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J ohn Paul II has occupied the C
hair of Peter for w

ell over 
eight years now

. D
uring that period his w

ords and deeds 
on various occasions have brought on the charge of heresy 
against him

 from
 som

e traditional C
atholics. 

N
or is this a 

farfetched charge by any m
eans. O

n the contrary, it is a w
ell­

founded one. C
ertainly his support and prom

otion of the false 
and non-C

atholic D
eclaration on R

eligious L
iberty of V

atican 
C

ouncil II (a position condem
ned by Pope Pius IX

) in itself 
provide reasonable justification for the accusation of heresy. 
T

here 
are 

other 
exam

ples. 
A

nd 
now

 
w

e 
have 

the 
latest 

abom
ination: the false ecum

enism
 and heretical religious indif­

ferentism
 openly espoused by John Paul II at A

ssissi, Italy, on 
O

ctober 
27, 

1986, 
w

hen 
he 

perm
itted 

the 
once-C

atholic 
churches of A

ssisi to be used for pagan and other non-C
atholic 

w
orship services, and even encouraged such w

orship. W
hat 

m
ore, pray tell, is needed to m

ake John Paul II open to the 
legitim

ate accusation of heresy? 

Som
e few

 m
onths back an article appeared in a conservative, 

quasi-traditional 
publication of the C

onciliar C
hurch w

hich 
voiced the 

opinion that John 
Paul II 

m
ight be a m

aterial 
heretic. 

(To see even that adm
ission 

in the publication in 
question w

as a bit of a surprise.) N
ow

 a m
aterial heretic m

ay be 
described as one w

ho, though objectively involved or engaged 
in heresy, is not guilty of the sin of heresy because of his lack of 
know

ledge or because, w
e m

ay say, he is "in good faith." A
 

form
al heretic, on the other hand, is a person w

ho consciously 
and w

illingly and obstinately m
aintains a position w

hich he 
know

s to be heretical according to the m
ind of the C

hurch. A
 

R
om

an C
atholic w

ho is guilty of form
al heresy thereby ceases 

to be a R
om

an C
atholic. 

C
anon 2316 of the C

ode of C
anon Law

 (1917) reads in part: 
"O

ne w
ho spontaneously and w

ith full know
ledge helps in any 

w
ay in the propagation of heresy .. .is suspect of heresy." C

an 
there be any question but that this is applicable to John Paul 
II? C

anon 2315 gives the procedure to be follow
ed regarding a 

person suspected of heresy and states that, 
if the cause of 

suspicion is not rem
oved w

ithin a specified period of tim
e, that 

person "shall be considered a heretic and be subject to the 
penalties 

for 
heresy." 

T
he 

procedure 
indicated 

w
ould, 

in 
norm

al tim
es, be carried out by the proper C

hurch authorities. 
Since, 

how
ever, 

the 
C

onciliar C
hurch 

is 
not C

atholic, 
no 

binding action can be expected from
 that source. N

or, in any 
case, has such action, to m

y know
ledge, ever been attem

pted 
by that C

hurch. 

T
o contend that John Paul II is, or m

ay be, a m
aterial heretic 

but not a form
al heretic is ridiculous for this is equivalent to 

saying that, although he has said and done things w
hich are 

m
anifestly heretical, he is not guilty of heresy because he has 

not consciously and w
illingly and obstinately (pertinaciously) 

m
aintained 

a heretical 
position. 

In 
other w

ords, 
he 

really 
m

eans w
ell and just doesn't know

 any better. Is not this utterly 

preposterous? T
he m

an w
ho is supposed to be the head of the 

C
hurch, the V

icar of C
hrist, is not a form

al heretic because of 
his 

ignorance 
of 

the 
teaching 

of 
the 

C
hurch 

and 
w

hat 
constitutes heresy? Incredible! If John Paul II is a m

aterial 
heretic, as he assuredly is, then he is likew

ise a form
al heretic 

because 
he 

m
ost certainly know

s w
hat he is doing! 

B
ut a 

form
al heretic is not a C

f!tholic. H
ence, John Paul II, since he 

is not a C
atholic, is not a valid pope. H

e is the head of the 
C

onciliar C
hurch-the non-C

atholic "pope" of a non-C
atholic 

C
hurch. 

B
ut w

hat is to be said in answ
er to those w

ho contend that, 
even though a person m

ay be firm
ly 

convinced (as I m
ost 

certainly am
) that John Paul II is a non-pope because of heresy, 

that person m
ust keep his conviction to him

self and m
ay not 

publicly m
ake such a statem

ent? A
n individual w

ho openly 
declares his conviction that John Paul II is not a valid pontiff is 
(so the objection goes) assum

ing to depose the pope-and that 
is a judgm

ent w
hich only the proper authorities in the C

hurch 
can m

ake. In other w
ords, the deposition of a pope m

ust aw
ait 

the form
al and definitive action of the C

hurch. T
rue enough. 

B
ut is a R

om
an C

atholic, be he priest or laym
an, w

ho is abso­
lutely certain of the invalidity of John Paul II, 

thereby for­
bidden to voice his conviction and the reasons for it in order to 
persuade and convince others? To m

aintain that this is for­
bidden m

akes no sense to m
e. Such a person is not deposing 

the pope but m
erely striving to m

ake know
n his blatant record 

of heresy, a record w
hich itself invalidates John Paul II. T

he 
follow

ing quotation is very m
uch to the point: 

A
 pope can only be deposed for heresy, expressed or im

­
plied, and then only by a general council. It is not strictly 
deposition, but a declaration of fact, since by his heresy 
he 

has 
already 

ceased 
to 

be 
head 

of the 
C

hurch ... 
(D

onald A
ttw

ater, ed., A
 C

atholic D
ictionary, Im

prim
a­

tur: 
Patrick C

ardinal H
ayes, M

acm
illan, 1942, p. 412, 

"D
eposition of a Pope") 

So, only a G
eneral C

ouncil of the C
hurch can form

ally depose 
a pope. A

ssuredly, then, those w
ho hold that the C

hair of Peter 
is currently vacant (the "sedevacantists") cannot depose John 
Paul IL B

ut that does not m
ean, nor can it m

ean, that w
e m

ust 
rem

ain silent and ignore the glaring fact that, by his heresy, 
John Paul II "has already ceased to be head of the C

hurch." 
Such 

is the stark and 
utterly w

oeful 
reality. 

T
he 

heretical 
record of John Paul II speaks for itself-and that record loudly 
and clearly declares that he is no m

ore a valid pontiff than I 
am

. W
ere I to rem

ain silent on the m
atter, I am

 absolutely con­
vinced that I w

ould be seriously rem
iss in the fulfillm

ent of m
y 

duty as a R
om

an C
atholic priest and w

ould be doing a grave 
disservice to the R

om
an C

atholic C
hurch. John Paul II is a for­

m
al heretic and, as such, he cannot be a valid pope. I aw

ait his 
form

al deposition by a G
eneral C

ouncil of the true C
hurch in 

the future but do not expect to see this happen very soon. t 

T
H

E
 A

TH
A

N
A

SIA
N

 

E
ight issues a year: 

S
ubscriptions: 

A
dditional copies: 
M

ailing address: 
T

elephone: 

Published by T
raditional C

atholics of A
m

erica 

(Jan. 15, M
ar. 1, A

pr. 15, June 1, July 15, Sept. 1, O
ct. 15, D

ec. 1) 
$ 8.00 per year (via First C

lass M
ail) for the U

SA
, C

anada and M
exico; $12.00 per 

year (via A
ir M

ail) for all other countries 
single copy -

$1.00; 10 copies -
$8.00; 40 or m

ore to sam
e address -

$.70 each 
P.O

. B
ox 38335, C

olorado Springs, C
O

 80937 
(303) 636-1575 

M
anuscripts sent to us for possible publication in The A

thanasian should be typew
ritten, double-spaced and no 

m
ore than seven pages in length. If not accepted, they w

ill be returned to the sender. N
o articles from

 this new
s­

letter m
ay be reproduced either in w

hole or in part w
ithout the w

ritten perm
ission of the TC

A
. 


