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Most Rev. Dr.P.Arokiaswamy Phone 55438

Archblishop of Bangalore

{

Archbishopt's House,
18 Miller's Road,
Bangalore 580 046.

14th November 1980.

Dr. C. B. Andradeg
10/3 Benson Cross Road,
Benson Town,

Bangalore 560 046.

Dear Mr. Andrade,

I was duly in receipt of your letter of November 7, 1980.
Sorry for the delay in replying to it.

I regret to say that I am unable to comply with your
request, I know your sincerity but I cannot accept your view that you
cammot accept this "New Mass". This Mass is approved by the Church and
your rejecting it would mean that you do not accept the rulings of the
Church. It would even amount to your questioning the infgllibility of
the Churoch.

I shall keep you in my prayers.
With my prayerful best wishes and cordial blessing to you

and to your brother and sister,
Yours sincerely in Xt.,

P. Arokisswamy
Archbishop of Bangalore
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%11-1990.

m RW. ﬁ": P. Arokiuwm,
Archbishop of Lors, .
Mmt‘ BWM
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m ‘you for your Ieteer of November 14, 1980, i'n roply to
mine of November 7, requesting permission for the Tridentine rite Maas to

be celebrated, privately in my hoame tor the benefit or ny cmul}v 111
cntppled nlltives.

YO mdy SNt the "mew Waits® is approved by bhe Ghurch and that
ﬂy ﬁfocting 1t mentil that T qubition thé TATaIIN Ny off ‘thw Gi
May I ask you, lun, to g!.%a me unquatimbla pwé!"ﬁm ‘this sc-eulled
"spproval" of ‘Chureh is an infallible. pronqunmenz? 1, on the other
hand, orfer you m«, amma mof thst u u nc&. Coviia . L

2 | III ‘ I| " ‘ ol JuiBaNEN
Opdo w 'tpprovod" Pml vi nnd thin "appraviI" was an nct
- % Py and not | A g B UBRD m Rm Ew: m

p Jnary power of roughout the unlve. hareh
not cnly in matters that pertain te tnth md ms:u but also in tbese
which have to do with the discipline and order of the Chureh" (Codex Iuris
Canoniels canon 218, Pars, 1 and 2). But there is no -mg estion in this
law that the Pope is 1in ble in the exercise of thi enipotentiary
suthority, Nor is there snything in Divine Revelation or ecelesiastical
Taw m§£Mun that the Pope will never make an unwise law, or

m; teach errcnecus noticns and and do things which
- S GRS e t hia su'bord mtea ee do so. ‘Eﬁ@hins ;
ﬁqpc Divine Pm m IS B0 ¢hoolls,; et :

oMpetent, or zng»maunt, Tr. 1: nothing in the dorin-
dtion of the Pmpaey which guarantees that tho Supreme Pontiff could neot
give sinful comands and permit, or even enscurage, the gravest abuses,

mula

opr ralse wicked and conspiratorial men to the eplscopacy and the eardina~

late, to give them free rein to teach every kind of error and command or
cﬂit every kind of misdeed. In a word there is no divine promise that
the Pope will not be permitted to use his great authority in the most
wicked and destructive ways. I could quote you inmmerable examples from
the history of the popes to show what unmitigated rasecals many of them
were. But such misuse of authority does nct involve papal infallibility
which covers a most rigidly and speecifiecally circumseribed area, tho most
narrow-defined ef all the areas of iz soyereignty! wheresas the is
authority is eo-extensive with his jurisdicticn, his infallibility is not.

Teeh 2o 2% Beadawlmn AP Danael Tnfal1ih414kv as formilated at



77 Here 1s the atétine of Papal Infallibility ez formulated at
the ?hﬂt Vatican Counell: "The Roman Pontiff, when he speaks ex gathodr:
= that 1s, shen in the exercise of his office as pastor and tea

all Christians he defines, by virtue of his supreme Apostoliec authority,
a doctrine of falth or morals to be held by the whole Church 1s by reasoc
of the Divine assistanse promised to him in bhlessed Peter, possessed of

that infallidbility with whish the Divine Redeemer whhed His Church to b
endowed in defining doetrines of faith and morals) wee,®

In expla this doﬂnition The catholie Encyelopedia says:
Yumethe conditions re d for ex dra teaching are mentioned in th
Vatican decree: (a) m pontire 1n his public and officlal
capacity as pastor and doector of all Christians and not merely in his
capacity as a thecloglian, preacher or allocutionist, nor in his espacity
88 a mere ordinary of the Dioccese of Rome, It must be clear that he
speaks as spiritual head of the Universal Church. (b) Then, it is only
when, in this capacity, he teathes some doctrine of faith or morals

that he 1s infallible. (¢) Purther it must be sufficient evidmt that
he intends to teach with alk the fullness and finality of his Supreme
Apoatolic authority, in other words, that he wishes to dstumim some
point of doctrine in an absolute and final snd irrevocable way, or to
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' 77 Hertc 1s the dtétrine of Papal Infallibility es formulated at
the Sirit Vatican Couneil: "The Roman Pontiff, when he spesks ex gathodra
= that is, when in the exercise of his office as pastor and tes

all Christians he defines, by virtue of his supreme Apostolic authority,
a doetrine of falth or morals to be held by the whole Church is by reaso
of the Divine assistanse promised to him in blessed Peter, possessed of
that infallibility with whieh the Divine Redeemer ﬂshod His Church to b
endowed in defining doctrines of faith and morals; wee,®

In expla this definition Tba cakhols.c Encyelopedis says:
"wmethe conditions re d for ex ecathedra teaching are mentioned in th
Vatiesn decree: (a) m pantm T in his public and offieial
espacity as paustor and doetor of all Christisns and not merely in his
oapacity es a theologlian, preacher or allocuticnist, nor in his capacity
as a mere ordinary of the Diceese of Rome. It mt be clear that he
speaks as spiritual head of the Universal Church. (b) Then, it is only
when, in this capacity, he teathes same doctrine of falith or morals
that he 1s infallible. (e¢) Purther it must be sufficiently evident that
he intends to teach with the fullness and finality of his Supreme
Apoatolic authority, in other words, that he wishes to determine socme
point of doctrine in an absolute and final and irrevocable way, or to
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e Can abowy AR t0d explabation of Papal Infallibilig
“be applicable %0 the "erovél i 8 Novus Qede by Faul VI? Obviously
’ is Paul "¥I himsel: “inid em thiy point: "aut let sveryons
understand well that nothing has been id- in essence of ocur tradi
tional iimss. Some perhaps will have gotten the idea that by the intro-
duetion of such ang such g ceremany, such and such a rubris be

de alto_ragoug,_ o minimiszations

. IE ) P : ‘ :

2 rubrica but Paul Vi Binsell says s¢ and : fore they are not
subject to a "de fide Pronouncement®, on the D Basls of this statememt -
l;megx ‘ehallenge your accusation that I am questioning the fnrmibint;

an all hc abeve, it 1is quite

Ll

1t mast be assessed ep n inefi
pertains te the diseipline and Prasctice of the Roman

much a8 touch the Eastern Rites and, by this fact alone,  cannof B Seta be

clear that Paul Vits xngmition
‘...” 0 c-‘ g ”

teaching authority. a6, one whTER
Rite. It did not so
be directed to the Universal Chuweh, . thare is no question of Papal
Infallibility being involved, it is not at all out of @2&- to question
the morality, the liceity, the validity, the orthodoxy, the nature, the
Dorposss, the wisdom or amy other aspest of thie goo Ordo. This being
80, I do not see how Jou ean, without the slightest shred of ovidence in
support, accuse me of queationing the m:unbnxty of the Churech, as
for rejecting the rulings of the Chureh, I ask Jou, which Church? for the
of this conciliar ecumenical Ghiureh are often in contradictiim
to the rulings of the Church ag I inew it until vatiecan II, I somld give
nany examples to substantiate this statement but that would £11) g gmall
book: However, here, let me Just remind you of Church rulings on Joan of
Are and Galileo. Let me remind you also:



1) that non-Gatholis Wm
the same as the Catholic Mass wh

could neved ascept.  They, 10 ‘aeds]
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web rejected, in oa%m ts mjwity bha Wu
- & E:rissq:al s:aea

,, a») ms ﬁn Fovus' ma m ﬂjﬂtﬁ ﬁy ettﬁlmi gnd a group
~ of sompetent Roman theclogians, As you are awars, Cardinal Otta- .
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pegea of g gmall book.
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yrelf, I could prov a great deal of evidenecs to prove that the -
&entiiﬂ“ﬁhss has not ai cannot be banned but that, too, would £1ll 1
JPor the nonce, let me just say that a millen:
custom gives the Pridentins _Mass an imprescriptiblo righz, Such a o
could be abolished only om conditlcr-¢¢ its-haing deg)

1s iwpossible; or by discé¥ering that it had, ; ; sed o e:
!hishq of ecourse, 1s not true. o

4

It 1s yoms duty as a bishop to provide satisfactory answe:
to the points I'Mhve piged and 1 loak forward to gour reply.
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« I could provide & great deal of evidenee to Wes that the Tpd
denpdl Mass has not and cannot be banned but that, too, would £111 the
-peges of a small book. Pop the nonce, let me just say that a millenary
custom givas‘the—?ridon:ing Mass an imprescriptible right, Such a cust
could be abolished only on conditith-of its being. %gclared bad, and the
is imposgsible; or by discovering that it had, of : d to exis
ugggh, ef eourse, is not true

I is 'yeds-duty as a Bishop to provide satisfactory anawers
to the polnts I have raised and I look forward t to your reply. '

) “W W%&& ) S

Yours sincerely in Chriast,

| C. B. ANDRADEW

¥ JSor your lotter of Novesber 14, 1980," ”I!i__pl!_j:g
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. WYFST?, I could provide a great desl of evidence to prove that the Tri-
denpd¥ Mass has not and cannot be banned but that,: too, weuld f1ll the

mweages Oof & small book, Por the nones, let me just say that a millenary
custém gives the Tridemdlnc Mass an imprescriptible rights Such a custom

could be abolished only on conditicn—etudba belng. clared bad, and that

is impossible; or by discovering that 1t had, of ) ’

which, of course, 1s not true.

- &Q exists

v IR sy ﬂty as 2 Bishop to provide satisfactory answers
%6 the polnits I h#ve raised and I lock forward to your reply. T
s .‘Wﬁ, U ,-'“ ~¢ ' . .,;;»%“"-ﬁi%’*»ww-w ot ‘
e Yours sincersely in Christ, L
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\! Dr. C. B. Andrade,

- . 30/8 Bensom Cross Road,
| * " Bangalore 560 046,

The Most Rev. Dr. P,

Archbishop of Bmsalm. Ly lbiat @B 118
m 550 045.

fé‘l’l‘ Gl‘m‘

' In your reply of tho uth Nevombcr, 1980, to nv lottor of the
'fth Nevgmbor, 1980, you stated: “--« I cannot accept your view that you
ssmiot adsept this 'New Masst, This Massis approved by the Church and
- your rejocti it would mean that you do not accept the ruli of the
g g' d ov&n mmnt to 1m quutioni-ng thc 1nfall ty ot the

‘ . Vi

o w thrhe-ptgo mtltion (86-»1%980) of yom' gban ntaténnnt has
gsmd;nod dmanswered to this day (there iz a saying thai silence is the most
& mltwt to meéts snd the conotlier hisrerehy and clepgy us it
uh 14; y-honed wespon againat awkward questions from the laily). I,
thb ﬁ-ig $heloss an article which prewes. nmtbaelogical grounds tpat
thits "New ma' 1- horhbim and morsﬁﬁm‘ SRt G

v I.._t I am wmg iu mt I lwu uﬁ.mn:; 1& Msym duty as a, o
pvi' o $ouls to dsmonstrate in clear terms whars I.em ¥rongs - Fleass
5'hot have recourse to silenes because, 1f you do, I shall have no option

but to comg to the conclusion mt the argtments I have put; forward are

mnsvorablo»e S : o A

mth wm gooﬂ m. e e SRR N |
" gineerely in Christ,
C. B. Andrade.
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Xt e tlesed W wayg Celbe of o, .
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THE FIRST COMMANDMENT OF GOD

The "New Ma#s" violates the First Commandment of God regardi;
the Commissten of Sacrilege and slso witn regard:to: mbit&m.f In

Shis art1sle Lt 1s not ‘tmpendes. te prasent o detailed argumant. to deme:
sai'se that the "New Hade" 1 noerilegous: that pleasure magt be defe;
!“”?9;‘-’Weﬁunt:asmutm; . For the present 18 43 proposed te den
strate that this S00alled "Hew mass" ng it 13 in uge in all tng shyreh
.o:t::::i:m thg;wnldazm;- within the theological do,:initipg'ag-. supeyp

~ S emtitigfx

FIRY

Ship of the twue God. (¢ o ond) 5118003 1s worskhippeq ne.
?:‘Ibﬁr)"”““”' Very umusual:op ridice ou8. coremonies (Cultus Vanus)n'

. ‘i - i
4 s ; Sty ER
A ] ; . . . IR T SRR R R

1 am not concorned in i;his insfance to deal with the matter of
Cultus Vanug although this is widespread enou in ount :
pPlaces ag the National Biblical ca & :hi cal Contar, SuSh

5

faXYs the stn of superstitiom. It . , ;
worship: iy superstitious because it Pmingles ‘religims-errorsg ol
worship of the true God, "

5o be pointed ‘out. "lfatexf,- sary first to provide ‘8ome background,

U7 "Loi gince the sarlidst year , e have heq
to urideimiine the doctrine of ‘Yie Prints s - The vartous hemes
taclkad thity ‘s8dtral doctrine ‘of the Catholla menzfmgm ‘Bpproach

1t in diffevent ways, at the end of the fiwst dentury, "Judaic hereties,

1n God denfed tho Divinity of Christ. Towards the ey of the second cene
tury, the so-called ‘Monarchigmists tau
in God.®  (Ludwig Ott., Pundamentol. of

i } (. ] d . b
Tofédture of the Father, produced by Him fpom hothing before all othep
creatures”, (Ibid_. 2 PeS1). Thus, the Arian heresy taught that the Son

Souse, insofar as He, in snticipatidn of ooe merits, was adopted by tro

. In.the year 326, the "Fipst Genersl Council at Nicaea™ in OpPpO-
sition to and in condemnation of this heresy, "drafted g c¢reed which con-
fesses Jesus Christ to be the son of God, Bh,gmatiﬁa from the sub-
stance of the Father, His true Divinity and Rig Ssonsubstantialisy with
~  the Pathert, (Idbid. p.53). The semi-prians followed; and 80 on down

C o o



. "NEW MASS " V‘IOLA'I‘ES 'I‘HE FIRS‘I' COMMA@EEHT OF GOD

c :

L LY
: ‘f:’«ﬁﬁ-‘
R

'rha "Hw Kua" violates the First Ccmnandmont of God regarding
the Commissien of Saerilege and also with regard to superstitiom, In_
this artiéle it is not intended: te present s detalled argument ﬁ.,gdomuh
strate that the "New Mass" is sacrilegous: that pleasure must be iercr-
¥od to a subsequent gomposition: For the present it is proposed t§ demon-
strate that this so«called "New Mass" as it 4s in mse in “the rches
o:tgfd!.a and the world tdll vithia bho thtological detinitian or lqer-
s Ofe .

" S orsti’cion

st e e
I e

Bliiay to asopnlu' udhmtmding ;nmm&iuon. frm a camn
thbﬁépcﬁ aﬂWoim ‘i avt sitply the prastice of divination and sop-
u-{ e use of the"teim superstition to deseride sueh .practices, 1s an

fcation of the word "in a restricted sense". (Revs Hervibert Jome: .
O‘x“hl. Cap. J+€.D: Norsl: Theolo Westminster, Hu-yland: The Newman
Press, 1961, p.98). rictly speaking, "superstition is a false worship
of the trus God or true worship paid to a false God" (Ibid: p.97). By
this definition, false worship of the true God weuld eomur in wopship.
that mixeh: sreor with- truh. As:Pre’ Jone puts &5: "God: 1s worshipped in
@ false manher 1f owe mingl M‘%«ﬂ ToT &umﬁyh the wor-
ship of the true God. (culm ‘Palavs Y aod 8w the pract-
18e of senseless, very wmusual:op ridimlmi corenoniu (Cultua Vanus)"

‘( Ibid-)

I am not ccncernad in this 1nstance to deal with the matter of

Cultus Vanus although this is widespread encugh in this country in suech
places as the Naticnal Biblical ca;?hetical and Litur e cal centre, semin-

N~ ;ﬁt? f(l.‘i" Tul Faldtis,” or the mivadSapof Sypliubony o Wrorgs:

‘Gecoption with tlu umbip or the true Ga&" ) nnd to ahow that the. "Now
Mass”" In English (@i wvarious other vernaculars) which 1s used with the
approval of the Vatican and the bishops of India and the world, contains
ex 11c1t and literal religious error. As such, it mus'c be stated that

world, is ‘mx m a&m‘b m Eﬁwﬁ smmdmmt or nodm imder vh.tch
TaXls the stn of aumwitinn. -kt can, theprefore, be stated ghat the new
worship' 45 superstitious becauze :it *mingles: sraliglons-eprors mw with the
worship of the true God." In order to understand the nature of the error
t:o be pointed out. &a&en, itz in mdamzv fim bc mvﬁdq m bao&cground..

b Since the. mam ycars m% kha Ghurch th;am ngﬁop ams
to undernine the doctrine of the Trinity. The varicus heprestes that at-
tacked this central doctrime of the Catholio Falth. L requently amprosched
it in differvent ways., At the end of the firat dentury, "Judalc hereties,
‘Qerinthus and the Ebionites, holding rigldly to the doctrine of One Perscn
in God denied the Divinity of Christe Towards the end of the second cen-
tury, the so-called ‘Monarchianists taught that there was only One Person
1n God. (Ludwig Obt., Fundananhh of C&thqlio DOgY St. Lou:lh l&su

30 ' God d d not exist from eternity but was "a
“sm u the Father, produced by Him from nothing before all other
creatures”™. (Ibid., p.51). Thus, the Arian heresy taught that the Son
of God "13 not; im the préper . and true :sense, God, but only in the imprope:
sense, insofar ‘as He, in- cnticipatidn af Eil mr.tts, WAS adoptcd by the
’Wu Iﬁ"w* m*}l ;)f‘; = ; . :

. In tht ye&r 525 “the . 'Firat Genercl ml at Nicaea" in oppo=-
sition tc and in condemm.tion of this heresy, "drafted a creed which con-
fesses Jesus Christ to be the '8én of (God, His genaratien fram the sub-
‘stanee of the Father, His true Dhrintty and His eonsubstantialisy with

~ ‘¥he Father", mm, PeS1)e T smi-uim fall«od, and so:on down
m Mnes - : T

< ey

4



noe of the liberal theology, mode ) (which was brilliantly and irre-

futably condemned by Pope St. Pius X n his Encyclical, Fascendi, 1907)
also denies the T,Div‘invit:y. of Christ" (Ibid. p.128),

.. . Now, with sach a history of heresies which sought to undermine
the doctrine of the Trinity, one would think that oven vague ambignities
would be totally avoided in any statements regarding the Divinity of the
Three Persons In God; the Father, the Son and the Holy Ghost. In the
Traditional Mass such, of course, is the case. But, in the "New Mass" in
English (and in most other vernaculars) there is not only ambiguity but
there 1s actually a literal statement and proclamation of the heresy which
attributes Divinity to the Father alone, S -

= e, oo 0f gcourse, when this'® g:intﬁdm to so-called “conservative”
clérdcs, they defend' ths 12teral hsieay by saying that $t 23 not really .

Ged, " they are net at¥RE ‘any heretical notions. This, of courss, iz a

8 i aalisation, and, generally speaking, it 1s most probably rooted in- .
ecowardlce rather than blindness. . Ao e T R et T e

foar of

. Many cleriecs protect their iguor.neo
;h&t ;_.M%tigauon might uncover. Bus,

cior Press, 1666, P+10),; 1% &oves no ninish "the voluntarinesas of an act
and its sinfulness". (Heribert Jone, s Pei7). S0 there 1s really
no excuse for many  of thé good, conservative priests who Just ge slong
and who Justify themselves by 8 false notion of obedience, - . .

besmuse ot the

 As Cathollics here is what we mist believe:

o '3 bﬁn" _and sonfeas . that our Lewd Jegus Ch st 1a the 3on of
~ God, He 1s God Khd WY W& 1 G8E b he TR S miyiinroes
of His Mother,

[ S LOELEY BF tHE W%
before all ages and Man born in time of the substance
(mtg ODs citc, 99127). ' )

And concerning the Trinity: — _
The dostrinal deciéiom of the Church are: in God there are
Three Persons, the Father, the Son and the Holy Ghost. Each of these
Thrée Persons possesses the One (mmerical) Divine essence. (Ibide, Peb2).

Now exsmine, in the light of the historical attack on the Blessed
~ Trinity and the above statements of what faithful Catholics believe, what
the "New Mass™ being used in the churches throughout India and the world
says about who possesses the "Divine essence". Here is what 1s stated in
Eueharistic Prayer IV of the "New Mass™: "Pather in Heaven, it is right
that :e should give You thanks and glory: You alone are God, living and
trae. -

The key word 1s "alone". If it were left out, the aul verters. .
would have been able to get away with the obvious attempt to emphasise the
Divinity of the Father tgﬁghgge;g;ﬁgzgnwg: the. Son and the Holy.Ghost. -On
the other hand, ¢diipare the above with the Sunday Preface in the Tradi-

tional Mass: T TP :

"It is truly meet and. iust ’right and profitable unto salvation
that we should at all times and In all piaces glve thanks unto Thee, O
Holy Lord, Father Almighty, everlasting God, Who, with the only begotten

Son and the Holy Ghost, art One God, One Lord: not in the oneness a

gle person, bu ~Un# “substance.”

- The usé of the word "slone” in Eucharisti¢ Prayer IV of the
ooy ey acludes the Son and the Holy Ghost frém the Godhead and attri-

. butes DivinIty exclusively to the Father. In Webster's New Collegiate
Dietio 2nd EdItion, the definition of the word "alone™ fs \_xf%e clear
meanings §1) Apart fram others; all by. oneself; solitary.: ?8) Exclu-

slve of others; without anyone or anything else: only. eto. Thawefone .

e
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Dear Reader,

I attach for your permmal coples of correspondence I have ex-
changed with the Archbishop of Bangalore, my last letier belng dated
1-11=-182, As I have not received an answer from him to this letter, I
I am forced to one or cther of the following conclusions: (1) that my argu
ments are unanswerable bscause I am one hundred per cent correct in what I
have sald, or (2) that the Archbishop 1s e¢ithcer too ignorant, indolent or
indifferent to his duty as Pastor of souls tc furnish me with a reply. I
have, therefore, decided to make the matter public in the hope that someon
anyone = Fope, Cardinal, Archbishop, Bilshop, priest or layman -~ will pro-
vide me with a rational answer (supported by the traditional teaching of
the Church) which, i1f still not forthcoming, will serve further tc confim
the fact that my arguments are unanswerable and that this so=called "new
mass" is, indeed, heretical and invalid. And, since it is heretical and
invalid, what is your excuse for eelebrating it, nct merely on Sundays,
but daily? and, if you celebrate or particlpate in a heretleal service,

are you not a heretic yourself? . .
v <}¢5?ﬁQ4Lwa4£Qx
Ce le Andreade.
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Dear Reader,

' With my letter of 6-1-19863 I enclosed copies of corresponden
I had exchanged with the Arcnbishop of Bangalore including an article en
titled "rhe 'NMew Mass' Violates the First Commandment of God" and provin
that it was heretical,

In this letter, I would like to expand on the Arian heresy
contained in rmuchaozistice Frayer IV and its losical conseqguances.,

[ ia

As I nave clearly desonstrated in she avove-imenticned article
you could not i the Arian heresy (i.e. denial of Christ's divinity
more clearly exrressed than in the preirace of gucharistic Prayer IV.
Suppose, lupocssivly, that the "form® (cf consecration) took cifect in the
gucnaristic Frayer IV which (to repeat) denles Christ's divinicy. lave
we then on the table (there is no sacrificial altar in thie Tovus Crdo)
the infinitely valuable Divine Christ or a wmere wman - a hwuan sacriflics -
of no value whatsoever? Is it nos even less - the useless cerpse oif the
greatest liar and imposter of ali time: Lhe man wno deluded ninctsen
centuries intc believing ne is God? And, supposing anyone can really
accepo and believe this "conscerabion", wnen thig corpse of a werce man is
clevated and adorel, is this net LDOLATRY

fnat must be saild of the man, the "rope™ and his equally
bogus successcrs vhc foisted tnig atroeity on us? Can you pretend to
believe him (or the '

i) Catinolic? Can you insist on his (or their) papal
vrerogative or suthority? Can you postulate thal even these could cover
such a crime? Is not obedience to condemned heresy in action in itself

condenaticn cof, support of and particlpation in neresy? So wnere does
tnis leave you and bthne so-called "people of God" wnom vou have bamboczied

and led intc heresy and idclatpy?

Pl'v FAQULEU DUHELGLLIILy LIIE GuULIIOUL o
mporisatlon cen be tolerabed winere there is g
Wy ownen 1L is as yproxicatc and R e A ronti;
' lieresy, even only in private. In sucn a casae, why walt unti:
Mo [ror a General Councll, Lhe calling of wnich is nob cusy?
sortunately, true to say that, faced with sucn « aang o L0 the

L @y

LIS =
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aithn, suvordinate ot all may, by virtue of +the principal oi {raternal

orrect warn his superior, oppose him crenly, refute nim and, if
recessary, challenge him and put pressure on him to repent (emphasis audec

"St. Paul's words to Titus (6=-10=-11) are valid for every
individual even private persons: 'A msn that is a nseretic, alter thnc {irst
and second aculonicicn, aviids knowing Chat he that is such a one, is sub-
verted and sinneti, being condemned by nis own Judgement' (emphasis added)
Therefore, any person who, alter onc or bwo warnings, does not mend his
ways and resains stubbornly attached to his private judgement contrary to
certain and defined.doebninas — And o leename A SNl 2ishat hib ottt NI AN eA SR ] -
person cannot avold the accusetion of soie definite heresy which his per-
tinacity reveals - then he has declared nimsell to be a manilest Lerebic.
He hes shown that he has withdrawn from the Catholic failth and from the
Church, in such a way that there is no nczed for any further declaration or
sentence by any aubthority whatever to cut him off from the body of the
Church',
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canon 2315 some have argued that Vatican II popes, bishops and priests
have not been wa¥ned by the Church and, therefore, cannot be labeled
heretics. Bubt the Church has warned the faithful over the centuries in
un-istakable words officially pronounced by pope after pope, council af!
council. Their entire theological course has warned these conciliar pre
lates and priests off heresy and instilled correct dectrine into them.
All history has werncd them. Since Vatlcan II, moreover, they have beel
subjected bteo a massive literature from traditlonalist bishops, priests,
laymen and even non-Catholics, but have obstinately and bloedy-mindedly
re’used bo advert to the polnts and issues raised.
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