be pope, there was “de facto an expanded ministry — with an active member and a contemplative member,” a reference to Benedict.

One Vatican expert suggested Gänswein had had his hand in the release of the essay.

“Gänswein is known for his very conservative leanings,” said Massimo Faggioli, professor of historical theology at Villanova University. “There is a parallel court at the Vatican which is out of control.”

[…]

“The only people who are nervous about this essay are the liberals who surround Francis,” he [conservative Vatican expert Marco Tosatti] added.
