Proofs from the Continual Magisterium:
Traditionalist acts are invalid
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Introduction
It goes without saying that the teachings of the Roman Pontiffs, even if not infallible, are to
be accepted and obeyed above any reasoning presented by the theologians, who themselves must

be subject to the magisterium. As Rev. Pohle wiitéBhe &craments Vo | . | V: Al t m
what the private opinions of...theologians [are]. It is not the private opinions of theologians but the
of ficial decisions of the Church by which we

cautioned the faithfuabout accepting the works of those who did not even bother to consult or
follow the teachings of approved theologians, presenting their own opinions instead after the
fashion of the Traditionalists. He wrote in his infallible encyclieglmani Generis

n1l7. Hence to neglect, or to reject, or to dev
have been conceived, expressed and perfected so often by totd agerk of men
endowed with no common talent and holinesstking under the vigilant supervisioof

the holy magisteriumand with the light and leadership of the Holy Ghost in order to state
the truths of the faith ever more accuratédygo this so that these things may be replaced

by CONJECTURAL NOTIONSand by some formless and unstable tenets afiea
philosophy, tenets which, like the flowers of the field, are in existence today and die
tomorrow; this is supreme imprudence and something that would make dogma itself a
reed shaken by the win@he contempt for terms and notions habitually usesthglastic
theologiansleads of itself to the weakening of what they call speculative theology, a
discipline which these men consider devoid of true certitude because it is based on
theological reasoning. o

Msgr. Joseph CFenton Doctor of Sacred Thwogy teaches the following on the value of
papal documents entered into #theta Apostolica Sedis

Document sépromptly entered into the Acta of th
nor mati ve document s, to the entire worl déThose
which, although primarily directed to some individual or group of individuals, then

printed in theActa Apostolica Sedias directives valid for all of the Church Militatw/e

must not lose sight of the fact that, in the encyclitahani Generisthe Holy Father made

it clear that any doctrinal decisionrimted in the pontifical Acta must be accepted as

normative by all theologian3his would apply to all decisions made in the course of the
Sovereign Pontiff.s ordinary magisterium
éActually, there is no such t hinhigcagagty a t eachi n
as the teacher and spiritual ruler of all followers of Jesus Christ which is other than



authoritative. Our Lord did not teach in any way other than authoritatively, nor does His
Vicar on earth when teaching in the name and by the autlebtiig MasterEvery doctrine
proposed by the Holy Father to the entire Church militant, is by that very fact, imposed
upon all the faithful for theifirm and sincere acceptance

All other papal decrees apgoofsof the first order as Canon Lawaches whether they are
entered into théctaor not; other proofs are to be considered as secondary to these, and then only
if they agree with the teachings of the Roman Pontiffs. Canon Law is also cited here as it is judged
as negatively infallible by #hChurch (see Catholic Encyclopedia article on the law). The greater
majority of the Code is taken from papal decrees and the ecumenical coGacits1(Law Rev.

Amleto Cicignani). The readshould keep this order in mind while perusing the proofs below.

Pope St. Pelagius, d. 543

fWe ought not to join the sacrifices of schismatics, for it is &uilly with the Apostolic See can

you communicateé There is no c¢crime more hate
schismatics. Anyone who joins [themselves] 1in
be a part of the Church. o

Pope Pius VIl the instruction Laudabliem majorem 1791

AHIi s Holiness has declared it is nothepermitte
intrudedcleric for the administration of Baptism. [For this] is, from every point of view, vicious,

evil and forbidden;n effect, this would be to communicate with schismatics in divine matters

and in the very wickedness of the schismé an
divine | awéo

Pope Pius IX Quartus Supra, 1873
6. The chief deceit used to conce@letnew[Armenian]s c hi sm i s t he name of
originators and adherents of the schism presumptuously lay claim to this name despite their
condemnation by Our authority and judgmenit has always been the custom of heretics and
schismatics to call themselves Catholics and to proclaim their many excellences in order to lead
peoples and princes into error. St. Jerome, presbyter, referred to these men, among others, when
he s ai dretics@® hceustbmed to say to their king or to Phavdelare the sons of wise
men who have handed down to us from the beginning the Apostolic teaching; we are the sons of
ancient kings who are called kings of the philosophers; and we possess thedgeowot the
scriptures in addition to the wisdom of the world 0

Definition of a Schismatic
A 1 But the neeschismatics say that it was not a case of doctrine but of discipbinée name
and prerogatives of Catholics cannot be denied to those whooblfur ConstitutiorReversurus



published on July 12, 1867, answers this objection. We do not doubt that you know well how vain
and worthless this evasion or the Catholic Church has always regarded as schismatic those
who obstinately oppose the lawfprelates of the Church and in particular, the chief shepherd

of all. Schismatics avoid carrying out their order@nd even deny their very rank. Since the
Armenianfactionof Constantinoplés like this,they are schismatics even if they had not yet been
condemned as such by Apostolic authorifor the Church consists of the people in union with
the priest, and the flock following ithse p h e r d . moéFaa @ur predacessor Pius VI warned
in his Apostolic letter condemning the ciebnstitution of the @rgy in Francediscipline is often

so closely related to doctrine and has such a great influence on its preservation and its purity,
that the sacred councils have not hesitated to cut off from the Church by their anathema those
who have infringed its discipline.

i 1 But the neeschisnatics have gone further, sinbee very schi sm fabricat es
to justify 1its witlhddeddeayadve evan acoused this ApGstolicISeelas 6
well, as if We had exceedduktlimits of Our power in commanding that certain points of discipline
were to be observédNor can the Eastern Churches preserve communion and unity of faith with
Us without being subject to the Apostolic power in matters of disciphiogv such teachings

not only heretical after the definitions and declarations of the Ecumenical Council of the
Vatican on the nature and reasons for the primacy of the Sovereign Pontiff, but it has always
been considered to be such and has been abhorred by the CatholicaBhliris for this reason

that the bishops of the Ecumenical Council of Chalcedon, opeahared the supreme authority

of the Apostolic See in their proceeds) then they humbly request@dir predecesspbt. Leq

to sanction andonfirm their decreegven those which concerned disciglin oForény man to

be able to prove his Catholic faith and affirm that he is truly a Cathelicjust be able to convince

the Apostolic See of thisFor this See is predominant and with it the faithful ofvthele Church
should agreé.

Quae in patriarchatu,September 1, 1876
Three years after writinQuartus Suprawe also hear the following from Pope Pius IX, in:
Aln fact, Venerable Brothers and beloved Sons
See), even over your churches, not merely in what pertains tolaitlalso in what concerns
discipline He who would deny this is a heretic; he who recognizes this and obstinately refuses
to obey is worthy of anathemad (t o t he cl ergy and faithful of

Allocution to religious superiors, June 24, 1872
AMay God give you the grace necessary to def el
Seejfor without the Pope there is no Church, and there is no Catholic Society without the Holy
See OPap@l Teachings: The Churclby the Monks of Solesmestanslated by Mother E.
O6Gor man, St. Paul Editions, 1962; no. 391, p



Proofs from the Holy See and the Sacred Congregations will be provided below. The popes
have made it quite clear that one carfoah a rightconscience regarding what thane to believe
by limiting that belief only to certain papal decrees they accept as infallible and ignoring other
documents issuing from organs of the Holy See, or considering them of minor importance.

ACondemned by the decreéamentibili, Pope St. Pis X, 1907A They ar e t o
free of blame who consider of no account the reprobations published by the Sacred
Congregation of the I ndex or by other s

APope Pius IX,Tuas Libentur, 1863 i | tsufficiesnt for earned Catholics to accept and
revere the af or es ailtéalsomeressas tosubject tihhemsel@es 1o th
decisions pertaining to doctrine which are issued by the Pontifical Congregations, and al
those forms of doctne which are held by the common and constant consent of Catholics
theological truths and conclusions, so certain that opinions opposed to these same form
doctrine, although they cannot be call e

Canon1324 dAlt is not sufficient to avoid h
errors which more or less approach heresy. Wherefore all constitutions and decrees by \

by

the Holy See has condemned and prohibited such opinions must keolbv e d . 0

The Communication of Catholics with Schismatics
(Quotes below are froRev. Ignatius Szal, A.B., J.C.L.;
Catholic University of America Canon Law dissertation, 1948

Rev . Sz a.lThere vas hcedsubt alfiout teidity of orders [by a schismatic bishop]
if the minister had been validly consecrated and had used the proper matter and. fbine
guestion of the validity of theORDERS CONFERRED BY SCHISMATICSIS RATHER A
DOGMATIC THAN A JURIDIC CONSIDERATION, which is an important distinction. We are not
talking here about ecclesiastical law or matters in which we may make determinations for
ourselvesDogmatic questions may be decided only by the Holy See, and the laity must accept
such judgments as a matter of faithSzala d mi t s t hat tOnientaldissdients.athei on s
Jansenists in Holland and the Old Catholics...are generally considered as valid. However, because
of recent developmesamong the Oriental dissidents andaag schismatics in general, much
doubt has been cast upon the validity of the orders of certain schismatic priests, and consequently
each individual case should be judged on its own merits

fAClement VIII, in his instructiorBanctissimusf August 31 1595, stated that those who had
received ordination at the handsschismatic bishops who apartrindheir schismatic status were
properly consecrated the necessary form having been obse®edid indeed receive orders,



but not the right to exercisenem.In this he repeated the doctrine of the glossators. Benedict X1V,

in the ConstitutiorEtsi pastoralis of May 26, 1742, confirmed this doctrine of Clement VIII. On

the question of schismatic ordinations these two papal documents present a practically identical
wording. Not only was the recognized validity of schismatic orders established, but further poin
were clarified.

fil. Schismatic bishops were not to be admitted for the conferring of orders or for the administration
of any of the other sacraments.

2. Persons ordained by schismatic bishops were, upon a proper rectification or amendment in their
staus, to be reconciled and absolved.

3. An appropriate penance was to be imposed on them.

4. If they had embraced any errors, they had previously to abjure them.

5. If they had not embraced any errors, they had nevertheless to renounce the s¢h&am of
ordaining prelate.

6. The abjuration was to be made publicly or secretly, as the case directed.

7. Before the ordained persons could exercise their Orders, it was necessary for them to receive
from the Holy See a dispensation from the irregularityiwlc h  t hey had i ncurred

On November 21, 1709, when the Holy See was presented with the question of whether or
not Armenians could seek Orders from schismatic bishops because no other bishops were
available, permission was denie8.z a | c o mmme wal sould tliiat be allowed [becalise
those who had been ordained by such bishops were irregular and suspended from the exercise
of their Orders 8zal cites Canons 1258 § 1 and 2372, noting that exceptions are made for the
reception of orders in goodifa.

Canon 1258 dAlt i s unl awful for the faithful t o
the sacred services of n@atholics. At the funerals of ne@atholics, at their marriages, and
similar solemnities, provided there is no dangempefversion or scandapassive or merely
material presence on account of a civil office or for the purpose of showing respect to a person
may be tolerated for a grave reason, which in doubtful cases must be approved by the
bishop Bev. Szal commentsfromi s di ssertation as foll ows: A C
only the communication in rites which are of their nature-@atholic,but also in rites which are
Catholic in nature but exercised under the direction of a n@atholic sect. Too much
familiarity with non-Catholics gives rise to doubts concerning the faitto a sense of
indifferentism, and frequently leads to the contracting of mixed marriages. The acts of religious
worship performed by schismatic sects is superstitious and hence are illicit.

Al f one considered a schismatic merely as be
Sacraments from him for a just cause. Even if the schismatic was considered bound by a censure,
the faithful could receive the sacraments from himdoy just cause as long as he was not a
vitandusor under censure upon a condemnatory or declaratory senBeNCEHE SCHISMATIC
MINISTER CANNOT BE CONSIDERED MERELY AS ONE IN THE STATE OF MORTAL SIN OR AS
ONE BOUND BY A CENSUREHe is more than that. He is the minister of an unauthorized sect.



Only a person in danger of de atHEACI OFEERINGTr ec ei Vv
OR RECEIVING THE SACRAMENTS FROM A SCHISMATICAL MINISTER IS FORBIDDEN IN VIRTUE
NOT ONLY OF THE DIVINE LAW BUT ALSO OF THE LAW ENACTED IN CAN. 1258 §&

AThe prohibition agai nsQathotick m the digpensing iofctheet i n g
sacraments has existed since the earliest times. There is a reference to this in the decree of Gratian,
[citing a letter of St. Augustine against the Donatists]. It was there stated that only in danger of
death should one seek baptism from a heretic or schismatic, and that it wguédvélg illicit to
do so outside any s0.0N0honaieeerebliged to yeéeve the fegckarist 5 9
or Penance from one not certainly possessing both orders and (at least supplied) jurisdiction,
removing any excuse for a figrave cause. 0

As Rev. John Bancroft states in iemmunication in Religious Worship wion-Catholics
(Catholic Univ. Oof Ameri ca, 1942, p . 92) , Ca
sacrament from a minister who will administer it invalidly or with doubtful validity because he
directly induces, or cooperates in, an act which tignisically wrong. He sins gravely too who
asks for or receives a sacrament from an heretical or schismatic minister as such, because of the
formal religious communication involved; this excludes cases when th€aiolic minister

receives authorizatiom r om t he Church in certain cases. O
participate in norCatholic worship apply to sects such as Islam, the Jews and dgtlapsjes as
wel | to fAiworship [that I s ] C a t -@athblic lbog.. (ne., f or m.

Mass by a schismatic priest.) It expresses either faith in a false religious body or rebellion against
the true Church... Ordinarilgommunication in the Sacraments with such validly ordained, but
schismatic or heretical ministereaven when a Catholic rite is used, involves a betrayal of the
Catholic religion;it implies a recognition of the authority of the minister and the sect

Church practice concerning orders conferred by schismatics
(The following decisionsf the Holy Office reflect the mind of the Church
concerning Holy Orderattempted by lapsed Catholics aschismatis):

Nov . 1 8A Cathdi®who lapBes from the Church and receives orders from a schismatic
bishopcan be received back into the Church only onuhderstanding thaguch ordinations,

even if valid will be completely disregardedo (Dr . L e Homiletic &d mb | e,
PastoralReview @A Ar e Li beral Catholic Orders Valid, o

This statement needs to be burned into the brains of every redderseveral reasons. a) It
gives the lie to those who claim the Church had softened her staneEg®eregarding the
consideration of such orders as valid. Rumble is speakingoh&®Y person lapsing from the
Catholic faith, not just Liberal Catholic church members. b) He makes it clear that by seeking
orders from any schismatic bishop, (one not in communion with a canonically elected Roman
Pontiff), one lapses from the Catholaith. ¢) Such orders will never be accepted by the Church,
even if the one erring seeks reconciliation with Rome. They are to be completely disregarded,



EVEN IF VALID ! This by virtue of a 1931 decree of the Holy Office, binding on Catholics, stating
thatsuch orders are null and void. And Catholics are ignoring this?!

Dr. Rumble warned in his article that the Liberal Catholics were so thoroughly alarmed by this
ruling they circulated a forgery of a Holy Office document which declared their orders/adidh.
Rumble consulted the Holy Office regarding this document and in 1955, 1956 and 1958 received
confirmation from three separate Vatican officials that no such document existed. At a later date,
a Liberal Catholic historian wrote Rumble attributiigp tforged document to a former Liberal
Catholic priest in Belgium.

1. The Australian convert Dr. Leslie Rumble told his readerthe above publicatiotihat
even i f the Liberal Catholic fAbishopo Wi
he could never have been admitted even to conditional ordination, far le&piscopal
consecration Many of the Liberal Catholics issued originally from the Old Catholics.

2. Dr. Orchard, a famous congregational minister, was secretly ordained a priest by a bishop
allegedly issuing from the Syi@Ghaldean rite. Upon his conversianthe Catholic faith,
Rome conditionallyre)ordainedOrchard in 1935, according to Dr. Rumble.

3. The Ol d Cat hol iuponiiiédorssdrsiopto Catholieigmaséea)ordained
sub conditiondollowing World War Il, (Addenda/Corrigend8jshops at.arge by Peter
Anson).

4. Nov. 9, 18, 1926: When Joseph Thiessen, an Old Catholic bishop, converted to
Catholicism, he was warned by the Bishop of Cologne that because he had received
ordination from the Old Catholicdie could not even function as a priesthiessen
eventually reirned to his schism, (Ibid., Anson, p. 320).

5. In hisFaiths of the Few (1 1963) Wil liam J. Whal en not
Church follows the Augustinian theory that a bishop who is validly consecrated retains the
power to transmit valid butregular orders.In practice, the Church ignores orders
received by apostates from schismatic bishofisese men, if reconciled to the Church,

[

ed

need not recite the Divine Office or even observe celibacy Whal en noted t he

opinion of Cardinal Merry @ Val, owing to thecommercialization of orderdy the
notorious renegad@Id Catholic bishopVilatte (something Vilatte had in common with
Thuc), thatnone of these orders were valifilatte reconciled with Rome, relapsed once
againand was eventuallydried as a laymanThis, Whalen reported, despite the fact that

Afa number of Catholic theologians were
Already in the early part of the 2@entury, then, the tendency to bend the rules on validity
was appanet.

proe



6. In his 1956 workAnglican Orders and Defect of Intenti®ev. Francis Clark, S.guotes
one sacramental theologian as follows A To what an extent a vVvis
true Church of Christ exerts an influence on the external rite itself, thdtesher such a
rite does or does not continue the ritual profession of the faith of the Church must be
determined by the Chuh, Herself.It belongs to the true Church to determine whether a
rite performed in given circumstances isfenx t er i or i zat i odhthatis,f Her
whether it isher own ac® or whether it is, on the contrary, an act expressing the faith of
anothe separated Churclguas e p a r @uaenéanirg in(what manner or how being

defined by the Church)yil n t hi s | atter c albus Popad lee r i t e
XIII decreed in the concrete that Anglican ordinations do not remain acts of the true
Church;in t hem oOri tual contacto with th@ faith
(ibid., Dr. Rumble). Also irBatis Cognitumspeaking of the powers Christ gave solely to
St . P et e if the diviee bengmitgd willedianything to be in common between him

and the other princes, whatever He did not deny to the others He gave only through him.
So that whereas Peter alone received many thihgssonferred nothing on any of the
rest without Peter participating in it.o

These decisions only confirm tipeactice of the Holy See, seen in the documents be@w,
consider any episcopal ordec®nferred bynon-Catholics invalid for want of a papal mandate.

Pope Pius VI,Charitas, 1791
18. fAéMoreover, this power of giving jurisdic:
now for several centuries and confirmed by general councils and even by concordats, has returned
to its point of origin and does not belong in any way to npefrtans,but resides solely in the
Apostolic SeeSo today the Pope as a duty of his office appoints bishops for each of the churches,
and no lawful consecration may take place in the entire Catholic Church without the order of the
Apostolic See (Trentession 24, chap. 1, de Reformat.).

n24. We therefore s evandthd ofheriwickedlyieldcted dné illicstha i d E >
consecrated menunder this punishment of suspension, to assume episcopal jurisdiction or any
other authority for the guidance of soslace they have never received Tthey must not grant
dimissorial letters for ordinations. Nor must they appoint, depute, or confistong, vicars,
missionaries, helpers, functionaries, ministers, or others, whatever their title, for the care of souls
and the administration of the Sacramert®N\DER ANY PRETEXT OF NECESSITY
WHATSOEVER Nor may they otherwise act, decree, or decide, whegeparately or united as

a council, ON MATTERS WHICH RELATE TO ECCLESIASTICAL JURISDICTION For We declare and
proclaim publicly that all their dimissorial letters and deputations or confirmatio®aST AND
FUTURE, as well as all their rash proceedingsa their consequences, ar@TERLY VOID AND
WITHOUT FORCEE 0



25. iWe also command and prohibit under the same punishment of suspbasiothe men
consecrated and their consecrators from illicitly conferring the sacrament of confirmation or of

orders, or exercising in any way the episcopal office from which they have been suspended.
Consequently anyone ordained by them should realize that he is suspended and will be guilty of
irregularity if he exercises the orders he ha

Regading para. 25 above, it must be understood that in the case of the constitutionalist
bishops, there was no doubt regarding taédity of the orders received by the consecrators
themselves or the consecrations at issue! Pope Pius VI tells us that teeraboss performed
were illicit, not invalid. It is different in the case of Lefebvre and Thuc, for in those two cases the
actual validity of Lefebvre is in question, and consecrations conferred by Thuc are questionably
valid. Yet t is notevenvalidity per sethat is important as Traditionalistspretend. What isMOST
important is abjuration of any errorssubmission to the Roman Pontiff and his approval and
permission to exercise the orders receivdthis is why Rev. Szal emphasizes above that one
canna receive Sacraments from the minister of a-@atholic (in this case Traditionalist) sect,
for this is a matter of dogma; a n@atholic is outside the Church and cannot convey the
SacramentsThe following was written by Cardinal Consalvi, advisor tgp@d?ius VI and
intermediary between Pope Piud ¥hd Napoleon:

1.AThe case of the constitutional bishops is already decided by the Apostolic Seglagrttetic
briefof Pi us VCharliae Jhatdogmatigdefinition cannot beeformed.His Holiness
may mitigate the penalties therein inflicted on the said bishops, but the judgment of his
predecessor is irrefragable
2 . AThe Catholic Church and the whole episcop
of t he Hoé Givil SomstitétionTohthe Clergy was condemned by the sdoggnatic
judgmentof Pius VI, as containing errors against
3 . A MATTER OF FAITH IS IN QUESTION. HIS HOLINESS OBSERVES THAT, ACCORDING TO
THE RULES OF FAITH, IT BELONGS TO HIM, AND TO NO OTHER, TO JUDGE WHAT THE
CONSTITUTIONAL BISHOPS HAVE DONE by pronouncing the profession of faith and the oath,
and to confer institution if they are nominat
have always required ahNONE SHOULD BE RECEIVED INTO ITS BOSOM, MUCH LESS
ASSIGNED AS PASTORS,WHO HAVE LEFT ANY HERESY OR SCHISM, UNLESS THEY AVOW
EXPRESSLY THAT THEY CONDEMN ESPECIALLY THEIR ERRORSO (From Artaud de
Mo n t ®heldvesand Timesof thePopes Vol. VIII, Catholic Publication Society, 1911. There
we find 266 pages devoted to Pope Pius VII, [
communications to Napolegn

Accordingto the Encyclopediaof Religionand Ethics (Editor James Hastings and eth,
Vol. IX, 1917, Charles Scribner and Sons, New York; by Georges )yalgtiestion was posed
sometime after 1830, [most likely to Rome, or perhaps to one of the-apwbinted bishops; the
article does not make this clear], by some of the remainitigEgise priestsThis question reads:
i §incd the preconcordat bishop$are] dead, the bishops of the concordat ought not to be



considered as |l awful.o0o The answer they recei Vi
Home Alonequestion for good and forever, but of course it will not. The secular encyclopedia

states: AfA negat i wretheprmaple that therapostoliesuccessworbadinga t

been broken, the effects of the rupture wereenduring. 6 ( Re me mb eaf Catdinsd wor d
Consalvi above regarding Pope Pius VIId&s inter
previously held the episcopal sees. ) Adhe dec

One of theseouncils,held in Benevento in 1087 I{3l.) Pope Victor IIl, decreed as follows

Penanceand Communion should be receivedfrom no one but from a Catholic; but if

there should be no Catholic priest, it was more fitting to remain without a visible

communionand to communicateinvisibly from the Lord's hand rather than to receive

communionfrom a hereticand be separatedrom God for althoughin consequencef

surrounding hereticsCatholicscannothavethis sacredcommunionof Christ visibly and

corporally, yet whilst united in mind and body with Christ they have the sacred

communionof Christinvisibly. RomeHasSpokenWilliam J.DeTucci.De Montor also

records that Victor 111 forbade Catholics to r
of hereticg or simoniacs. 0

Pope Pius IX,Etsi Multa, 1873
Addressing t he idsbishgun ft i anafitcee riited ienc tniootnbé i ou s
Old Catholic schismatics, Pope Pius IX wrote

fi24. But these merhaving progressed more boldly in the ways of wickedrae®sl destruction, as
happens to heretical sects from God's just judgnieve wished to create a hierarchy also for
themselveé They have chosen and set up a psetashop, a certain notorious apostate from

the Catholic faith, Joseph Humbert ReinkenSothat nothing be lacking in their impudence, for

his consecration they have had refuge to those very Jansenists of Utrecht, whom they themselves,
before they separated from the Church, considered as heretics and schismatics, as do all other
Catholics.However, this Joseph Humbert dares to say that he is a bishop, and, what passes belief,
he is recognized and named in an explicit decree by the most serene Emperor of Germany and is
proposed to all his subjects as a lawful bishop. But as even the rusliof€dtholic faith declare,

NO ONE CAN BE CONSIDERED A BISHOP WHO IS NOT LINKED IN COMMUNION OF FAITH

AND LOVE WITH PETER, UPON WHOM IS BUILT THE CHURCH OF CHRIST

Therefore following the custom and example of Our Predecessors and of holy legislatiagheby
power granted to Us from heaven, We declare the election of the said Joseph Humbert Reinkens,
performed against the sanctions of the holy canons to IbelCIT, NULL, AND VOID . We
furthermore declare his consecration sacrilegious. Therefore, by thaigubf Almighty God,

We excommunicate and hold as anathema Joseph Humbert himself and all th@ttempted

to choose him, and who aided in his sacrilegious consecraleradditionally excommunicate
whoever has adhered to them and belonging to thadrty has furnished help, favor, aid, or

10



consent We declare, proclaim, and command that they are separated from the communion of the
Church.They are to be considered among those with whom all faithful Christians are forbidden

by the Apostle to associasad have social exchange to such an extent that, as he plainly states,
they may not (tsidolta DeTheg Cherehtindtaly, Germany, and Switzerland,
Nov. 21, 1873https://www.ewtn.com/library/encyc/p9etsimu.htmnj.

Reinkens publicly denounced the definition of infallibility then attempted election as an Old
Catholic fAbishop.e®&réd HWiompea Pimst d  Xi cwnsampost at
consider Tr adi t i o nVdhatissamportanbtd noth leegsshat inthbse desreesne ?
above, theacts of these men are voided and nullified; they are invalid. The validity of their
consecrationds not addressegler se but their permission to exercise any orders tney have
receivedd the jurisdiction from the pope necessary to valfdlyction as bishop® was entirely
lacking and is withdrawn from all futueets Charitaslaysout the extent of such acts above. They
can never possess jurisdiction of any kind, supplied or otherwise,

Pope Pius IX,Graves Ac Diurturnae 1875

fiBecause it has always been especially characteristic of heretics and schismatics to use lies
and deception, these sons of darkness [the Old Catholics] are to be reckoned among those the
prophet spoke ofdoe to you deserting children who have faith in shadow of Egypt. You
have rejected the word and have hoped in trickery and rebéflibay love to deceive the unwary
and the innocent and to draw them into error by deception and hypocrisy. They repeatedly state
openly that they do not in the least mjethe Catholic Church and its visible head but rather that
they are zealous for the purity of Catholic doctrine declaring that they are the heirs of the ancient
faith and the only true Catholic8ut in fact they refuse to acknowledge all the divine
prerogatives of the vicar of Christ on earth and do not submit to His supreme magisterium.

M We request you to preserve the unity of f &
their buildings, and their chairs of pestilence which they have with impunity established to transmit
the sacred teachings. They should shun their writingsal contact with themThey should not
have any dealings or meetings with usurping priests and apostates from thedithdare to
exercise the duties of an ecclesiastical minister without possessing a legitimate mission or any
jurisdiction. They shoutl avoid them as strangers and thieves who come only to steal, slay, and
destroy For the Church's children should consider the proper action to preserve the most precious
treasure of faith, without which it is impossible to please God, as well as actiuatzd to
achieve the goal of faith, that is the salvation of their souls, by following the straight road of
justiced

Pope St. Pius X, BullCravi lamdiu Scandalo
On February 11, 191Pope St PiuX declaredthe Old Roman Catholiarnold Harris Matthew
and two other bishops excommunicated in thi#l, denouncingMathew for i @ogating unto
himself the title of AngleCatholic Archbishop of Londofand all others who lent aiccouncil

11
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or consent to this nefarious crin®y the authority oAlmighty God we hereby excommunicate
anathematize and solemnly declare to be separated from the communioClofitbieand to be
held for schismatics6 Thi s bul | ¢ abishop dand ddadenmedvhimagtamdue u d o

Supplied Jurisdiction According to Canon 209

Rev. Francis Miaskiewicz
In this 1940 Canon Law dissertatidRev. Miaskiewicz, whdater become a Doctor of Canon
Law, wrote concerning this canoriwhen the Church, or more specifically the Roman Pontiff,
is said to supply jurisdiction in any casbatsoever, be it common error or in doubt, it is readily
understood tht the Pope acts in virtue of the plenitude of theisdictional powerChrist

entrusted to hispersthn0 The popes have indeed made conce:
the past as one of their main jurisdictional prerogatives, but this is something deselydo
Christbés Vicar s, as Pope Pius VII explained w

di scipline Feb. 1, 1816. fonatters ef disciplinedegitiniatd/h o d o

authority can make some changes by reason of cirst@mces, interests and historical periods?

This is a principle and a line of conduct which our predecessors themselves have always

recognized and observedd ( Benedi ct i neThdGharghs of Sol es mes,
But in this document he refers to legitimates t hor i ty as the Holy See

not the bishops to whom he is writing. It is to clarify this teaching of the Church that Pope Pius

XII later defined inMystici Corporis ChristandAd Sinarum Genturthat the bishops receive the

jurisdiction promised them by Chriginly from and through the Roman PontiffAccording to

Pope Pius X slection lawbelow, f Tradtionalists attempt to invoke Can. 209 or 2261 82, even

if they arevalidly ordainedthe attempt and all their acts afterwards aré and void. And

according taRev. Francis E. Hyland, in his 19Z&non LawdissertationExcommunicatioand

also Rev. Alan McCoy, in his Canon Law dissertatimrce and Fear in Relation to Delictual

Imputability and Penal ResponsibiliffCatholic University of Americajjeretics and those guilty

of crimes judged as contempt of the faith could not be supplied jurisdiction even if a canonically

elected pope existed.

Canon 2261 82does not apply

Pope MarAd Evitanddié asedby Traditionalists to justify their request for and
reception of the sacraments from Traditionali$tsis document from the Council of Constance
basically statesi No one henceforth shall be bound to a
the administration or reception of the sacraments or in any other religious -oeliggous acts
whatsoever, nor to avoid anyone nor to observe any ecclesiastical interdicetext pf any

ecclesiastical sQwar 125 years or s0 after the slase a thé Council of
Constance, St. Robert Bel [CamwemApaostlataslOHic(@559), ed, p ¢
who precisely was incl agdfa@davs:i n Pope Martin VO6s
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iThere is no basis for that which some respond
on ancient law, while nowadays, by decree of the Council of Constance, they alone lose

their jurisdiction who are excommunicated by name or who agdatritts. This argument,

| say, has no value at all, for those Fathers, in affirming that heretics lose jurisdiction, did

not cite any human law, which furthermore perhaps did not exist in relation to the matter,

but argued on the basis of the very natfreeresyThe Council of Constance only deals

with the excommunicated, that is, those who have lost jurisdiction by sentence of the

Church, while heretics already before being excommunicated are outside the Church

and deprived of all jurisdiction For theg have already been condemned by their own

sentence, as the Apostle teaches (Tit. -&1)) that isthey have been cut off from the

body of the Church without excommunicatipn as St . Jerome affirmsé A
Father sét each t ha ediatlglose allgusstictidneandeoutstandingly mm

that of St. Cyprian (lib. 4, epist. 2) who speaks as follows of Novatian, who was Pope [i.e.
antipope] in the schism which occurred during
not be able to retairné episcopate [i.e. of Rome], and, if he was made bishop before, he

separated himself from the body of those who were, like him, bishops, and from the unity

of the &AprEkRtbdbact fr om Sbhe.RonkRoolPentificdibBle! | ar mi ne,
cap. 30, (http://www.cmri.org/02bellarmineromanpontiff.html This link is placed

merely for purposes of attribution; no endorsement of this site is hereby intended.)

Andtheabovs uper sedes i n authority any fiteachi ng:¢

In his Canon Law dissertatidixcommunicatior§1928), Rev. Francis Hyland observes that
those excommunicates under consideration in this canon [226182] are naxbosenunicated
for heresy and schisrAODR THESE ARE ALREADY OUTSIDE THE CHURCH, AS REV. TANQUEREY
OBSERVES, (p. 9). Already, as mentioned elsewhere, Rev. Tanqueley teaches thaeven
material heretics are otside the ChurchTanquer ey 6 s taxthooksiusédsoy thee r e
Church in Her seminaries worldwide, and as Msgt. JFenton notesn defending their contents:
fiThe manuals, like those to which we have referred, are books actually used in the instruction of
candidates for the priesthood. They amdten by men who actually teach in the Church's own
approved schools, under the direction of the Catholic hierarchy, and ultimately, through the
activity of the Congregation of Seminaries and Universities, under the direction of the Sovereign
Pontiff hims e | Httws://w(vw.catholicculture.org/culture/library/view.cfm?recnum=30The
Teaching of the Theological Manuatgference made for attribution purposes only).

The full import of this canon must be understood before trying to explain anything further.

The canon reads: AWithout prejudice to the ru
reason ask the Sacraments and sacramentals from an excmated person especially if there is
no other minister availableéo The rule A3 r

excommunicass vitandusor who has been excommunicated by a declaratory or condemnatory
sentence, 0 the Sac mwnimdandesof deatn Tolbegin withcitemiust bed o
understood the Church assumes that in applying these Canons there is nho questionwoficatio

in sacris the validity of the ordination/consecration of the excommunicated cleric or their ability
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to exerese the orders received. For if this is the case, the safer course must always be followed.
Secondly, the request for the Sacraments must be legitimate (Can. 467); requesting Sacraments
from one who is questionably valid is not permitted by the ChurchreTé&n be no existing
declaratory sentence or condemnatory sentence, which must be issued by a judge.

But where the crime is notorious, that is fAw
circumstances that it cannot be concealed by anesuge nor excused by any excuse admitted
in law, ([meaning] both the fact of the offense and the imputability of the offense must be publicly
known) , 0 (Can. 2rbmghave acoutded (Can. 2238¥n dven ¢ha faithful
c an d e nmethedpenidlty be observed in the external forom ( Can. 2232, 2223)
Can. 2159 states that those whose excommunication is notorious and who attempt to actively assist
at divine services are barred from such participation. But this would asslicherdars and we
are not talking about certainly valid orders. It also presumes there is a Roman Pontiff to supply
any jurisdiction lacking in such priests when the See is vacant and many Traditionalists even
recognize it as vacant or possibly vacant.thBhe Novus Ordo church and Traditionalists have
erected their own churches and centers and therefore are schismatics. Their words and acts in
establishing these counterfeit churches are notorious.

St. Robert Bellarmine, Rev. Hyland and Rev. Tanquerey demonstratkdtleaitandadoes
not apply to heretics, apostates and schismatics. In doubt of whether it does so apply, we are to
refer to the laws governing heretics, apostates and schisr{@éies2314 81, 82 and 83). Canon
6, no. 4 then refers us to the old | awunwhen i
ex Apostolatus OfficicAnd here we resolve all our difficulties. For this law tells us that regarding
the hierarchy:

fi é [ EH aad, every one of their statements, deeds, enactments, and administrative acts,

of any kind, and any result thereof whatsoever, shall be without force and shall confer no

legality or right on anyone. The persons themselves so promoted and elevatepsshall

factoand without need for any further declaratigrbe deprived of any dignity, position,

honor, title, authority, office and powewjthout any exception as regards those who

might have been promoted or elevated befthey deviated from the faith, became
heretics, incurred schism, or committed or enc

So this clears thedld as wellof those priest validly ordained, who later celebrated the Novus
Ordo (or not) before joining the counterfeit Traditiodalirch. No declaration is needédr; even
those who initially appeared to be valid lose their offi¢€an. 188 no. 4) after acknowledging a
churchthat dares to callself Catholic without being in communiosith a true popeAnd also,
aswe havealreadyseen, Pope Pius Xl saw fit to restrict the exercise of any papal jurisdiction
during an interregnum, meaning that whatguesdictionhe supplked during his lifetimeeased
upon his death Those claiming they possess supplied jurisdiction are guilty of usurping papal
jurisdiction, then, an¥acantis Apostolicae Sedigclares even their attempted acts null and void.
Despite all these proofs, Tridnalists loudly proclaim that theMUST operate to ensure the
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Asal vation of soul s. o0 But t hat i's a prepost el
below by an approved author and jurist, which no Traditionalist could ever claim to be.

Traditionalists endangering souls

In 1944, Rev. Alan McCoy O.F.M., J.C.L. wrote a dissertatiamnce and Fear in Relation to
Delictual Imputability and Penal ResponsibilitfCatholic University of America)Under the
gener al headiAmg sofl niPeldi ct ea@dl by Divine Author
intrinsically evil, or involves contempt of the faith or of ecclesiastical authoridg WORKS TO
THE DETRIMENT OF SOULS2 i mput abi | ity im suchrcasds sihca k e¢hese away
instancs the observance of the law still urges under the pain ofwém though the most severe
personal hardship or danger, or also the greatest private harm might come from such
observanceAnd the reason for this is that some spiritual good, either of Gofitbe Church or
of i ndividual souls is involvedéThere is <con

transgr essi oms villfbe seendlbwTHE VERE ACTOTHAT TRADITIONALISTS
VAUNT AS HEROIC MEASURES TO SAVE SOULS ARE ACTUALLY CLASSIED BY CANON LAW
AS ENDANGERING THEIR ETERNAL SALVATION.

On page 97, under the heading AActs that Wo
fiThese are all acts which draw people away from the faith or from the practice of Christian
morals andthus expose them to the danger of eternal damnaédrhose acts which, by their
nature, work to the detriment of souls are listed particularly in Titles XVI and XVII of the fifth
book of the Codeébearing the headonogReceptidnOf f e n ¢
of Orders or the Other Sacramentsd6 and O0O0Offen
and Religious State. 60 Among the offenses McC
i é&the administration of Sacraments to those who @ f or bi dden tT8E r ecei
CONSECRATI ON OF A Bl SHOP WI THOUME RECEPAIGNMQF ORBERB AT E é
FROM UNWORTHY PRELATE® the negligence of a pastor in the care of sodls.

On page 92 McCoy discusses what the Code considers toshie\amt/ing contempt of the
faith. He identifies the titles in the Code containing these acts as XI and XIlI @ftthbook,
concerning fnNDelicts Against theAfai hbht aRdl Uagi
These include heresy, apostasy andhism; COMMUNICATION IN SACRED RITES WITH
HERETICS; USURPATION OF PRIESTLY FUNCTIONS AND SACRILEGEalso anyrecourse to the
civil power from the acts of the Apostolic See and interference withlitherty and rights of the
Church, among others

These last two offenses mustbeo nsi dered because both Pope P
and t he Churbedndsored. Agntentienedrelsewleeratholics are bound by Can.
1325 to profess their faith whenever silence, subterfuge olufai to act amounts to an implicit
or explicit Andeni al of their faith, cont empt
neighbor. o I n this case what i gparticalatlycontechpts c us s i
of religion. Whether intendd or not, the continual i ol ati on of Pope Pius
especially the invocation of supplipdisdiction reserved especially to the Roman Pontiff contrary
to this same law, showsparticular contempt for the laws and rights of the papacsertimlly
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such behavior deast implicitly denies the necessity of the papacy and the supremacy of the pope,
and thisundeniably works to the public harm of every soul on earth.
Rev. Miaskiewicz explains in his work abotret these laws are writi¢o protect the rights
of the Church and the faithfuhsChrist binds papal law made on earth imeaven. When Pope
Pius XlI says they cannot do this, Christ binds his teaching, and having done this He cannot
supply what HisVicar will NOT supply.i No t o RHrist cortstituteSt. Peterthead of the
Church but i n the words, OWhat soever tleavan shalt
and whatsoever thou shalt loose on earth, it shall be loo$edwen Ide indicated the scope of
this headship dCatlfolic Encyclopedia u n d e r AsiP&pe Poaiad¥/1ll teaches inUnam
Sanctam Christ and his Vicar serve @NE UNITED HEAD of the Church, not two heads, as a

monster. fAHe who hears you, hears Me. 0 Pope L
Pius XII all have reminded the faithful that for them, the pope speaks as Christ on earth. The
binding and loosening powerisdfsnd r ef | ect e d Satis CoBnitymelow: e 0 X1 | | 6 s

those of Const: intinople. Hu t\\r nty- (l”h”l canon ()1 thc (rmnul
of Chalcedon, by the ve ry fact that it lacks the assent and : approval
of the \l)m!nln See, is admitted by all to be worthless. Rightly,
thxnhm has Leo X laid down in the fifth Council of Lateran
“That the Roman Pontiff alone. as having ¢ authority over all Coun-
cils, has full jurisdiction and power to summon, to transfer, to
dissolve Councils, as is clear, not only from the testimony of Holy
Writ, from the teaching of the Fathers and of the Roman Pontiffs,
and from the decrees of the sacred canons. but from the te achings
of the very Councils themselves.” Indeed. Holy Writ attests that
the keys of the kingdom of heaven were given to Peter alone, and
that the power of binding and ]H(‘\llllll” was granted to the
apostles and to Peter: but there is nothing to show that the
apostles received supreme power without Peter, and against

/t}!u Such power tln\ certainly did not receive from Jesus
Christ,

(Vacantis Apostolicae Sedis
Pope Pius XII
ON THE VACANT APOSTOLIC SEE

1. During the vacancy of the Apostolic See, regarding those things that pertained to the Sovereign
Roman Pontiff while héived, the Sacred College of Cardinals shall have absolutely no power or
jurisdiction of rendering neither a favor nor justice or of carrying out a favor or justice rendered
by the deceased Pontiff; rather, let th@l€ye be obligedo reserve all theséings to the future
Pontiff.* Therefore, We declare invalid and void any power or jurisdiction pertaining to the
Roman Pontiff in his lifetime, which the assembly of Cardinals might decide to exercise (while
the Church is without a Pope), except to theext to which it be expressly permitted in this Our
Constitutioné , ¢and the cardinals are only allowed to decide things strictly pertaii the
election)
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2. Likewise we command th#te Sacred College of Cardinals shall not have the power to make

a deermination in any way it pleases concerning the rights of the Apostolic See and of the
Roman Church nor attempt in any way to subtract directly or indirectly from the rights of the
same on the pretext of a relaxation of attention or by the concealnsaioofs perpetrated against

these same rights even after the death of the Pontiff or in the period of the vacancy. On the contrary,
We desire that the College ought to watch over and defend these rights during the contention of

all influential forces.

3 .Laws given by the Roman Pontiffs are in no way able to be corrected or chatigedgh the
meeting of the cardinals of the Roman Church [the See] being vacant; nor is anything able to be
taken away or addedor is there able to be made any dispensatin any manner concerning

the laws themselves or some part of therhis prohibition is especially applicable in the case of
Pontifical Constitutions issued to regulate the business of the election of the Roman Buaintiff.

if anything contrary tothis prescriptoccurs or is by chance attempted, we declare itQyr
SUPREME AUTHORITY to be null and void 8 (paras.t 3, Ch. 1,1945 Acta Apostolica Sedis,

Vol. XXXVIII, 1946, n. 3; pp. 6599). Paragraph 109 repeats these same warnings, but applies
them toanyonemaking an attempt to interfere with the election, changing of laws, violation of

jurisdiction and Church rights, not just the cardinals.)

650 PRACTICAL COMMENTARY ON THE CODE

(1) During the vacancy of the Apostolic See the Jurisdiction which
belonged to the Pope during life is not enjoyed by the Sacred College
of Cardinals, and they must leave all acts of that Jurisdietion to the
future Pope. They cannot make disposition of the rights of the Holy
See, but must strenuously and sedulously guard them. They cannot
make any changes in the laws of the Church or dispense frvgnn them,
particularly in regard to the provisions of this Constitution. They may,
however, resolve doubts concerning this Constitution, and in cases de-
clared urgent by vote of the majority they may, likewise by majority
vote, apply the remedy which is demanded (nn. 1-5).

The second part of the Constitution deals with the election itself of
the Supreme Pontiff and contains the following ordinances : 7 :
(1) The right to elect the future Pope belongs solely to the Sacred
(/j()!]v;_:(: of Cardinals to the exclusion of any illl(‘l'V(‘llli(;ll by :ullv ()(Tll(;l‘
(‘,f\'ll or ecclesiastical authority or dignity, or even by a (}(‘l‘l(‘l‘:ll“ (3()nnl—
cil, which, if it is in session at the time, is Zpso /'(u'[(; suspended on the
death of the Pope until reconvened by the new Pope. Of the (lzu'(lin'll\‘»‘
2 v als,

ach and every ore has the right to vote in the election, even though
R S S N e - o e s =4 8
inder exc ommunication. Cardinals who have been deposed or who have
: -~ - e e ot
,(;'blgu_v([, however, are barred and may not be reinstated even for the

3 ¢ : 3 LA
rurpose of voting. Fifteen days must be allowed to_elapse before theo

In reading tle aboveit should be remaberal that we are not talking here about cardinals
electing a pope in 1958 who themselves were certainly Catholic, since all of them went on to attend
the false Vatican 2 council and acknowledge and cooperate with the false popes. ligsthepin
violated the oath they took as cardinals to secure peace for the Christian people and promote the
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welfare of Holy Mother Church, even if it required the shedding of their blood. Given their later
conduct, their eligibility to vote was seriously diul. Many of them were deposed even then
and should have been excluded from the election. See the deposition clause below.

WhatVacantis Apostolicae Sedmrbids:

1. Assumption of supplied jurisdiction, claimed by Traditionalists for decades. Only plee po
has historically provided such jurisdiction over the centuries, being the supreme source of
all jurisdiction. No jurisdiction can be supplied during an interregnum, for Pope Pius XIlI
says all is to be left to the future pope. Any violation of this jgulads usurpation of papal
power. And as will be seen below, Christ cannot and does not supply this jurisdiction.
2. Theusurpation ossuingt he papal mandate in all Traditi
especially those attempted Marcel Lefebvre and®eterMartin Ngo dinhThuc.*
3. Exercise of any orders putatively received before a determination of validity, which can
be made only by the Roman Pontiff.
4. Erection of seminaries which can occur only after the creation of a diocese, reserved to the
Holy See (Can. 215). Violation of this Canon amounts to a usurpation of papal power.
Below, Revs. WoywoE mi t h comment on Pius Xl I 6s const.i

* As proven time and time again in other treatises by this author, Lefebvre and Thuc suffered
ipso factoexcommunication under Can. 2314 émmmunicatio in sacrisvhich also involves
tacit resignation of any offices likih the Churci{Can. 188 no. 4)in addition, both men
incurred infamy of lawRegarding thisinfamyCanon 2294 d&snwhelass: AA p
incurred infamy of law is not only irregular, as declared by Can. 984, n. 5, but in addition he is
incapacitated.and must be restrained from the exercise of sacred functioms | n t hei r c a
law commentary, Revs. Woywedgimith state undereh headi ng of A Of Common
Penal ties, 0 ( CaTheperg@ @ had ihcuraed idfami af Jaw cafinot validly
obtain ecclesiastical benefices, pensions, offices and dignities, nor can he validly exercise his
rights connected with the sae) nor perform a validlegal ecclesiastical adi.

CommentingonCan22 6, t hese same authors WWEiIite conce
EXERCISE OF ACQUIRED RIGHTS MAY BE RENDERED INVALID...BY INCURRING A

DISQUALIFICATION , but the right itself imot taken away unless the law or sentence explicitly
states the additional Soeveradutside ofachntisdApgstolicae at i on
Sedis Lefebvre and Thuc were powerless to perform valid acts of jurisdiction wttappears

extends tdhe acceptance of candidates for the priesthood as well as the administration of

tonsure, which is aacclesiasticahct issuing from jurisdiction, not an order. No tonsure, no

priests (Can. 108, 1}8n0 priests, no bishopAs seen abov€haritasmakes ull, void and

invalid dimmisorial letters issued bydhebishops as well as ameputations or confirmations

which wouldapply in the present casettee acceptance of priestly candidabgd_efebvre and
Thuc.Vacantis Apostolicae Sedisly confirms their preexisting status.
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Nature of true authority
Next, please find the teachings of Fr. E. S. Berry inThie Church of Christ(1910), on

jurisdiction.While it is a proven fact that Traditionatsdo not possess office or jurisdiction in the

Church, as seen above, Rev. Berry only upholds Church law and further strengthens the teaching

on apostolic authority and how this is transmitted. Notice thalathilness not the validity of

these men iemphasized, which is only a reiteration of the teaching taken from the Council of
Trenthil f anyone says t ha trighthoodaimednerisentbyheeclesastioaé i t h e r
authority, but come from some other soue theLAWFUL ministers of the Word and of the
Sacraments | et hi m be an)Q@rdinatioaby a fctisiatid \Zhdse owd 6rders

or administration of orders is doubtful or who ordains or consecrates without the necessary

jurisdiction is forbidden by the Churaepeatedly, as evidenced above.

A formal, or legitimate, successor not only succeeds to
the place of his predecessor, but also receives due au-
!:hority to exercise the functions of his office with bind-
ing force in the society. It is evident that authority
can be transmitted only by legitimate succession - there-
forc., the Church must have a legitimate, or form,al suc-
cession of pastors to transmit apostolic authority )from

age to age. One who intrudes himself into the ministry

against the laws of the Church receives no authority
and consequently can transmit none to his successors ;

urisdicti IS ¢ -1
n“'[lt > .i ct}lon 1S authority to govern and must be trans
e 2 C EC i :
- n(lj t u](/huxch as 1n any other society: it can be
€érred only by a law i ordi ‘
Y Dy a lawful superior, : i
e : : , according t h
cons & itk
i t;tutmn and laws of the society, and xn'l; be re
'OKed at any time 3 - g : ‘ :
S it C.,n'\ t.un(. C onsequently jurisdiction in the
an neither be obtained nor held against the

A} l’] of Il( S - S F S SS endas
N I ll[)l( mec 'll]l}]f\ll[\ 1Cs tran mai 10N (] ]
R ep
21t1m; € su CSS10n. It. 1S ot s ient
1t : CcC no - llfGC () >

entirely upon les

therefore, that a church have valid Orders; it must also
have a legitimate succession of ministers, reaching
back in an unbroken line to the Apostles, upon whom
our Lord conferred all authority to rule His Church.

Below, Fr. Berry states that indefectibility is really promised only to the Roman Pontiff, which
means without the pope the Church cannot exist. This St. Thomas Aquinas, the Council of Trent
catechism and the popes themselves teach, (see above)hdlegpeats what other theologians
and St. Robert Bellarmine teach, that the Church cannot do much of anything during an
interregnum. Then he says even if the See of Rome is vacant for many years, a pope can always
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be elected, even though it may requareiracle from Christ Himself. This is also the opinion of
Rev. Edmund OO0 R &hatlthe @urchvglioold renrain thikyor.fortyiyears without

a thoroughly ascertained Head and representative of Christ on earth, this would not be

[Catholicsreasn]. Yet it has been, and we haveWao gua
must not be too ready t o pao(ltheRelatorsefthe Ghurehitaat Go

Societyd Theological Essayy

-

Indefectibility has been promised tu—thc Churlch as a
}\'ho]c, not to its various parts. The Church as it ex-
ists in particular places may fail; even the Church of a
whole nation may fall away as history abundantly
proves. The Apostolic See of Rome is the only par-
ticular Church to which the promise of perpetual in-
defectibility has been made.

] (,‘%n‘ist ordained that St. Peter should have successors
in his primacy of jurisdiction over the Church, but He
did not designate the person of the succcsso;‘. It is
left to the Church to elect, or otherwise designate, the
pf‘rs.()n who then obtains the power of universal juris-
diction by virtue of divine institution, 7. e._, immediately
frfun Christ, not from those who have elected him.
When the Apostolic See is vacant, there is no supreme
authority in the Church; the bishops retain Power to
rule their respective dioceses, but no laws can be made
for the universal Church, no dogmas of faith can be de-

*No one can give what he does not possess
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fined, no legitimate council convened. In place of this
supreme authority, the Church has the right and the
duty of selecting someone upon whom Christ will again

bestow it. It is evident, then, that the Apostolic suc-

cession cannot fail in the Apostolic See so long as the
Church herself continues to exist, for although the see
be vacant for many yvears, the Church always retains
thfa right to elect a legitimate successor, who then ob-
tains supreme authority according to the institution of

Christ.

The means necessary to elect a true pope are no longer available to us. Barring a miracle, it is
not likely that we will see another true pope in our lifetime. Still, Christ rules His Mystical Body
from Heaven and we have the entire treasury of @980 years of papal documents to guide us.

The words of the popes, coming as they do from the assistance of the Holy Ghost, are eternal; they
cannot fail. The assurances of Traditionalists that they are sent to guide us and have only our
eternal salvation mind are lies and worse, coming from the mouths of those who do not even
acknowledge the words of these true popes as their supreme head. Those who would obey them
and follow their teachings which directly contradict the teaching of the Continual tetagis are

not only irrational and hopelessly deluded, they have lost their faith and are outside the Church.
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failed, they cannot explain the heresies sanetioend committed by the usurpers who followed

Pius XI1 _ _
faith would never fail. Nevertheless it cowdgdpearto fail, precisely as Pope Paul IV described in

Pope

€ess

Catholics admit Christéobs

To admit such a thi

promi se

ng

wo ul

t

d

Cum ex Apdslatus Officio And it could also appear that as a result the Church hqd_ failed, at Iegst _
for a time, because bishops abandoned the flock. But appearances can be deceiving, and A_ntlchrlst
is capable of |l ying visi ons andWach,dorkeep duolamps mp | y

burning, for we know not when the Bridegroom cometh.

Pl
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pothesis would mean that the Church, as Christ founded
it, ceased to exist with the death of the Apostles, and
that the world has since been without the means of
salvation; it would mean that Christ failed in His
promise to be with the Church all days, even to the
consummation of the world. If the bishops of the
Church are not the successors of the Apostles, then
there are no successors, for no one else has even claimed
this distinction; in that case the power and authority
committed to the Apostles have lapsed, and cannot
I)c renewed, except by a direct intervention of Christ
in con ferring them anew and reéstablishing His Church.,
Such an act on the part of Christ would have to be con-
firmed by the performance of miracles as the only
means by which we could be assured of its reality.

¢) Ministry. 1t is evident that there can be no au-
thority in the Church save that which comes directly
or indirectly from her Divine Founder, Jesus Christ.
But there is not the slightest intimation in Scripture or
tradition that Christ ever promised to confer authority

® Matt. xxviii, 19-20,

4 John xiv, 16, 20, 26.
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directly upon the ministers of the Church; consequently
it can only be obtained by lawful succession from those
upon whom Christ personally and directly conferred it,
i.e., from the Apostles. In other words, the Church
must be Apostolic in her ministry by means of a
legitimate succession reaching back in an unbroken line
to the Apostles.

ease note what IEgitimatedBecceyssays. abduestt
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be

earlier, no succession can be considered legitimate if it is not sanctioned by the Roman Pontiff;
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Pope Pius VI and Pius IX are clear on this matter. The Council of Trent teaches, and Pope Pius
XIl later authenticall interpreted this canon, which condemns the Protestant teaching that
féthose neither rightly ordained nor sent by
a different sourcear e | awf ul mi ni sters of the walstd and
priest actually falsified Council of Trent documents to disprove this quote could be applied to
Traditionalists. Rev. Berry joins all those theologians who have taught these very things
concerning the nature of apostolic succession. The Modernidtsi@sModernists, haters of
Scholasticism, had to obfuscate the very idea of authority in order to successfully bore into Church
and subvert the hierarchy. For the only true authority proceeds from legitimate succession.

In the 1911 Catholic Encyampedia under Traditionalism we find:
ilt i's evident t hat whatever

A authority,

presented to us, cannot of itself be the supreme criterion of or rule of cef@Rle.
IN ORDER TO BE A RULE OF CERTITUDE,[AUTHORITY] MUST FIRST BE
KNOWN AS VALID, COMPETENT AND LEGITIMATE, AND REASON MUST
HAVE ASCERTAINED THIS BEFORE IT IS ENTITLED TO OUR ASSENT (St.

Thomas AquinasSumma Theologicél | , Q. 11, a. , 1) .0

It is denying the authority of St. Thomas Aquinas, tmgdlic Doctor, and the principles of

Scholasticism themselves to pretend that any certitude whatsoever can be had regarding the last

six occupants of the Holy See without a thorough and complete investigation of the Catholicity of
its occupants prelectian and the validity of the electors participating in the 1958 election. For as

Rev. Berry observes in hihe Church of Christ

an authority that may be justly doubted at all times is
no authority; it commands neither obedience nor re-
spect as is evident in churches that reject the claim to

indefectibility.

A DouBTrFruULrL PoOPE. When there is a prudent doubt

about the validity of an election to any official position,
similar doubt whether the person so
In such a case no
an axiom that a

there is also a
elected really has authority or not.

one is bound to obey him, for it is
doubtful law begets no obligation—Zea dwebia ror2 obli-
{:at. But a superior whom no one is bound to obey is
in reality no superior at =all. Hence the saying of
Bellarmine: a doubtful pope is no pope. “'I‘hv;‘oforc 22
continues the Cardinal, ““if a papal election is rczlll,y
doubtful for any reason, the one elected should resign
so that a new election may be held. But if he rcfuscs’
to resign, it becomes the duty of the bishops to adjust

the matter, for although the bishops without the pope

cilnnul define dogmas nor make laws for the universal
Church, they can and ought to decide, when occasion
demands, who is the legitimate pope; and if the matter
be f!()ubtfl:l, they should provide for the Church by
3151\-111;_: a legitimate and undoubtecd pastor elected
T'hat is what the Council of Constance ;

2 5

riggxhtly dicd.
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* Perrone, “Praclect T ’
L » Praelect. Theolog,” p 633; cfr. Suarez, “De Fide.”
- Suarez, » Fide,

armine, “De Concilio.’ 1, 19

In all the above, then, Rev. Bemyotes from St. Robert Bellarmine provide a welcome
clarification of thedoubtful pope issue (p. 402).
Rev. Berry also says onTHERRI§ 8IOTITHE SOIGHTESThi S wo
INTIMATION IN SCRIPTURE OR TRADITION THAT CHRIST EVER PROMISED TO CONFER
AUTHORITY DIRECTLY UPON THE MINISTERS OF THECHURCH:. 6 And &aep XIRop e
says inSatis Cognituna b o v e : AHoly Writ teaches that the |
given to Peter alon&here is nothing to show that the Apostles received Supreme jurisdiction
without Peter and against PeteGuch powertheg er t ai nl'y di d not recei Ve
Despite this fact, Traditionalists continue their zombie Apocalypse following the hirelings they
pay for their Asacraments. o0 Unfortunately, in
completely, gen though the proof exists. And in fact without a decision from the Holy See, all
doubt cannot be entirely removed. Nevertheless, unresolved dlonigtmakes it impossible to
accept a doubted pope and receive doubtful Sacranlemtisinction during an i@rregnum in
defiance of P o VaantsiApostoliché Jedissd otbee papalkdecrees abuya
MANIFEST DENIAL OF THE AUTHORITY AND NECESSITY OF THE PAPACYand proof positive
that those men calling themselves Traditionalist priests and bishare apostates as well as
heretics and schismatic§ hey pose a gravdanger to the faithand must be avoidedt all costs

Conclusion

Every age, every situation, every instituti
mo me nt O T thahbridf intemeal crucial to its development and continued existence. Certain
Traditionalists possessing credibility among their fellowelgionists once held such a moment
in the palm of their hands; a moment so fragile that upon it hinged the upfficdtremaining
faithful Catholics and the restoration of the Church or the disappearance of the faithful into the
fatal hinterland of quietism, even unbelief. Can it be a mere coincidence that this golden moment
was seized upon by these individuals teslthe Church into the wilderness and set the prospects
of unity back indefinitely? No; it is no coincidence. Traditionalists knew in the early days of the
movement that Roncalli and Montini were doubtful popes and evidence existed then to prove such

doubt May God have mercy on their miserable souls for throwing us all to the wolves.
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