
1) He publicly questioned the infallible teaching that women cannot be ordained:

2) He has publicly questioned the definitive nature of Church teaching on contraception:

3) He has publicly questioned the Church teaching on homosexuality:

4) He refuses to accept the definitive judgement of what is heretical.

5) He teaches continuing revelation

http://www.ministryforwomen.org/theology/gaill2.asp

http://www.ministryforwomen.org/teaching/gaillard.asp

http://www.ministryforwomen.org/teaching/gaillard.asp

 http://www.socon.ca/or_bust/?p=2733

 http://www.catholic.com/thisrock/2004/0403revw.asp

(http://www.socon.ca/or_bust/?p=3096)

 http://www.socon.ca/or_bust/?p=3070

As the URL indicates, women's ordination proponents are using his article to support "women's 
ordination."
He has not publicly repudiated their use of his reasoning.

Again, as the URL indicates, contraception proponents are using his reasoning to support the use of 
contraception.
He has not publicly repudiated their use of his reasoning.

Again, as before - this URL is actually more of a compendium of Dr. G's errors, put together by people 
who like him and who support his positions. He says that any teaching which is "controversial" is not 
infallible. Of course, he begs the question of who decides what constitutes 'controversial.'  Apparently, 
asked whether even the Resurrection itself, if it became 'controversial', could then be a doctrine which 
was not definitively settled, he answered "yes." Further information on that conversation can be found 
here:

Reference here:
According to the reviewer, he refuses to accept the idea that the Monophysites were heretics, even 
though they had been specifically condemned by an ecumenical council of the Church. The Monophysites 
said Christ did not have two complete natures, fully human and fully divine, but only one nature. He 
further denies that the nature of God's union with man has any real relevance today. 

He argues that God reveals Himself to us today in the same way that He did in Jesus Christ.
This is a heretical position, specifically repudiated in the Catechism of the Catholic Church.

Bad prudential judgement is not formal heresy, but it should be avoided.

Dr. G. attempted to refute these allegations about himself in a five-page statement to the Canadian 
Bishops' Conference. That "refutation" was itself taken apart by John Pacheco

A professional analysis of Dr. G.'s errors has been done by Dr. Robert Fastiggi, Professor of Systematic 
Theology at Sacred Heart Major Seminary in Detroit, MI

Father Cliff was taught by Dr. G. at Houston seminary and holds him in very high esteem.
As a result, while orthodox in many other respects, Father Cliff holds to several of the erroneous 
teachings that were imparted to him by his own favorite instructor, Dr. G

Prudentially bad judgement

He is a member of Barack Obama's Catholic Advisory Council.

 

Why are faithful Catholics
upset by Dr. Gaillardetz’s teachings?

www.wouldjesusattend.com

Are his teachings in direct 
opposition to official Church teaching?
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