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Objection 5: The Church cannot exist without a pope, or at least it cannot exist
for forty years without a pope, as B
sedevacantists say ... :

Note: The use of the word "Dimond" inthe
following video/text refers to Frederick 'Michael'
and Robert 'Peter' Dimond (the Dimond Brothers)
who own and operate a New York State not-for-
profit corporation (# 1751088); whichthey
purportas a "self-identified", Sedevacantist Order
of St. Benedictine named the Most Holy Family
Monastery (MHFM).

Sedevacantismrests entirely on the myth that the
CatholicChurchis presently enduring a papal
interregnum that began approximately in 1958
(149 The Sedevacantists willargue that since there
isnothing contradictory or abnormal about papal
interregnums, which began and continued since
the death of the first Roman pope, Sedevacantism
istenable —infact the onlytenable position. This
isa cleverstrategy because Sedevacantists are
somewhat correct; there is nothing contradictory
about papal interregnums, historically speaking. If
the Church were truly enduring a papal

interregnum at present, even and extraordinarily
longone,itis unlikely that the fact could be contested, especially without a serious rival contender to
the office of Peter. Therefore Sedevacantists such as Dimond attempt to convince theiropponents that
Sedevacantismis essentially the same thing as a papal interregnum.

But thereisa catch: The Sedevacantists are notreally proposingthatthe Churchis experiencingapapal
interregnum; they justdeceptively call it one. This strategy has been quite successful in winning
convertsto Sedevacantism because thereis much truth in what Sedevacantists teach about papal
vacancies. Letus lookat how Dimond sellsthis conceptinhisopeningreplyto Objection Five (The
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Church cannot exist without a pope, or at least it cannot exist for 40 years without a pope, as
Sedevacantistssay ...):

“The Church has existed foryears withouta pope, and does so every time apope dies. The Church has
experienced a papal interregnum (i.e. period without a pope) over 200 times in Church history. The
longest papal interregnum (before Vatican |l apostasy) was between Pope St. Marcellinus (296-304) and
Pope St. Marcellius (308-309). It lasted for more than three and a half years. Further, theologiansteach
that the Church can exist foreven decades withouta pope.” 4% 142

Here we are seeing how ashrewd manipulatorworks. Dimondis correctaboutall of the above since
they are historical facts. The manipulationinvolved, however, isto convince readersthat one thingis
the same as anotherthingwheninreality they are two very differentthings. Infact Sedevacantism
appearsto workonly because it misrepresentsitself. You see, whatthe Sedevacantists are really
proposingis by no stretch of the imagination a papal interregnum, and most Sedevacantists know it.
Sedevacantism, in all of its shapes, sizes, and colors, is essentially a movement of traditional Catholics
that recognizes the defection of the Church while attempting to hide the fact. In otherwords
Sedevacantismis essentially atheory of defection, notatheory of papal interregnum.

Let the readerbe advised of the clever manipulation on the part of Dimond and other Sedevacantists
who attempt to pass heresy off as a legitimate theory of an extraordinarily long papal interregnum. For
those who may be confused, orforthose who may have skipped chapterone, it would be beneficial to
go back and read that chapter before proceeding here in orderto understand better the ways
Sedevacantism necessarily entails a defection of the Church. Proposing that the Mystical Body of Christ
has mutated into the end-times, apostate Church of the Antichrist cannot possibly be mistaken fora
papal interregnum, but this has not stopped Sedevacantists from attempting to falsify this connection.
Whateverelse one might choose to call it, the Church is not enduring a papal interregnum.

For the sake of argument, letusignore the fact that the Sedevacantists misrepresent themselves and
pretend thatthe Roman See has been vacantfor the past fifty-seven years. That hypothetical scenario,
as imagined by the Sedevacantists today, always involves a defection of the Church. Forinstance a real
interregnum does notdisintegratethe hierarchical structure of the Church, as does Sedevacantism. One
of many critical functions that must always remainin the Church is the capacity to elect the next pope.
We know this because there mustalways be shepherds in Christ’s Church until the end of the world (de
fide).

However, according to the Sedevacantists, the headless Church, wherever they imagine it to exist, is
incapable of electingapope; well, atleastareal one. We know that because the history of the
Sedevacantist movement records numerous failed attempts at electing popes, some of whom still dwell
amongus. Thereis noway around the fact that Sedevacantismis essentially atheory of defection, yetit
has still served avaluable purposeinthe grand scheme of things. This should become cleareraswe
progress and reach the end of thiswork.
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Still, Dimond and the Sedevacantists have defined their position clearly —the Catholic Church does not
always need aRoman Pontiff. Butnow considerthis: If the CatholicChurch did not needaRoman
Pontiff forthe last fifty-seven years, then what could possibly make a Roman Pontiff necessaryinthe
fifty-eighth year? The logical conclusion of the Sedevacantists position reveals what | have identified as
the Sedevacantists’ second principal heresy: The Vicar of Christis accidental tothe Roman Catholic
Church.

Next Dimond makes aninteresting pointabout whatthe Church does notteach about papal
interregnums:

“Since there is no teaching which puts a limiton such a papal interregnum (a period without a pope) and
since the definitions of Vatican | on the perpetuity of Papal Office make absolutely no mention of papal
vacanciesor how longthey can last, if the definitions of Vatican | disprove the sedevacantist position (as
some claim); then theyalso disprove the indefectibility of the CatholicChurch—everysingle timethe
Church finds itselfwithouta pope. But thisisimpossibleand ridiculous, of course.” 2

Grantingthat Dimond’s assertionistrue and no teaching exists that limits papal interregnums, it follows
that he and the Sedevacantists mustalso believe thata papal interregnum can go onlongerthan fifty-
sevenyears. Butwhat would happen if we were to spin Dimond’s statementaround and propose itasa
questiontothe Sedevacantists? Forinstanceifitistrue that there are nolimitationsonhowlonga
papal interregnum can last, how long would Dimond and the Sedevacantists be willing to say a papal
interregnum can last? For example can a papal interregnum last one hundred years? How abouttwo
hundredyears? If eight hundred years were possiblethen what would preclude one thousand or more
years.

If Dimond were to stop me at any of the arbitrarily selected durations for any reason whatsoever, he
would have to be able to say why that duration would be untenable. Remember Dimond’s own words:
“There is no teaching that puts a limit on papal interregnums.” “** Therefore he must agree thatitis
theoretically possibleforapapal interregnumto lastindefinitely. Furthermore, if Dimond were to stop
me at any duration, hisreason would have to be something otherthan “because that would be absurd”
or “our Lord would neverallow ittogo on thatlong” because these are the same objections raised by
non-sedevacantists today, which Dimond won’t hear of.

Finally, if Dimond wereto answer “aninterregnum can lastas longa God permits,” thenletsuch a non-
answerserve as an indirectadmission that a papal interregnum could last indefinitely, perhaps one
thousand or more years, because, as Sedevacantists are wontto say, no one can predict what God would
or would not permit—oddly enough even whenit contradicts infallible teachings of the Church.

Notwithstanding certain contradictions all papal interregnums pose to the papacy and that we will
exploreinpartll, how can one determinethatany given duration of papal vacancy is compatible with
the doctrine of indefectibility of the Church? | am unaware of a teaching that answers this question, but
itisreasonable toassume thatif a papal interregnum has already persisted beyond the point where the
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structured means of electinga Roman Pontiff isincapacitated (e.g., if the College of Cardinals orthe
entire episcopacy defected orvanished fromthe face of the Earth), then indefectibility of the Church has
beenviolated. Ifthatis true, then it must be said that Sedevacantism was viable only before the
defection but not after. Inotherwordstoday’s Sedevacantist movement came too late. Though
reluctantto admit this, | think many Sedevacantists realize it, which is why some have abandoned hope
for the restoration of the papacy or “resurrection of the Church” and direct their efforts towards
promoting the end of the world instead.

In theory Sedevacantists must acceptthatthere is nothingincompatible between the doctrine of
indefectibility of the Church and a papal vacancy that last for one thousand or more years. The obvious
implicationisthatthe Vicar of Christis nonessential to the existenceand the perpetuation of the Roman
CatholicChurch; heis only an accessory. But if the Sedevacantists are right, and the Vicar of Christis
only an accessory, it must be explained why the Church made him the visiblefoundation of the unities of
faithand communion. Would not Christ have known betterthan to make the unity of the Church
contingenton an objectthat comesand goes, at times forthree, fifty, one hundred, or perhaps one
thousand years? ¢ Surely the Sedevacantists must agree that essential characteristics of the Church;
such as visibility, unity, authority, infallibility, etc., are much tooindispensable to restupon a personwho
essentiallyamountstoanornament.

So whichisit? Isthe Vicar of Christaccidental tothe Church, as the Sedevacantist theory necessitates
and in which case the papacy becomes suspectof an innovated doctrine? Alternatively, isthe Vicar of
Christ, as the Vatican Council states, “the perpetual principle and visible foundation of both unities (faith
and communion ...) ™, in which case the Vicar of Christ belongs to the essential constitution of the
Church andtherefore cannot be absentfor fifty-seven years?

Let us now returnto our earlier definition of essence, which described as “an attribute or set of
attributes that make an entity orsubstance whatit fundamentally is, which it has by necessity, and
without which itlosesitsidentity.” “*® In the following excerpts from “Christ Founded a Visible Church,”
Catholicapologist Bryan Cross and Thomas Brown explain why the Roman Pontiff belongs to the essence
of the Church (emphasisadded):

“The Catholic position, on the other hand, is that visible hierarchical unity belongs to the essence of
Christ’s Mystical Body. For that reason, accordingto Catholicdoctrine, hierarchical unity cannot be lost
unless the Mystical Body ceasesto exist... Forthere to be a visible hierarchy, it is not enough foreach
memberto be ordered to aninvisible Head. Merely being ordered to aninvisible Head is fully compatible
with having no visible hierarchy. Yetfor there to be a visible hierarchy, some visible human persons
needto have an ecclesial authority that othersdo not. Accordingto Catholicdoctrine, the authority
Christ gave to His Apostles and theirsuccessorsis threefold: the authority toteach, the authoritytolead
men to holiness by way of the sacraments, and the authority to governthe Church. These also
correspond to Christ’s threefold office of prophet, priest, and king. Furthermore, for a visible hierarchy to
be one, it must havea visible head. Only if each member of the visible hierarchy is ordered to one visible
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head can the visible hierarchy itself be one. And only if the visible head is essentially one can the visible
hierarchy be essentially one. If the visible head of the hierarchy were plural, then the visible hierarchy
would not be essentially unified, but at most only accidently unified.”

“Since Christ, having ascendedinto Heaven, is nolongervisible to us (“and a cloud received Him out of
theirsight,” Acts 1:9), therefore He appointed avisible steward (or “vicar”) before His ascension, to be
the visible head of His visible Body. The singlevisible head of the visible hierarchyisimplied when Jesus
says, “there shall be one fold...” **?

Here Cross and Brown insert Pope Pius XII’s encyclical “Mystici Corporis Christi#40”, which | will
reference later, and Pope Leo XIII’s encyclical “Satis Cognitum #10”, and then continues:

“We see here that grace does notdestroy nature, butbuildsonit and perfectsit. Thisis why villages and
cities have mayors, and even why our country has a president. Justasin a natural society there needsto
be a unified hierarchy and avisible head, so in the society of the faithfulthere must be a unified hierarchy
and a visible head. For thesame reason thatvirtually every Protestant congregation has a head pastor,
the entire visible Church also requires a visible head. The Church as a visible organism preserves the
visible head established by Christ, and thus retains all three marks of unity. Without a visible head, the
Mlystical Body would be reduced to the ontological equivalent of visible pins invisibly connected to an
invisible pin-cushion. Thatis because without a visible head, a visible hierarchy is only accidentally one,
becauseintrinsically it is potentially many separate hierarchies. Many separate hierarchies arenot a
visible unity; they are a mere plurality, and not an actual unity.”

“A ‘visible Church’ made up of separate visible hierarchies would be equivalentinits disunity toamerely
invisible Church having some visible members. Therefore a visible head belongs to the essence of the
Mlystical Body, since a body cannot have mere accidental unity, but must have unity essentially. In other
words, an ecclesiology that is analogous to visible pins invisibly connected to an invisible pin-cushion is
equivalentto a denial of the visibility of Christ’s Mystical Body because such a ecclesiology denies the
essentially unified hierarchy necessary fora body to be a body. It makes no difference whetherthe pins
are individual Christians or individual congregations. Without an essentially unified visible hierarchy, a
composite whole cannotbe a body, let alone a visible body. And when hierarchical unity is abandoned,
nothing preserves unity of faith or unity of sacraments. Inthis way each one of the three ‘bonds of unity’
depends on the other two.” 29

We will revisit Cross and Brown’s excellent article more than once in this work. What is most relevant to
objection five is that Cross confirms that the Roman Pontiff belongs to the Church’s essential
constitution. If the Church’s teachings coincided with reality, it would be impossible forthe Church to
exist forforty or fifty-seven years without the Vicar of Christ. Thusthe Sedevacantists face another
dilemma. The teachings onthe papacy are eitherfalse, in which case something or someone otherthan
the popeisresponsible forthe Roman Pontiff's functions during the past half century, orelse
Sedevacantists are mistakenin their conviction that Francisis notthe real Roman Pontiff. Assumingthe
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Sedevacantists will not concede the second proposition, they are forced to rework the dogmatic
teachings onthe papacy. Later we will see how Dimond attempts this feat by ascribing visible unity of
the Church to an unmanned and free-floating office of the papacy instead of to the Roman Pontiff.

The readeris forewarned of Dimond’s error, which will confound the First Vatican Council’s teachings,
that the primacyis the underlying basis for unity with the same council’'s unmistakable teaching that the
Roman Pontiff realizes actual unity of the Church by exercising the primacy. We will explore thisin more
detail in objectionsix. The pointisthatif the Vicarof Christ were only accidental to the existence and
perpetuation of the Roman Catholic Church, which beliefis shared by most Sedevacantists whether or
not they realize it, then the Roman Pontiff is nothing more than a bishop ora patriarch. Thisis worth
serious consideration forall who hold the Sedevacantist position because itis unlikely that
Sedevacantists have fully understood theirtheory’s implication. Infact the Sedevacantists are morein
agreement with Eastern Orthodox Christians, whom they consider schismatics, than they realize.

The problem that arises for Sedevacantists is that the Church’s dogmaticteachings have made the Vicar
of Christ necessary tothe existenceand perpetuation of the Church. Apparently the only Sedevacantists
who understand this correctly are those who have attempted to elect their own popes. © Asludicrous
or perhapsfunnyasit may seem that some Sedevacantists have attempted to elect theirown popes,
those who have attempted this feat should actually be commended for correctly understanding the
relationship of Christ’s Vicarto His Church. Theircorrect understandingis whatcompelsthemtoelect
one, albeit uncanonically, whereas most Sedevacantists remain imperviously oblivious to the fact that
not havinga Vicarof Christin orderto maintain at leasta semblance of unityisaprincipal reason why
they have failed to mounta formidable resistance tothe Vatican Il revolutionaries. Moreover, thatthe
Sedevacantists have failed to produce a credible contenderto the papacy in more than five decadesisa
solid piece of evidence that the Sedevacantist thesisis untenable, forasis proveninthis work — he is not
accidental. Hence there must be a Vicar of Christ. The question must be asked: Why haven’tthe
Sedevacantists elected him? 22 The answerissimple: They cannot.

Unfortunately the window of opportunity for Sedevacantists to elect a pope haslongsince passed, asa
rival claimanttothe Roman See was required beforethe Church defected, not after. Again,oncea
defection has been proven, there is nothinganyone can doto change the fact. No modernist conversion
back to tradition, no prophecies, no miracle workers, no Sedevacantist bishops, and no Sedevacantist-
elected popes can save the Church because the very fact of Rome’s defection means that the Church
failedtosaveitself whenitwas supposedto. Regardless of what happenstothe CatholicChurchinthe
future, real history has beenrecorded with much help from the Sedevacantists.

Let usfor a moment considerthe implication of the Sedevacantists’ failure to electapope duringthe
period where it was still possible to do so. What should we make of the fact that the legitimate papal
contenderdid not materialize before Rome’s defection? | believe thistells us two important things. First
it tellsusthatthe traditional Catholicmovementwas neverto be trusted. Instigators of revolutions and
wars know that the most serious threatto theirsuccessis an organized, unified resistance. Theyalso
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understand that the best way to deal with the anticipated oppositionisto lead it. © Thiswould explain
why championed traditional Catholicleaders who burst onto the scene, ostensibly to oppose Vatican I,
adamantly refusedtoinitiatethe mostobvious and obligatory action for the safety of the Church and the
salvation of souls—elect a Roman Catholicto the chair of Peter without delay. Instead these so-called
heroesled the faithful ontwo very different paths that each ended with the same results: confusion,
disunity, andimpotency. Both paths effectively rendered Sedevacantism dead on arrival. Consequently
today’s generation of Sedevacantists have all the knowledge and information required to save the
Church and not a shred of apostolicauthority to use it. With hindsightitappearsthe revolutionaries’
planworked to perfection.

The second and far more importantlesson we can learn fromthe Sedevacantist movement’s failure to
electa Roman Pontiffisthis: Francisishe. Ifthiswere noso, divine providence would have arranged for
a Vicar of Christto preserve the unity and indefectibility of the Church. We know this because the
foundation of the Church isthe Roman papacy, of which the Roman Pontiffisits essentialhuman
component.

In concluding part|, we can now reasonably understand why Dimond lists objection five as a most
common objection against the Sedevacantists. The belief thatthe Church can existforforty years
withouta Vicar of Christis certainly incongruent with Roman Catholicism.

End Notes:

140: The various Sedevacantist factions do not agree on the actual date the purported papal vacancy
began.

141: Dimond, The Truth about What Happened to the Catholic Church after Vatican Il, p. 308.

142: In his book Dimond begins his response to objection six by returning to the subject of objection five
— papal interregnums. | have combined that portion of objection six into objection five.

143: Dimond, The Truth about What Happened to the Catholic Church after Vatican Il, p. 310.

144: 1bid.

145: The end-of-world mentality is seen repeatedlythroughout the history of Christianity. For
Sedevacantistsit can be attributed to despairand desperationin holding adead-end position.

146: Remember, the Sedevacantists must agree that papal interregnums could be indefinite.
147: Denzinger, The Sources of Catholic Dogma, 1821.

148: “Essence.”

7|Page



On the Vicoration of Christ:

Part I: Interregnums - Defection in Disguise
By John C. Pontrello (2015)

149: “Christ Founded aVisible Church,” last modified Monday, Dzczmber 1, 2014,
http://www.calledtocommunion.com/2009/06/christ-founded-a-visible-Church/

150: Ibid.
151: These Sedevacantists are often referred to as Conclavists.

152: Interestingly the Vatican Il revolutionaries understood something that today’s Sedevacantists do
not —Roman ecclesiology made the Roman Pontiff essential to the existence and perpetual unity of the
Church. Despite its numerous problems, the modern Churchis atleast nominally united underavisible
head of Rome while headless Sedevacantists continue to splinterinto sects at rates rivaling only the
Protestants following the Reformation.

153: Noone had a betterfeel forthisthanthe late W.F. Strojie (1912-1987). Strojie was a retired chief
aerographerof twenty yearsinthe US Navy, a Roman Catholiclayman, ahusband, and a father. He
wrote brilliantly on Vatican Il, the post-Conciliar popes, and the traditional Catholic resistance, which
includes ninety-threeletters, several pamphlets, and books.
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