VATICAN-LUTHERAN ACCORD CAUSES GREAT CONFUSION


By Larry Martin





The announcement of the details of a new Vatican-Lutheran concordat has many Catholics confused. Is the Lutheran concept of  justification by faith alone now approved as legitimate, or are Catholics now supposed to change their beliefs to more closely match those of the Protestants? While listening to the G. Gordon Liddy show on radio I heard him close out one hour by saying that the Lutheran church is now among the valid religions.  G. Gordon Liddy considers himself a good Catholic. Whether he is or isn't is not the point of this article, although the subject will come up again.


   I was in my car at the time I heard this particular broadcast and I knew I would be out of telephone range soon, and he had just broken for the hourly news break, so he would be off the air for about five minutes.  But I couldn't let that statement go unchallenged, so I called,  Luckily I got to talk to Mr. Liddy rather quickly and I proceeded to tell him that this document did not necessarily mean that Rome was now considering Lutheranism as valid, but that it was merely an early agreement on the nature of salvation through faith, not by merit of good works.  I pointed out that the Church has always maintained that our good works alone do not merit heaven, but I also warned him that a rush to embrace the 'Faith alone' doctrine leads to the rejection of the necessity of Baptism.  I also quickly tried to address the issue of the difference between Redemption and Salvation.


   But the conversation got ugly very quickly.  First he brought up the issue of "Baptism of Desire", which has absolutely nothing to do with the Catholic-Lutheran issue.  (Baptism of Desire is an issue addressed for those who, at time of death, have never had a chance for Salvation through conventional means of Baptism.)  The issue was precisely about which Church (or churches) is the true means of salvation.  Those in the Church have no need of Baptism of desire, so that issue does not belong to this discussion.


   Then, in an effort to speed up the conversation and get it back on track, I identified myself as the President of STRC.  Boy did he seize on that, even going so far as to suggest my position was in error or in jeopardy because I didn't know what I was talking about!  And then he said it.  He called me a schismatic and discounted everything I had said or might have said by that one statement.  I was so shocked and taken aback that I totally lost my ability to discuss anything.  The show went into commercial break and I just hung up the phone.


   When I called Mr. Liddy, I wasn't trying to be argumentative; I wasn't trying to put him down or belittle him.  I was calling in the spirit of discussion and contribution.  I have been listening to his show now for quite a while, and I thought he would be genuinely interested in my comments because he is quite open to discussing his own Catholicism on the air.  I thoroughly enjoyed one Friday's show when he was reminiscing about his boyhood experiences as an Altar Boy.  But I was a little surprised another time when he took the better part of an hour to find out the differences between the Catholic and Protestant Bibles.  That day, as I was driving to work, I pulled over to call him, but finally a woman called in and explained the situation with Maccabees and why Luther had to get rid of those books and others, reducing the Bible from 72 to 66 books.


   But who was misinformed that day, Mr. Liddy?  You called me schismatic because I advocate a return to the Latin Mass.  That simply doesn't wash.  Schismatic refers to sects that do not have the fullness of the true Faith, and who are not in communion with Rome, i.e. the Pope, due to a denial of some dogmatic principles of the nature of the papacy.  Mr. Liddy, have you ever heard of the Indult of 1984?  John Paul II himself issued this document asserting my rights as a bona fide Roman Catholic to attend the old traditional Mass and to ask local bishops to have the Mass said.  What is schismatic about that?  When I am in Washington DC on weekends, I attend the traditional Mass at Old St. Mary's Church, 5th and H streets, along with several hundred other like-minded Catholics.  This Mass was established by Fr. Petrini with complete approval of James Cardinal Hickey.  Are all these Catholics schismatic, too, Mr. Liddy?


   Furthermore, just the idea that he would stoop to name calling was hard for me to believe.  On his program he often discusses legal matters.  I wonder how he would accept the idea that he shouldn't discuss such matters because he's "just an ex-con," so what's his opinion worth?  Name calling is a weak form of argument.  If you don't know the facts, or know that the facts are against you, then just throw some labels out and the facts cease to be the topic of discussion.


   But this is what really confounds me:  When Mr. Liddy called me "schismatic", I'm sure that in his mind that was a terrible condemnation which removed me from any credibility in the matter.  But wait a minute, back up and analyze the facts a minute!  The original topic of discussion was which church or churches were the true means of salvation?  If being schismatic is so bad and damnable, why, then, did he include the Greek Orthodox in his list?  They are certainly schismatic and have been so ever since the Great Schism of 1054.  And even if, as he contends, the Lutheran church were a true church (for he says the new policy of Rome states that it is), then the Lutheran church, if now no longer heretical (as all Protestant churches are), would, at best, be now schismatic. Why? Most likely the Lutherans will not submit to Roman Catholicism and papal authority after signing their Concordat.  So, I am left wondering how such a condemnatory label as "schismatic", delivered in such a way so as to put me out of the elements of our discussion, is OK for use by the other players in the game?


   I expected better of Mr. Liddy. He did Catholicism a true disservice on that day. 
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