Replies to letters – by religious SBM (Slovakia)
Quotation from a letter: “I want to ask one thing. Both You and the bishops in Ukraine founded a religious institute, took vows and informed the Holy Father of this act of Yours as well as of Your subordination to him. You also refer to it in several articles on Your web page. Similarly, the bishops from Ukraine have written in their letters that they received lawful Episcopal consecration, which they announced to the Holy Father and he accepted it. However, as far as I know, the Pope has neither confirmed the Episcopal consecration of the fathers from Ukraine nor approved the newly-founded religious institutes.”
Reply: One must first realize what the situation is like today. Without it, all Your statements would seem logical and true. However, the present extraordinary circumstances alter the case. In Ukraine, ex-Card. Husar overtly denies the principal truths of the faith – Divinity of Christ, perpetual Virginity of the Mother of God, next he casts doubt on the eternity of hell, practises divination by pendulum, approves of homosexuality, questions the Pope’s primacy... The Pope is silent on this – does it mean approval or disapproval? If he officially approved it, he would thus excommunicate himself from the Church and would no longer be a Christian. On the other hand, if he publicly opposed it, the majority of the hierarchy and professors of theology would stand up against him and call him a fossil brontosaurus. Moreover, in the present situation no dicastery would issue a document denouncing Husar’s heresies because of the so-called antipapal system which works within the Church and which, by denouncing the heretic Husar, would in fact denounce itself. In this situation, the religious in Ukraine received Episcopal consecration in order to be invested with full apostolic spiritual power and thus be able to defend the Church which is being destroyed at the root. In the present-day Church God’s laws have been abandoned and noone respects the essence, and therefore it’s sheer hypocrisy to appeal to the canon laws and by means of them to officially liquidate all that is orthodox. If in such situation someone appeals to the canon code, one actually abuses it and by means of it opposes God’s law. Today apostates like L. Husar have taken the canon law into their own hands. 
It is good that You have doubts, and we do want to give You the answers to them. But at the same time we would like to point out to You that nowadays one should rather have such doubts which one would have never thought about in the past. You ask why such situation has arisen in the Church. Because power in the Church has been seized by the antichristian spirit which has worked through human pride already for several decades especially at theological faculties among the professors who have adopted a new view of God’s Word – in accordance with so-called HCT. As the final result, however, this view denies the inspiration of the Holy Scripture, Christ’s miracles as well as His resurrection and His Divinity. Therefore he who opens up to this spirit has thus accepted a different gospel and according to Gal 1:8-9 has excommunicated himself from the Church. Besides, theological faculties are ruled by the spirit of syncretism which appeals to the Second Vatican Council and its infallibility. In fact, it appeals to only one statement about a so-called regard for other religions. This inaccurate formulation, however, is interpreted heretically. Consequently, one draws a conclusion that pagan religions are equal ways to salvation, which means that Christ’s death on the cross was in vain, that we could be saved even without it – yet this is one of the gravest heresies! The people who have this spirit, i.e. preach a different gospel, have already fallen away in their hearts from the Lord Jesus Christ. That is why it was necessary to make a demand that in this extraordinary situation the bishops in office and professors at theological faculties should confess the faith in accordance with such formulations which exclude whatever ambiguity. 
The Bishops of Slovakia, in spite of being publicly appealed, did not confess the faith and did not renounce heresies, whereby they excommunicated themselves from the Church and became apostates. We just made that free decision of theirs public before the whole Church in Slovakia. Do You have Your doubts for the reason that it was not officially approved by the Pope? In accordance with God’s Word it was them who excommunicated themselves. The Pope cannot remove it unless they themselves show repentance. These are the principles of God’s Word which stand higher than the canon codes. 
Those who are unable to perceive the substance and who just appeal to officialism should publicly ask the Holy Father: “Your Holiness, I refused to confess the faith, I refused to renounce the contemporary heresies. Can I hold office in the Church? I am waiting for Your answer.” What should the Holy Father say? “You did not confess, so resign officially.”? The antipapal structure will not permit such answer. And none of the dicasteries, which have the same spirit and are part of the same system, would issue such a decree either. And if the Holy Father gave an opposite answer: “You did not confess the faith and did not renounce heresies but You can continue in office”, he would deny both himself and the whole Church. Therefore he cannot answer in this way. 
The same principle works in the case of the orthodox Catholic Bishops’ Synod in Ukraine. If the Pope officially denied orthodox Catholic bishops who in this time of a crisis in the Church defend the very foundations of both the Church and papacy, he would thus deny himself. And he cannot do this. And if he officially confirmed these orthodox bishops, none of the papal dicasteries would let such decree through, for they would thus abolish the whole antipapal system. They are all well aware of this. 
Today, rather than Your doubts, You should have doubts concerning officialism in the Church. For the Church now officially supports traitors, heretics and wreckers of the Church and officially promotes them to the highest posts. And so they can officially destroy the Church. 
Example: A bishop who had on his conscience all paedophiliac scandals in the USA was promoted to the status of a cardinal.
Archbp. Dias, who is responsible for a heretical, so-called Hindu Bible and who lit a candle before a pagan deity, whereby he committed public apostasy, was promoted to the status of a cardinal and later on appointed as Prefect of the Congregation for the Evangelization of Peoples.
A certain heretical professor at the Seraphicum in Rome was promoted to a position at the Congregation for the Causes of Saints. 

Unfortunately, these are no exceptions. At the present time it has become the rule. Therefore You should really be in constant doubt about officially confirmed decrees issued – allegedly – by the Apostolic See. 
Quotation: “I drew a conclusion that for the time being You fall within the jurisdiction of Your bishop and not of the Pope and that the bishops from Ukraine have not yet been officially appointed by the Pope. I would like to know how it really is.”

Reply: For the time being, we do not fall within the jurisdiction of a bishop but of the Pope. Why? When the bishops of Slovakia are apostates and are excommunicated from the Church, how could we be under their jurisdiction? There is one problem – who can now be under the jurisdiction of a bishop in Slovakia is those only who publicly unite with his heresies. However, this means that even that particular priest no longer belongs to the Church, wherefore the believers cannot obey him any more and his Masses are invalid as well. If the priests are silent and do not support an apostate bishop, it means that they do not unite with the heresy of their bishop of their own free will and in such case they fall immediately within the jurisdiction of the Holy Father as we do. The best solution would be if the bishop resigned from his office voluntarily. Waiting for the Holy Father to officially dismiss him out of the diocese is hypocrisy. Even if the Holy Father was about to do so, the papal dicasteries would not issue such a decree; on the contrary, they would all stand against him. 

We hope You understand what the situation in the Church is like. What we are saying here is not a lie but harsh reality. Do You think that even if the Pope never officially declared that the bishops are apostates, everything would be in order? It is the same as if somebody died and all his relatives would claim: “He is still alive – until we have an official document.” But the situation will not be altered by their attitude. This document will in no way affect the reality. And even if the hospital issues a false official certificate stating that the person is alive, it will not change the reality. The bishops of Slovakia were publicly appealed; they were obliged to confess the faith and to renounce heresies. They have not done so until this time and thus have publicly excommunicated themselves from the Church. Supposing the bishop died, the believers as well as religious would automatically come under the authority of the Pope. They would not need to ask him to receive them. Would that all believers had such doubts as You do – but about those who hold official posts today. In any case they had better verify their doubts afterwards: “Your Excellency, we have come to hear that You were appealed to confess the faith and that You did not confess and thus excommunicated Yourself from the Church. But You continue in office – and that is a serious thing. How is it that You still hold this office? Do You have any official document from the Holy Father certifying that after this offence which has been made public throughout Slovakia even by means of the mass media – that You did not confess the faith and did not renounce heresies – You can continue in Church office? Unless and until You have received such document, it means that You can hold this office no longer.”
Quotation: “I would like to know from which moment, according to the canon law, a newly-founded religious institute comes under the authority of the Pope (in case it wants to be an institute of pontifical right).” 
Reply: Under normal circumstances the canon law is in force. However, under extraordinary circumstances the canon law is not in force. And we are now under extraordinary circumstances. You ask how St. Basil founded his religious order? Simply, in the same way as we did. He began to live that order. And then others joined him – and they announced it to the Holy Father. It was not until several years later that the Pope approved this religious order. However, they did not wait until that time; they simply founded it, took perpetual vows before God and lived a fraternal life as we do. In conformity with the canon law we should first be an institute of diocesan right and only then of pontifical right. But because of extraordinary circumstances – the bishops have betrayed Christ and the Church and excommunicated themselves from the Church – we cannot be subordinated to a bishop. We have separated ourselves from all of them and since we want to be Catholic religious, we have no alternative left but to come directly under the authority of the Holy Father. 
Quotation: “And I also want to know whether according to the canon law Episcopal consecration, and hence all acts of a new bishop, is valid without the apostolic letter of appointment and without the Pope’s official written admission (or promulgation)...” 
Reply: We have to remind again that under normal circumstances the canon law sets certain norms for the election of a bishop. However, under extraordinary circumstances these norms lack legal force. There is a different way then. For example: Under the Communist regime Bishop Hnilica was consecrated in secret and nobody had asked the Pope beforehand. There was no prior approval by the Pope, in spite of the fact that the Latin code imposes a penalty of excommunication in such case. Concerning the Eastern Church, the Greek-Catholic Church in Ukraine was dissolved in 1946 and took the form of a catacomb Church. Bishops were consecrated in secret. For example, when Bishop Dmyterko was consecrated in 1967, the Pope was informed about it but it was not until 20 years later that this Bishop received the approval. Nevertheless, through the whole of that period he served as a bishop, not waiting for official approval. At the present time the situation is, to a certain extent, more difficult than it was under Communism. Communism was destroying the external structure, whereas nowadays the antipapal structure is within the Church, appealing to the Holy Father but at the same time separating from him all true Catholics and officially dictating heresies, i.e. a new gospel. In fact, all official decrees are issued by this structure. As regards the bishops of the UOGCC, their consecration is valid even without the letter of appointment issued by the antipapal dicasteries and without their written admission or promulgation (and, in actual fact, that’s precisely the reason why it is valid – because it does not fall within the antipapal structure). By the way, one has to admit here that even the Episcopal consecration of the Orthodox bishops, who are separated from the Pope, is valid. Today, however, one should ask: Supposing the bishops of Slovakia continue in office in spite of having excommunicated themselves from the Church and supposing they ordain new priests, will these priests be priests? We answer: Even though the bishops will officially confirm their ordination, they will be no priests.
Quotation: “In my opinion, one cannot appeal to the consent and support of the Pope who, unfortunately, keeps silent on it.”
Reply: If the Pope is silent in this serious case, it is his consent. When John Paul II was informed that Bishop Lefebvre had consecrated four other bishops, immediately on the next day he declared excommunication. In the case of the orthodox Catholic bishops from Ukraine, it is now two years since the Holy Father was informed of their consecration. Apart from that, they are in constant communication with him – several times a month they send him letters concerning problems of the Church, and not only to him – these are open letters which You can read as well. The Holy Father has never said that they proclaim heresies. After the dissolution of the College of Cardinals, not once has the Holy Father spoken out in defence of cardinals. There has been no decree issued by him wherein he would state that this excommunication is invalid. So in certain situations the principle applies ‘Silence means consent’. And this is also true in the case of this Episcopal consecration. Moreover, the Holy Father is silent even on the excommunications declared upon many of the bishops and upon all cardinals. It is a shock. It is really a shock. All of them denied the faith and did not break with the spirit of contemporary heresies. They are excommunicated on the basis of God’s Word and God’s Word cannot be broken, not even by the Holy Father. 
Quotation: “Or have I been misinformed and the bishops have already had an audience with the Holy Father? As far as I know, they did ask for an audience but Rome has so far shown no effort or initiative in communication... In spite of all ambiguities and confusion as to both their and Your activity, I would like to encourage You in perseverance, patience and openness to God’s voice and to the breath of the Holy Spirit. With prayers, D.O.” 
Reply: We have to emphasize again what only few people are aware of. The official Church structure is ruled by an antichristian and antipapal system which works in the name of the Holy Father but in reality is opposed to him. In the name of Christ this system kills Christ and in the name of the Church it destroys the Church from within. 
.....................................................................................................................
Quotation from a letter: “Is it not strange to found a Church? (Ukraine, or the Czech Republic – UOGCC) Did Christ not found one Church? And did He not pray for oneness of the Church? (Jn 17:20f) Neither St. Athanasius, nor St. Francis, nor St. Bernard, nor St. Philip Neri founded their own Churches. And in their times the Church was in quite a disorder. How am I to understand this? Thank You for Your answer. Joseph”
Reply: The orthodox Catholic Synod in Ukraine tried every possible means in order to bring ex-Card. Husar to renounce heresies or to leave the Church and give place to true-Catholic bishops. He did not renounce heresies, and he did not even want to leave the orthodox Catholic Church but grafted a heretical structure onto it instead. Therefore, for the sake of preservation of the Church, there was a need to officially establish an orthodox Catholic structure for all true-Catholic believers. However, they thus established nothing new. The bishops had fallen away. The Catholic Church on that territory would practically have ceased to exist. As regards St. Athanasius and St. Basil, who fought against heretics, they did not want to be in unity with the majority of bishops, who had gone over to the Arians, and therefore there were two Churches at that time. These were as if two Churches; however, the one that remained in heresies was actually no Church any longer. It is similar today. In the time of St. Francis or St. Bernard the Church did not face a problem of heresies but rather of secularization, and so they dealt with it in an adequate manner. In Slovakia there is no need to establish a new Church provided that the bishops who have fallen into heresy resign voluntarily and true-Catholic bishops are elected in their place. Unless they do so, obviously it will be necessary to establish an orthodox Catholic branch so that all genuine believers may be saved when heretics-apostates unlawfully hold offices. The thing is logical.
