Congregation for the Doctrine of the Faith

Crimes of the apostate bishops

Carissimi,

by this letter we would like to inform you about the crimes against the Catholic faith committed by some Slovak Catholic bishops.

We, the undersigned priests of the Roman-Catholic Church, appealed to 18 Slovak bishops in a letter dated 12 December 2009 to confess the Catholic faith and to renounce heresies and, as the case may be, fellowship with Freemasons. In doing so, we took into account a deep crisis in the Catholic Church, widespread heresies at theological faculties as well as moral delinquencies occurring in a large measure among priests, religious and seminarians.

Promptness and severity with which ex-Archbp. Zvolenský reacted to our letter was unbelievable. We sent our appeal by post on 14 December 2009; the bishops received it most probably on 16 December 2009. Already on 17 December 2009 one of us was summoned to attend the bishop’s residence and on 18 December 2009 he was severely punished with an invalid! decree (according to which he is allegedly suspended and excommunicated).

It would be marvellous if Slovak bishops were so quick to fight against various destructive sects, satanism or moral and spiritual decay of Christianity in Slovakia. It would be marvellous if they reacted with such promptness to heresies spreading at the theological faculties and to homosexuality in seminaries.

Ex-Archbp. Zvolenský “excommunicated” one of us on the ground that he dared to call upon him to confess the faith and to renounce concrete heresies. It is more than paradoxical that ex-Archbp. Zvolenský founds his decree N. 4846/2009 on can. 1364 §1 CIC.

Who does this canon refer to? To those who demand renouncement of heresies or to those who preach or defend heresies?

Analysis of the decree N. 4846/2009 issued by Bishop Zvolenský and addressed to the priest of the Catholic Church, Fr. Martin Chlebek: 

Quotation from the decree: “On 17 December 2009 you received a canonical monition with an appeal (...) to abandon your seriously sinful and publicly known attitude and to announce to all (...) that you withdraw your appeal and that you apologize...”

Response: What is our “seriously sinful attitude”?! In reality it is the courageous appeal to the Bishops of Slovakia, wherein we ask them to confess the faith and to condemn heretical teachings, certain moral delinquencies and the destructive activity of Freemasons – for the sake of salvation of the immortal souls. Our appeal is similar to an appeal of a doctor who raises the alarm about a spreading epidemic and asks the competent persons to intervene. However, instead of a responsible rescue action they label the doctor as a traitor and criminal and say: “The epidemic does not exist. You invented that all and then blackened us for being negligent. Therefore now you have to apologize before the whole public for this grave crime.” The doctor is looking sadly, with tears in his eyes, at the morgues full of corpses. The reason: a deadly epidemic. The competent continue demanding demagogically: “Withdraw your appeal! Everything is in order and nobody died!”

Quotation: “... you arrogate to yourselves the competence which does not pertain to your rank of chaplain and without authority you call upon your Church superior to make acts ordered by you.” 

Response: We appealed to the bishops to confess the Catholic faith and to condemn heresies and Freemasonry. 

When there was a great crisis in the Church owing to heresies, the monk Maximus the Confessor came to Pope Martin I and called upon him to confess the true Catholic faith before the whole Church and to condemn heresies. Pope Martin I, being aware of his duty before God, did so. He condemned the heretical royal edict of the emperor and confessed before the whole Church what the true Catholic teaching was. The result: The Church was saved from heresy; however, St. Maximus and Pope St. Martin I paid dearly for it – with exile and death as a consequence of hard conditions and tortures. Martin I is an example of true humility even for present-day bishops. He did not condemn Maximus for his pointing to heresies; on the contrary, he received him and he himself stood up in defence of unity and purity of the Catholic faith. 

Quotation: “... you make sweeping statements about the representatives of the Catholic Church in different states when you say that they do not maintain Catholic doctrine.”

Response: This statement is tendentious; it is apparent manipulation with the aim of concealing the real state of the Church from the public. In our appeal we mentioned the concrete names of bishops and their concrete heresies. When before Pope Martin I St. Maximus raised his voice in defence of true Catholic doctrine, he thus automatically condemned the bishops who were spreading heresies. The statement of ex-Archbp. Zvolenský is only an effort to cover up the trespasses of the bishops and thus to create the impression that the problem with heretical bishops does not exist in the Church. 

Quotation: “... you cast doubt upon the authority of the Roman Pontiff by claiming that God’s servant Pope John Paul II did not maintain Catholic doctrine, whereby you imply that the Holy Father Benedict XVI is wrong and does not act in accordance with Catholic doctrine if he permitted the beatification cause (of John Paul II) to be opened...”

Response: The statement of ex-Archbp. Zvolenský is “sweeping”. We have pointed out the gesture of John Paul II in Assisi in 1986. During that meeting shamans invoked evil spirits, animists sacrificed living animals, buddhists incensed the statue of Buddha placed on the altar in the Basilica of St. Francis etc. And this all was called “a common prayer of religious leaders for peace”. 

This is a radical break in the history of the whole Church. The Holy Scripture as well as the Tradition of the Church call invocation of the evil spirits magic and spiritism. Pagan sacrifices and the worship of idols are an abomination and a deadly sin. Christians are forbidden from all this. And suddenly, in the presence of the Pope, these abominations are presented to the world as “a common prayer of religious leaders for peace”. This automatically leads to relativism. From the moment of this gesture many Christians ceased to consider the faith in Jesus Christ to be the only way to salvation. Unfortunately, many liberal theologians, priests and bishops started to teach this apostatical thesis. This form of relativism is in sharp contrast with the whole Church’s Tradition and with the teaching of the Holy Scripture. Since 1986 up to this day, the official hierarchy has not expressed a clear attitude towards these sins and not taken an effective measure to remove relativism and syncretism from the Church. In spite of being a witness to the consequences of the gesture in Assisi as for true Catholic doctrine, John Paul II never made reparation for it. 

We do not cast doubt upon the office of the Roman Pontiff; on the contrary, we emphasize its role and importance. The gesture in Assisi was not an “ex cathedra” act of the Pope, so it does not belong to the sphere of infallibility. The history of the Popes is a witness to many mistakes of the Roman Pontiffs, e.g. of Honorius I. In accordance with the criteria of ex-Archbp. Zvolenský, all historians should be condemned who on the basis of historical facts point out the good done by the Popes but also their mistakes. If John Paul II is beatified, the gesture in Assisi will thus be automatically approved along with all mistakes, which will mean a complete loss of the identity of the Christian faith. 

Quotation: “Your statement about invalidity of the acts of the bishop’s sacred power unless he meets the requirements set by you is in radical contradiction with the teaching of the Catholic Church.” 

Response: Bishops of Slovakia denied their faith in Christ not only before us but also before their faithful. A servant girl said to Peter: “You also were with Jesus the Galilean” (Mt 26:69), but he denied. Jesus condemned this gesture of Peter and pointed to the necessity of his conversion. The Slovak bishops have apostatized from the faith in Christ and so they are liable to the penalty of can. 1364 §1 CIC. The acts of a bishop who by reason of his own attitudes incurs a latae sententiae penalty of excommunication are invalid owing to his unbelief in Christ. Without true faith in Jesus Christ a bishop cannot have the right intention.
Quotation: “Your statements and your teaching pose a serious danger to unity of the Catholic Church and serve as evidence of your erroneous teaching concerning the hierarchical principle of the Catholic Church.”

Response: The attitude of the Slovak bishops towards heresies and Freemasons serves as evidence of their apostasy. Our attitudes – an appeal for the confession of faith and renouncement of heresies – can give a fright only to heretical bishops. What poses a danger to unity of the Catholic Church is the heresies lectured at the theological faculties and the bishops who cover them up by their authority. A bishop is in the first place a servant of the truth of the Gospel and not a lord. If his assistants – the priests – warn him about a danger of heresies, he cannot react arrogantly or take offence. This certainly does not pertain to the hierarchical principles of the Church. Unfortunately, it appears that what ex-Archbp. Zvolenský considers to be a hierarchical principle of the Church is a certain rule of criminals, which says: “shut up and dig up”.

Fr. Bernard M. Jarabica SBM
Fr. Michael M. Chlebek SBM
Fr. Václav S. Cigánek SBM
Fr. Charbel P. Mazúr SBM
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