HOW WELL DO YO KNOW YOUR FAITH?


By Brian Kasbar





           How well do you know your faith?


   If you are anything like me, the answer is “not as well as I should.”  Most of us are ignorant of Church doctrine in many areas, and we can easily be ‘duped’ by Modernist clergy if we don’t have a solid grounding in Truth.


   We need to know—really know—the teachings of the Church if we are to protect ourselves against falling into error.  How well, for instance, do you know the Church’s teachings regarding other religions?  This past June, I gave a speech on Modernism and its ecumenical teachings at Dallas.  As an example of how far Vatican II has strayed from the past teachings of the Church, I placed a list of condemned propositions on an overhead.  The response afterward was astonishing.  Of all the points I made in my speech, the audience seemed most struck by that overhead.  Many in the audience asked for copies of those statements as they had never read them before.  I would bet that many of you  have never read them either.


   Before I list them, however, I would like to give you a small test. In this ecumenical age, do you think you can tell truth from falsehood?  


   Give it a try.   See if you can pick out which statements below are true.  (This is a test, so please don’t look further in the article for the answers).   I would like you to take out a pencil and cross out every one of the following statements which is heretical or condemned.  Leave all TRUE statements alone.


   Here are the statements:


1.	All Christians have the power to administer the word and all the sacraments.


2.	Protestantism is nothing more than another form of the same true Christian religion, in which form it is given to please God equally as in the Catholic Church.


3.	The baptism given by heretics in the name of the Father, and of the Son, and of the Holy Ghost, with the intention of doing what the Church does, is not true baptism .


4.	Baptism is optional, that is, not necessary for salvation.


5.	Every man is free to embrace and profess that religion which, guided by the light of reason, he shall consider true. 


6.	Good hope, at least, is to be entertained of the eternal salvation of all those who are not at all in the true Church of Christ. 


7.	The liberty of conscience and worship is each man’s personal right, which ought to be legally protected in every properly constituted government.


   So, how many statements did you leave standing?  Two?  Three?  Four?  I certainly hope not.  You see, every single one of the above statements has been defined as “error” by the Church.  As a Catholic, you may not hold any of the above opinions.  Not one.  You are, quite literally, damned if you do.  (If you are like me when I first read Pius IX’s Syllabus of Errors, numbers five and seven looked very appealing).  It is quite shocking—even to many traditional Catholics—to read just how intolerant the Church used to be, meaning that the Catholic Church has always been more intolerant of sin, error and false unity than can be seen today.


   In a short article such as this one, I cannot possibly address all of the issues raised by the above errors (books have been written on issues such as  “invincible ignorance” and “baptism of desire” alone), but I would like to address each issue briefly.   That brief treatment should help you to better understand the teachings of tradition.





All Christians have the power to administer the word and all the Sacraments (Condemned in the 6th session of the Council of Trent Canon 10 on the Sacraments) 


   I would hope every reader of this newsletter would know that all Christians cannot administer all the Sacraments, and this heretical idea served as one of the foundations of  the Protestant Revolt.  The teaching of the Church has always been that the only Sacrament which ALL people may administer is Baptism (if the right form, matter and intent are used). It is a teaching of the Church as well that lay people confer the Sacrament of Matrimony upon each other when they wed.  The five other Sacraments, however, may only be administered by ordained clergy.





Protestantism is nothing more than another form of the same true Christian religion, in which form it is given to please God equally as in the Catholic Church. (Condemned by the papal Encyclical “Noscitis,” Dec. 8, 1849.)


   Again, this was a no brainer.  The Catholic Church teaches truth;  other Churches teach truth mixed with error.  Since these other Churches teach error, they do not please God.  Even in Vatican II-speak, the Catholic Church alone possesses the “fullness” of truth.





The baptism given by heretics in the name of the Father, and of the Son, and of the Holy Ghost, with the intention of doing what the Church does, is not true baptism. (Condemned as false by the Council of Trent—6th session)


   Many Catholics are surprised to learn that any person, even a non-believer, can properly baptize another person if he uses water and baptizes in the name of the Father, the Son, and the Holy Ghost, provided he intends to do what the Church does in the Sacrament.  Therefore, when a person is properly baptized, even if baptized by a heretic or a pagan, that newly baptized person becomes a member of the Mystical Body of Christ.  He remains a member until he willfully removes himself from the state of grace through sin. 





Baptism is optional, that is, not necessary for salvation.(Condemned as false by the 6th session of the Council of Trent)


   I shall leave it here that it is the teaching of the Church that one must be baptized to enter the divine life.  How that baptism can be effected is the subject of a much longer article.


Every man is free to embrace and profess that religion which, guided by the light of reason, he shall consider true. (Condemned as false by Allocution “Maxima quidem,” June 9, 1862; Damnatio “Multiplices inter,” June 10, 1851.)


   This, I will admit, was a proposition that I was shocked to find condemned by the Church.  My 20th century mind thought such a statement to be beyond question — of course all men have the freedom to practice the religion of their choosing.  I was mistaken.  Pius IX states the case quite clearly when he writes that, however much a man may want to be free to choose a religion,  no man can be allowed to be remiss in the service due to God.  And, in order to serve God, it is the chief duty of all men to cling to religion in both its teaching and practice.  Here Pius IX is quite clear on which religion that is:  “not such religion as they may have a preference for, but the religion which God enjoins, and which certain and most clear marks show to be the only one true religion.”  The only true religion is the Catholic religion.


   To choose a religion other than Catholicism, therefore, is a dereliction of one’s duty to God, and will lead a soul to damnation if God judges it culpable. 





Good hope, at least, is to be entertained of the eternal salvation of all those who are not at all in the true Church of Christ. (Condemned as false by Encyclical “Quanto conficiamur,” Aug. 10, 1863.)


   If you believe that good hope is to be entertained of the salvation of those outside the Church you are damned.  So says Pius IX;  so it is. The condemnation of this proposition is a logical extension of the infallible dogma of our Faith:  “Outside the Church there is no salvation.” It is not however, a concept that sits well with the new “ecumenical spirit” of Vatican II.  After all, how can a modern, “ecumenical” Catholic ever praise a pagan religion when that religion offers no hope of salvation to its members?  He cannot.  He must, therefore, conclude that these religions can offer salvation to their members.  Accordingly, he will hold ecumenical conferences, but would never dare evangelize.  So much for the words of Our Lord:  “Go therefore and teach all nations.”


   But will nobody in those religions save their souls?  This question was put directly to Pius IX.  His answer was beautiful and it should be the answer we all use when asked of the fate of non-Catholics.  He answered, “It has always been the teaching of the Church that ‘there is no salvation outside the Church,’ but who am I to limit God’s mercy.”





The liberty of conscience and worship is each man’s personal right, which ought to be legally protected in every properly constituted government (Listed as erroneous by Gregory XVI and by Pius IX in the Syllabus of Errors.)


   That’s right:  the separation of Church and State is a condemned proposition.  It may sound strange to us Americans, but so it is.  It really is no wonder, though, as our country was founded on Masonic ideals—ideals which run contrary to Catholic thought on every issue.  


   For fear of misstating the position of the Church, I shall step aside and let Pius IX explain why all governments should be Catholic governments:


…No society can hold together unless some one be over all, directing all to strive earnestly for the common good, every body politic must have a ruling authority, and this authority, no less than society itself, has its source in nature, and has, consequently, God for its Author. Hence, it follows that all public power must proceed from God. For God alone is the true and supreme Lord of the world. Everything, without exception, must be subject to Him, and must serve Him, so that whosoever holds the right to govern holds it from one sole and single source, namely, God…”


   Since, then, no one is allowed to be remiss in the service due to God, and since the chief duty of all men is to cling to religion in both its teaching and practice…it is a public crime to act as though there were no God. So, too, is it a sin for the State not to have care for religion as something beyond its scope, or as of no practical benefit; or out of many forms of religion to adopt that one which chimes in with the fancy; for we are bound absolutely to worship God in that way which He has shown to be His will. …. This is the bounden duty of rulers to the people over whom they rule. 


   Now, it cannot be difficult to find out which is the true religion, if only it be sought with an earnest and unbiased mind; for proofs are abundant and striking… it is evident that the only true religion is the one established by Jesus Christ Himself, and which He committed to His Church to protect and to propagate.


I hope this short discussion has been of some help.  It was, perhaps, too basic for some, but for those others, I hope it  clarified the Church’s true position toward other religions.


   Some may say that these decrees are too severe. Would the All-merciful God really expect us to believe these things? And if we are supposed to believe them, then isn't it rash to think that we are the only religion that is right, and all others are wrong and will lead their followers to damnation? While we commend everyone to the mercy of God, those who willingly follow another religion in opposition to the Catholic Faith will not be saved. That's the truth of it, plain and simple. The Church, infallibly guided by the Holy Ghost, has taught these things and proposes them for our belief.


   We live in a selfish time, and modernistic ecumenism has made it even more selfish. When we were baptized, we were not only admitted to the Church of Jesus Christ, but we also inherited the responsibility to actively save souls. But we are lazy, and we would rather believe the easy (although erroneous) doctrine that all men are saved. But such is not the case. If we find doubt in just these 7 doctrines, perhaps we should study our traditional Faith more so that we can be sure we have not unwittingly departed from Christ's teachings in other areas. 





This article first appeared in the September 1997 issue of The Catholic Voice, P.O. Box 130, Mead, WA 99021 USA.


