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6 reasons why Lutheran intercommunion isn’t possible
https://onepeterfive.com/6-reasons-why-lutheran-intercommunion-isnt-possible/
By Fr. Brian Harrison OS, November 1, 2016
The joint proposal to work towards shared Eucharistic communion, signed yesterday in Lund, Sweden, by Pope Francis and the President of the Lutheran World Federation (whose member churches, by the way, generally support abortion and same-sex “marriage”), is extremely troubling. For the following facts must be remembered:
1) Lutherans do not believe in the Sacrifice of the Mass (which Luther himself constantly and virulently execrated as a diabolical abomination). This disbelief is condemned infallibly with anathema by  the Council of Trent (DS 1751-1759 = Dz 948-956) – a judgment solemnly confirmed by Pope Paul VI in his 1968 Credo of the People of God (“Solemn Profession of Faith”).
2) Nor do Lutherans believe in the transubstantiation of the bread and wine into the Body and Blood of Christ. This denial is also solemnly anathematized by Trent (DS 1652 = Dz 884). Again, Paul VI solemnly confirms this point of our Faith in his 1965 Encyclical Mysterium Fidei and in the 1968 ‘Credo’.
3) They believe the Body and Blood of Christ become present in what remains bread and wine, but that this type of presence in any case ceases as soon as the distribution of Communion is over. Condemned with anathema by Trent (DS 1654 = Dz 886), and also again by Paul VI in MF and the 1968 ‘Credo’.
4) Following logically from the above, Lutherans reject the reservation of the remaining Hosts in the tabernacle after Mass. Condemned with anathema by Trent (DS 1657 = Dz 889), and also again by Paul VI in MF and  the 1968 ‘Credo’.
5) With equal consistency, Lutherans reject Eucharistic adoration outside of Mass and Eucharistic processions. Condemned with anathema by Trent (DS 1656 = Dz 888), and also again by Paul VI in the aforesaid documents.
With at least five anathemas against Lutheran heresies regarding the Eucharist, there is no condemnation by the Council of Trent of the idea of intercommunion with these separated brethren. But that’s simply because the idea would have been considered so utterly outlandish and totally unthinkable at that time that in fact, well … nobody on either side did even think of it, as far as we know – much less propose it.

Nevertheless, intercommunion with Lutherans (and other Protestants) is indeed strictly prohibited by the present Code of Canon Law. In a ruling which is clearly linked inseparably to divine law about the importance of receiving the Body of Christ worthily (cf. I Cor. 11: 27-30), canon 844 #4 rules that not even in danger of death may any non-Catholic Christian be given Holy Communion unless he/she “demonstrates the Catholic faith in respect of [this Sacrament]”.

Pope Francis’ words and actions yesterday in Sweden therefore raise extremely grave questions. To me they are beyond comprehension. How can they escape the charge of constituting a betrayal of our faith in the central mystery of Catholic worship?

5 of 76 readers’ comments

1. Father, why do you use the word "troubling" in describing an apostasy?
This man, Francis, is going to cause the Church to fragment into bits and pieces like a cheap glass that hits the floor, if no prelate sees this for it is and calls out the pope.
Is there not two or three cardinals on the face of this desolate earth who can do that?

No one stayed awake with Jesus that night. And the same thing is happening again, but this time, it is His Church that is about to be crucified.

2. The Council of Trent took care of all of this centuries ago. Additionally, it is NOT Catholics who need to cross the bridge to our "separated brethren" (as VII documents call them). Rather, it is they who must renounce their heretical beliefs and the apostasy that Protestantism keeps alive.
That Francis is even in Sweden for this "commemoration" is SCANDALOUS in and of itself. Rather, Francis should have went ONLY to admonish our "separated brethren" in the fashion of St. Paul to return to the one, true Faith. 
Post VII ecumenism is rolling right along... 
We, as Catholics, can NEVER compromise our infallible teachings- not even Francis. Yet that is what he is doing in Modernist fashion.

3. If we've learned anything from this pontiff it's that a theological impossibility doesn't mean it won't happen.
4. The Lutheran faithful is not a church because it does not have Apostolic Succession, Holy Orders, Eucharist, Holocaust (Holy Sacrifice of Mass) and so please stop identifying it as a Church for such use tends to confuse (at best) and corrupt (most likely) the intellects of the faithful.
Lutherans are a genus of Christians born into a false religion which also includes other heretics who were also born into false religions.

We have been seduced by Ecumenism (The Universal Solvent of Tradition) to think only of what unites us while forgetting to remember the crucial things that divide us.
5. "Lutheran Intercommunion Isn’t Possible"? Please don't even say that. "Pope" Francis will feel provoked and will use every (heretical) means at his disposal to bring it about.
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Shakeup at Congregation for Divine Worship Described as a “Purge”
October 31, 2016

Readers’ comments at

http://www.onepeterfive.com/shakeup-at-congregation-for-divine-worship-described-as-a-purge/:

a) We have word from Lund, Sweden, now that Pope Francis and the Lutherans plan on a 'Shared Eucharist.'

Who wants to bet that this purge is so that Francis and co. can now construct a new Catholic/Lutheran rite with a new 'Eucharist'?

One that probably doesn't 'Transubstantiate' but rather vaguely just occurs as a symbol of unity and ecumenism and sharing and caring. Specifically made not only for joint Catholic/Lutheran worship but just about anyone. Heck maybe even the public adulterers will be allowed to partake of this bread.

And make no mistake, the only thing there will be bread. But oh boy, can't wait to see the praise and worship adoration sessions in front of this Abomination of Desolation.

And you think the Novus Ordo was bad? Where we're going, you won't need Tabernacles.

b) Intercommunion with Lutherans is impossible because they don't have the true faith in the Eucharist, the faith which was characteristic of all the Fathers of the Church. Luther invented a false doctrine about the Eucharist which is called impanation or consubstantiation. Our Lord would be present in the bread, but the bread remains. Luther was totally against the doctrine of the Sacrifice of the Mass, which is also universally held by all the Fathers of the Church and therefore false. The only ones who can have intercommunion are the Eastern Orthodox, as they have the true doctrine on the Eucharist and the Sacrament of Order, but that is not possible yet until, with God's grace they come to accept the doctrine of the Primacy of the Church of Rome.
BACKGROUND
Good Parents Say “No”: Pope Francis on Lutherans and the Eucharist 

https://onepeterfive.com/good-parents-say-no-pope-francis-on-lutherans-and-the-eucharist/ 

By Steve Skojec, November 18, 2015
“Ecclesial communities derived from the Reformation and separated from the Catholic Church, “have not preserved the proper reality of the Eucharistic mystery in its fullness, especially because of the absence of the sacrament of Holy Orders.” It is for this reason that, for the Catholic Church, Eucharistic intercommunion with these communities is not possible.” – Catechism of the Catholic Church, §1400
“Catholic ministers administer the sacraments licitly to Catholic members of the Christian faithful alone, who likewise receive them licitly from Catholic ministers alone…” – 1983 Code of Canon Law, Can. 844 §1.
The rules pertaining to the reception of the Holy Eucharist are well-established, and not a mystery to any catechized Catholic. Put simply, to approach Holy Communion, one must have observed the prescribed Eucharistic fast, must be in a state of grace (free from all mortal sin), and must be Catholic.

The separation between ourselves and the various Protestant denominations on any number of doctrinal and dogmatic matters are significant. I’m not going to spend time on those here, since others, more qualified than I, have been exploring these issues for nearly 500 years. There’s no shortage of source material on the topic. I will instead say only this: there are good reasons why it has never been the Catholic practice to give Holy Communion to anyone who doesn’t meet the criteria stated above — certain exceptions made for those in danger of death who can express sufficient belief in the sacramental mysteries notwithstanding.

This is basic stuff. Catholicism 101.

Which is why all Catholics should find it incomprehensible that Pope Francis, when confronted with a question from a Lutheran woman about whether she could receive the Eucharist with her Catholic husband, has such a hard time just reiterating Church teaching. Here’s what he said last weekend:

Question: My name is Anke de Bernardinis and, like many people in our community, I’m married to an Italian, who is a Roman Catholic Christian. We’ve lived happily together for many years, sharing joys and sorrows. And so we greatly regret being divided in faith and not being able to participate in the Lord’s Supper together. What can we do to achieve, finally, communion on this point?

Pope Francis: The question on sharing the Lord’s Supper isn’t easy for me to respond to, above all in front of a theologian like Cardinal Kasper! I’m scared!

I think of how the Lord told us when he gave us this command to “do this in memory of me,” and when we share the Lord’s Supper, we recall and we imitate the same as the Lord. And there will be the Lord’s Supper, there will be the eternal banquet in the new Jerusalem, but that will be the last one. In the meantime, I ask myself — and don’t know how to respond — what you’re asking me, I ask myself the question. To share the Lord’s banquet: is it the goal of the path or is it the viaticum [provisions] for walking together? I leave that question to the theologians and those who understand.

It’s true that in a certain sense, to share means there aren’t differences between us, that we have the same doctrine – underscoring that word, a difficult word to understand — but I ask myself: but don’t we have the same Baptism? If we have the same Baptism, shouldn’t we be walking together? You’re a witness also of a profound journey, a journey of marriage: a journey really of the family and human love and of a shared faith, no? We have the same Baptism.

When you feel yourself to be a sinner – and I feel more of a sinner – when your husband feels a sinner, you go to the Lord and ask forgiveness; your husband does the same and also goes to the priest and asks absolution. I’m healed to keep alive the Baptism. When you pray together, that Baptism grows, becomes stronger. When you teach your kids who Jesus is, why Jesus came, what Jesus did for us, you’re doing the same thing, whether in the Lutheran language or the Catholic one, but it’s the same. The question: and the [Lord’s] Supper? There are questions that, only if one is sincere with oneself and with the little theological light one has, must be responded to on one’s own. See for yourself. This is my body. This is my blood. Do it in remembrance of me – this is a viaticum that helps us to journey on.

I once had a great friendship with an Episcopalian bishop who went a little wrong – he was 48 years old, married, two children. This was a discomfort to him – a Catholic wife, Catholic children, him a bishop. He accompanied his wife and children to Mass on Sunday, and then went to worship with his community. It was a step of participation in the Lord’s Supper. Then he went forward, the Lord called him, a just man. To your question, I can only respond with a question: what can I do with my husband, because the Lord’s Supper accompanies me on my path?

It’s a problem each must answer, but a pastor-friend once told me: “We believe that the Lord is present there, he is present. You all believe that the Lord is present. And so what’s the difference?” — “Eh, there are explanations, interpretations.” Life is bigger than explanations and interpretations. Always refer back to your baptism. “One faith, one baptism, one Lord.” This is what Paul tells us, and then take the consequences from there. I wouldn’t ever dare to allow this, because it’s not my competence. One baptism, one Lord, one faith. Talk to the Lord and then go forward. I don’t dare to say anything more.

You may also find it helpful to watch the video (with subtitles), since this conveys more of the mood and tone of the answer: https://youtu.be/6dv_HvNuumI 03: 30

There’s a lot of thinking out loud in the text above, and not a little circumspection. But there’s also a great deal of context that paints a pretty clear picture. It’s a very odd thing indeed when the chief guardian of the Catholic Faith doesn’t, by his own admission, know how to answer questions about the Eucharist – the most important treasure of Catholicism.
Worth noting in the Holy Father’s comments is his use of language pertaining to a “banquet” or “supper” – but not a word about sacrifice. This conceptualization of the liturgy and the Eucharist which is confected within it as principally a meal is, again, more attuned to Protestant sensibilities than authentically Catholic ones. The Church has always, or at least until the imposition of the new order of Mass in 1969, expressed the true nature of the Holy Sacrament of the Altar in a number of more authentic ways: the same sacrifice of Calvary, re-presented in an unbloody manner under the appearance of bread and wine; Christ as sin-offering and saving victim, the Lamb of God, the true holocaust offered upon the altar of oblation as a sacrifice for our redemption, etc. While the Last Supper is indeed where the Mass — and the Eucharist along with it — was instituted, it was on The Cross that it came into its fullness. The recognition that at every Mass we stand before The Cross with Mary, Mary Magdalene, and St. John, and that the Holy Communion we receive is Christ in the saving action of His passion and death, inspires in us a reverence for the Eucharist that imagining a mere sharing of bread at a re-enacted Passover meal does not.
Also revealing in the pope’s remarks is the anecdote in the penultimate paragraph about the Episcopalian bishop who “went a little wrong.” The identity of this man is transparent, given the details. It was Bishop Tony Palmer (may God have mercy on his soul), a known friend of Cardinal Bergoglio even before his election, who was, as indicated, married to a Catholic woman. Not mentioned by Francis, but widely reported on elsewhere, was the fact that Tony Palmer (who died in a motorcycle accident in August of 2014) was told not to convert to Catholicism by Jorge Bergoglio:

At one point, when Palmer was tired of living on the frontier and wanted to become Catholic, Bergoglio advised him against conversion for the sake of the mission.

“We need to have bridge-builders”, the cardinal told him.

It’s a bit difficult to process, isn’t it? To be told to ignore the promptings of heaven and not become Catholic by the very man who would later become the Vicar of Christ? And to have that same man, upon his elevation to the Petrine Throne, not then come to his senses and encourage the man to finish the journey home?

This is an important indicator in understanding the way Pope Francis views the relationship between Catholicism and other denominations. Time and again, we find evidence that he sees no important distinction between being Catholic and being non-Catholic, and certainly no urgency in embracing the fullness of truth in Christ’s Church, outside of which there is no salvation. This is not the first or only example; we’ve covered this before. As further evidence, this video of John & Carol Arnott, “Founding Pastors of Catch The Fire (formerly known as the Toronto Airport Christian Fellowship) and overseers of the Partners in Harvest Network of Churches” shows the Protestant couple gushing about how during their meeting with Pope Francis he told them he has no interest in their conversion.

This matters not only as it pertains to doctrinal integrity, or the salvation of souls (as if there are any larger concerns than these for the successor of St. Peter) but specifically in reference to the way the Eucharist is becoming, through the lens of this pontificate, a means to an end, rather than the end in itself. I have noted before that both Pope Francis and Cardinal Kasper are fond of saying that the Eucharist is “not a prize” for “the strong” or “the perfect” but rather a “source of strength” or “a powerful medicine and nourishment” for the weak. While the Eucharist undoubtedly serves this purpose for those in a state of grace who receive it with the proper disposition, this reduction of the sacrament to a spiritual balm that is given indiscriminately to those in need of help leads to only one conclusion: it should be given to…everyone. Regardless of their worthiness to receive it. It’s breathtaking to see 1 Corinthians 11:27-30 so thoroughly ignored.

Going back to his answer, when Francis says, pertaining to the varying beliefs on the Eucharistic presence, “Eh, there are explanations, interpretations. Life is bigger than explanations and interpretations.” he appears to be speaking dismissively about the differences between the concept of consubstantiation, which Martin Luther used to describe his flawed understanding of the Real Presence, and the Catholic dogma of transubstantiation. And yet, the former belief was condemned and anathematized in Canon IV of the Council of Trent:

If any one saith, that, after the consecration is completed, the body and blood of our Lord Jesus Christ are not in the admirable sacrament of the Eucharist, but (are there) only during the use, whilst it is being taken, and not either before or after; and that, in the hosts, or consecrated particles, which are reserved or which remain after communion, the true Body of the Lord remaineth not; let him be anathema.

None of what we have discussed so far is insignificant. But the final paragraph gives us cause for much deeper concern, inasmuch as it indicates not just the pope’s thinking, but a program of action. Let’s look at the relevant section again:

I wouldn’t ever dare to allow this, because it’s not my competence. One baptism, one Lord, one faith. Talk to the Lord and then go forward. I don’t dare to say anything more.

In much of the commentary I’m seeing — commentary trying desperately to square the papal circle — the focus is on the first “dare”. The pope says he wouldn’t dare “allow this.” What is “this”? Permission for Lutherans to receive the Eucharist in Catholic churches. He says that it is “not my competence.” This, as Fr. Z noted Monday, is technically correct. In what I can only suspect is an attempt to quell a panic, however, Fr. Z tries to make it sound like this is where the question stops:

A lot of people become angry and confused about some things that Pope Francis says… and doesn’t say… and then says and doesn’t say at the same time.  It’s frustrating to try to figure him out.  For example, he tends to speak in derogatory terms about doctrine and law, as if they are not important.  BUT… BUT… he doesn’t actually say that they aren’t.

There is the tone with which he speaks and there are the words with which he speaks.  We are left to untangle the knot.

That said, for this issue the Pope made a clear statement:

“I wouldn’t ever dare to allow this, because it’s not my competence.”
Before anyone gets out onto the ledge outside the window, read that again and repeat it to yourself.  The Pope is not saying that Lutherans can go to Communion.

This is also, if we’re being legalists about it, correct. The pope has not explicitly given permission to Lutherans to receive Communion. But — and this is a supersized “but” — he’s not telling them not to, either. In fact, he’s insinuating that it’s up to them. The final three sentences give the implicit permission to do just that:

“One baptism, one Lord, one faith.” Talk to the Lord and then go forward. I don’t dare to say anything more.”

Oh, but you must say something more, Holy Father! It is your solemn duty to do so. Good parents, whether they like it or not, have to say “no” to their children when they are doing something that will harm themselves. Even if the child really, really wants to do it.

Of course, we shouldn’t be too surprised by this, even if we find the reality of it rather shocking. We’ve already received plenty of warning that this is what he believes. We saw it in his favor for Kasper throughout the synodal process (and even in the statement above), along with his refusal to distance himself from the so-called “Kasper Proposal”. 
We saw it in his refusal to reassure the better part of a million Catholics who sent him the filial appeal. We saw it in his latest interview with Eugenio Scalfari, when Francis said, “the de facto appraisals are entrusted to the confessors, but at the end of faster or slower paths, all the divorced who ask [to receive Communion] will be admitted.” We saw yet another signal in the recent article from Fr. Spadaro, close confidant of Pope Francis, in which he indicated that the Synod has left the door open to Communion for the divorced and remarried – an article which Vatican watchers believe is indicative of the mind of Francis on the topic.

Why am I speaking here about Communion for the divorced and remarried when the topic is Communion for Lutherans? Because it’s all of a piece. 1 Corinthians 11:28 makes it clear how we must approach Holy Communion: “Examine yourselves, and only then eat of the bread and drink of the cup.” What Francis, Kasper, and others have been advocating is the idea that this examination is not necessary. That rather than being fearful that we “eat and drink judgment (or condemnation) against” ourselves if we receive the Eucharist unworthily, we should see it as the very means by which we may be strengthened on our “journey.” This is an outrageous form of utilitarianism, in which we use God — our first beginning and final end — to accomplish some other, lesser thing. If our worthiness to receive Him is treated as a matter of no importance, how can this be viewed as anything other than elevating the concerns of man — and man himself — above God?

Of course, this sort of humanism might produce other indicators – say, excessive concern for the material well-being of the poor, distribution of resources, or care for the environment – over and above concern for the salvation of souls.

We are at a point where it becomes almost impossible to believe that Pope Francis is doing these things by accident. His ideology is interwoven with Catholic belief, but it also works at cross-purposes with it. Statements like the one made to the Lutheran woman above, or the stalking horses floated to the media through surrogates like Scalfari, indicate that he feels constrained by the limits of his office in accomplishing his agenda. One priest — one of the new “Missionaries of Mercy” no less — recently issued an open letter to Pope Francis, warning him that if he continues to try to move against the doctrines of the Church, God will stop him, and he will “either die or be incapacitated, much as Pope Sixtus V dropped dead before he could accomplish his own will on a matter also touching on marriage and divorce…” And yet, all appearances are that Francis is too clever to try something like that. Instead, he’s figured out how to beat the limitations placed on him by papal infallibility. His method never violates the letter of the law, while savaging it in spirit. He does not invite the enemy in, he merely opens all the doors in the enemy’s full view.

In a piece on the pope’s comments to Lutherans by Rome-based journalist Edward Pentin, a source within the Vatican puts it plainly:

The Holy Father’s words have been causing widespread concern in Rome, leading some to go as far as to describe them as an attack on the sacraments. “The Rubicon has been crossed,” said one source close to the Vatican. “The Pope said it in a charming way, but this is really about mocking doctrine. We have seven sacraments, not one.”

Later that same day, Pentin tweeted this:
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At the risk of being repetitive, I’ll say it again: Pope Francis is doing damage to the Church that will take a very long time to repair, and more and more Catholics are waking up. He is also exposing, once and for all, the divergence of post-conciliar ideology from the battle-tested bastions of Catholic orthodoxy. Fr. Regis Scanlon recently said — in reference specifically to Humanae Vitae, contraception, and issues related to marriage — that the Church “must begin where She left off in 1968 and move forward with those who are Catholic.”
That’s going to have to happen – but it can’t just be limited to life issues and sexual teachings. It’s also going to have to include the areas of doctrine, liturgy, and praxis as well.

Pray for Pope Francis. Pray that God will shine the light of truth on him, so that he realizes what he is doing, and what the consequences are. And pray for his successor, that he will be both holy and wise, but also courageous, and deeply rooted in the Church’s traditions. He’s going to have a big job ahead of him, and it isn’t going to be pretty trying to unbreak what’s being broken.

We live in dangerous times.

Readers have left 135 comments
The protesting Pope
http://www.onepeterfive.com/the-protesting-pope/ 
By Matthew Karmel, November 20, 2015

In the 500 years since its inception, the Protestant revolt has evolved from the erroneous opinions of a single mad monk into a thousand-headed hydra of heresy, with each head snapping at the other almost as frequently as at the Catholic Church itself. Nonetheless, the many heads have remained joined at one common point, a point which Protestant theologians such as Paul Tillich and Dietrich Bonhoeffer desired to see writ large on the flag of modern Protestantism: Ecclesia semper reformanda est, i.e. “The Church is always to be reformed.”
Today, speaking to bishops and faithful gathered in Florence, Pope Francis made this profoundly Protestant thesis his own, quoting it verbatim.

As disturbing as that may be, it was not the most unsettling part of Pope Francis’ speech. That honor goes to his diatribe against what is becoming a major theme of his pontificate, i.e. the “Pelagianism” he sees as infecting the Church. National Catholic Register‘s Edward Pentin reports:

Pelagianism, the Pope told faithful gathered in Florence cathedral, “prompts the Church not to be humble, selfless and blessed. And it does so with the appearance of being a good.” Such an approach, he added, “brings us confidence in structures, organizations, in perfect planning because it’s abstract.”

But often “it leads us also to take a controlling, hard, regulatory style,” he said. “The law gives to the Pelagian security to feel superior, to have a precise orientation. This is its strength, not the light of the breath of the Spirit.”

“In facing evils or the problems of the Church,” the Pope went on, “it is useless to look for solutions in conservatism and fundamentalism, in the restoration of practices and outdated forms that aren’t even able to be culturally meaningful.”

Of course, we’ve heard Pope Francis speak on the subject of Pelagianism before. In fact, his barbed quip “self-absorbed promethean neopelagians” – aimed squarely at faithful Catholics of the traditional sort – has become something of a defiant self-appellation among the same. And that Pope Francis frowns upon any effort to restore the time-honored traditions of the Church – including her ancient liturgy – is not exactly news. So, what’s so unsettling about this speech?

A combination of context and historical precedent.

It was none other than Martin Luther himself who leveled the charge of “Pelagianism” against the Catholic Church on the eve of his own revolution. In his monograph entitled Augustine of Hippo and Martin Luther on Original Sin and Justification of the Sinner, Jairzinho Lopes Pereira of the University of Helsinki explains (p. 312):

Complaints against the Pelagian trend of theology of his own time is recurrent in young Luther. One of the most striking is found in Operationes in Psalmos (1519-1521). What is worse, he stressed in this work, is the fact that there was a new form of Pelagianism; the one he was fighting. It was worse than any other because it was not declared. It was Pelagianism disguised as an orthodox doctrine. The Reformer regarded Pelagianism as the most dangerous and pernicious of heresies (Inter omnes autem gladios imiorum maximum et nocentissimum meo iuditio merito pelagianam impietatem censebimus) and the source of all sorts of idolatries (hic error fons est universae idolatriae). Not surprisingly, he identified it with the very human tendency to state human righteousness (iustitia hominis) to the detriment of that of faith (iusitia fidei).

Augustine, Luther pointed out, fought Pelagians as declared heretics. He himself was fighting the very same heretical trend in men protected by the Church, under the skin of orthodox theologians. So Pelagianism, Luther stressed, is a timeless threat to Christian faith. […] After Augustine’s death the heresy rose; it not only did not find opposition, but also was openly allowed to rule within the Roman Church and universities. Nothing can be more dangerous, yet it remained in the Church, Luther claimed (pelagianos error vere omnium saeculorum error est, saepius opressus quidem, sed nunquam extinctus).

Sound familiar?

As one brave priest noted, the once-rhetorical question, “Is the Pope a Catholic?” no longer provokes laughter. Perhaps it is time to replace it with a more pointed question: “Is the Pope a Protestant?”

3 of 141 readers’ comments
1. The pope's continual announcements of his humility compared with the pride of others are very, very tiresome. No one who is truly humble continually draws attention to himself in order to chastise others. I believe it is true Pharisaism: "Lord, I thank Thee that I am not as others are!"
His theology is also quite perverse. Historical Pelagianism is unrecognizable in what he attacks as Pelagian. His argument is so theologically illiterate, it amounts to no more than vulgar name calling.

2. The problem with the Francis/Luther comparison is they have an opposite definition of Pelagianism. Luther correctly identified it as attempting to attain salvation apart from grace. I have no idea what the pope believes it to be other than a label for conservatives he hates.
3. “Is the Pope a Protestant?” Yes, the Pope is Protestant in everything but name.
Since Vatican II the Church has become largely Protestant in its pastoral direction and in the behavior of most Catholics (cafeteria variety). Pope Francis is now the personification of that trend. Luther couldn't have wished for a better outcome.

Pope’s advice to Lutheran woman: A clue to how he’ll rule on Communion for the ‘remarried’?
https://www.lifesitenews.com/news/popes-advice-to-lutheran-woman-a-clue-to-how-hell-rule-on-communion-for-the 
By John-Henry Westen and Andrew Guernsey, Rome, November 20, 2015
https://youtu.be/W8Dlt6gzB-4 10:20

In a speech to a gathering of Lutherans Sunday, Pope Francis told a Lutheran woman asking about receiving Communion with her Catholic husband to “go forward” guided by individual conscience.

Though not Magisterial, it nevertheless appears that Pope Francis is indicating disagreement with the Church’s traditional teaching against intercommunion. The comment is one of his most explicit on-the-record endorsements of a more liberalizing approach as to who may receive Holy Communion in the Catholic Church. According to one anonymous source close to the Vatican, speaking to the National Catholic Register, the comment was a “crossing the Rubicon moment” that is “mocking doctrine.”
The pope’s remarks have intensified anticipation that he will reverse the Church’s prohibition on admitting remarried divorcees living in adultery to Holy Communion in his post-Synodal apostolic exhortation.  Moreover, with the pope’s personal appointee to the Synod and widely-touted favored American son – Chicago Archbishop Blase Cupich – having proposed an openness to homosexual couples also being able to receive Communion, the pope’s position even on that front is left to speculation.

The pope began his answer to the Lutheran woman evoking laughter and applause as he said, “The question on sharing the Lord’s Supper isn’t easy for me to respond to, above all in front of a theologian like Cardinal Kasper – I’m scared!” Cardinal Walter Kasper, the man responsible for the initial suggestion to allow Communion for remarried divorcees, accompanied the pope on his visit to the Lutheran church.

Concluding his remarks, the pope said:

It’s a problem each must answer, but a pastor-friend once told me: “We believe that the Lord is present there, he is present. You all believe that the Lord is present. And so what’s the difference?” — “Eh, there are explanations, interpretations.” Life is bigger than explanations and interpretations. Always refer back to your baptism. “One faith, one baptism, one Lord.” This is what Paul tells us, and then take the consequences from there. I wouldn’t ever dare to allow this, because it’s not my competence. One baptism, one Lord, one faith. Talk to the Lord and then go forward. I don’t dare to say anything more.

Though some have taken the remarks as “pastoral,” well-known blogging priest and former Anglican Father Dwight Longenecker questioned them on this ground.  “It is very nice of the Holy Father to be kind and welcoming to the Lutheran wife of the Catholic, but there is another side to the question,” he wrote on his blog. “He is being very pastoral to the Protestant but how pastoral is he being to those of us who convert to the Catholic faith?”

“Some of us have given up virtually everything to convert to Catholicism,” he added. “We have given up careers, homes, family and future and entered the Catholic Church as simple supplicants. We have made great sacrifices for church unity. When a Catholic pastor bends over backwards to make every accommodation possible for a Protestant and hints that it is okay for them to receive Catholic communion how ‘pastoral’ is that to the men and women and their families who have given so much because they really did believe there was a difference between Lutheran and Catholic and that it was worth giving up everything to be in full communion?”

Rocco Palmo, author of the well-known Church-watching blog Whispers in the Loggia, speculates that the pope must have been prepared for the question in advance. He writes: "Having employed Q&A as a favorite format with no shortage of groups over time, Papa Bergoglio is customarily appraised of the questions to be put to him in advance – and given the situation here, it'd be practically impossible to believe that Francis didn't anticipate the topic coming up."

Readers have left 84 comments
Did the pope say Lutherans can take Communion at Catholic Mass?
https://www.ncronline.org/news/vatican/did-pope-francis-say-lutherans-can-take-communion-catholic-mass 
By David Gibson, November 21, 2015. This is a liberal agency
Pope Francis has a knack for setting traditionalist teeth on edge with unscripted musings on sacred topics. He recently did it again when he seemed to suggest that a Lutheran could receive Communion in the Catholic Church after consulting her conscience.

The exchange came up during a prayer service last Sunday evening, Nov. 15, at a Lutheran church in Rome that had invited the pontiff. And he used the occasion to engage in a question-and-answer session with some of the congregants.

One woman, Anke de Bernardinis, told Francis that she was married to a Catholic and that she and her husband share many "joys and sorrows" in life, but not Communion at church. "What can we do on this point to finally attain Communion?" she asked.
The question is fraught because the Eucharist is so central to sacramental Christianity, and because of the Catholic belief that Jesus’ body and blood are truly present in a special way in the bread and wine consecrated by a priest -- an understanding that was rejected by most Protestants after the Reformation, and which has been a source of division ever since.

Francis recognized the weight of the moment, and joked that he was "afraid" to respond in detail on such a topic in front of his friend Cardinal Walter Kasper, a renowned German theologian who was also present.

The pope went on at some length to wonder whether the Eucharist should be thought of as an end point of ecumenism, or as an aid on the journey together toward full denominational communion. Francis stressed that it was not his place to give permission for Protestants to receive Catholic Communion, and that differences on doctrine remain.

But he noted that "life is greater than explanations and interpretations," and he cited his own experiences in which Protestant friends said they also believe in the "real presence" of Jesus in the Eucharist.

The common baptism of believers was the key starting point, Francis said. "One Baptism, one Lord, one faith," he repeated, concluding with this counsel to de Bernardinis: "Speak with the Lord and go ahead," indicating that it was as much a personal as an institutional question. "I don’t dare say more."

Of course others were quick to fill in that silence, mainly with criticisms.

"Once again Pope Francis, in being pastoral and kind, has muddled things up and confused the faithful," wrote the Rev. Dwight Longenecker, a blogging priest who was raised Protestant and converted to Catholicism. 
It was an “unsatisfactory waffle from a successor of Peter,” Longenecker said, adding that Francis should have told the woman to become Catholic.

"Hard to avoid the conclusion that Pope Francis just effectively rewrote the Catechism, and destroyed a Eucharistic discipline that has existed since the Reformation," wrote the American Conservative’s Rod Dreher, another convert to Catholicism who later left for the Orthodox Church. "The Pope is refuting the magisterial teaching of his own Church, and not on a small matter either."

Yet the assumption about the sharp dividing line on Communion isn’t quite right.

Bishop Denis J. Madden, an auxiliary bishop of the Baltimore archdiocese, noted in an interview that both Catholic canon law and the 1993 Ecumenical Directory provide for certain cases in which "intercommunion" is possible. Those circumstances are usually in cases of emergency or "grave necessity," or with the permission of the local bishop or national hierarchy.

One crucial condition for a Protestant to receive Communion is that they genuinely believe in the "real presence" of Christ in the Eucharist.

That, in fact, is something that Lutheran and Catholic leaders agree on, said Madden, who last month issued, with his counterpart from the Evangelical Lutheran Church in America, a major document summarizing 32 points of agreement between the two churches as they head toward the symbolic 500th anniversary of the Reformation, on Oct. 31, 2017.

“I don’t think we should jump to the point and say, ‘Oh come on, we’ll all just put our hands on each other’s shoulders and go to Communion together.’ No, there are still things we differ on,” said Madden, who noted there are other disagreements about ordination and the like.

“But what we try to say in this document is that while there are a number of things we differ on, they are not enough to keep us separated.”

As far as Francis’ implication that a Protestant believer could consult his or her conscience and decide to approach for Communion, Madden said that’s not completely out of bounds.

He recalled the episode at the 2005 funeral of Saint John Paul II, when Cardinal Joseph Ratzinger -- a theological straight shooter who would be elected Pope Benedict XVI a short time later -- gave Communion to Brother Roger, a Swiss Protestant and founder of the Taize ecumenical monastic community in southeast France.

"Ratzinger was criticized for that, but he felt that Brother Roger believed in the real presence, that he was prayerful, that it was an appropriate setting for that particular time,” Madden said. “And he did not feel it was inappropriate."

(It later came out that John Paul himself had repeatedly given Brother Roger Communion at Mass, though the monastic never converted.)

"If you have those times when there is shared communion that does not mean that everything is agreed upon," Madden said. "There will always be time for debate and for parsing and so on. But then there comes a time when you have to look at what is the greater good."

Edward Condon, a canon lawyer who writes for the Catholic Herald of Britain, made a similar point.

"While some have gone bonkers at the suggestion that the pope wants to give Communion to Protestants, the church already holds that this is not a simple question of can they or can’t they, but one of time, place, disposition, and belief," Condon wrote in a column.

"These are not procedural hoops to jump through but necessary expressions of the seriousness of the Eucharist."

‘Revolution’: Rome Lutheran pastor says Pope Francis ‘opened door’ to intercommunion
https://www.lifesitenews.com/news/revolution-rome-lutheran-pastor-says-pope-francis-opened-door-to-intercommu 
By Pete Baklinski, Rome, December 16, 2015
Pope Francis “opened the door” to intercommunion between Catholics and Lutherans last month, beginning a “revolution,” says the pastor of the Lutheran community the pope visited recently.

“I think it’s typical for Pope Francis to open doors, and now we, as churches, have the duty to find ways to fill this open door with more of a life of ecumenism, of unity,” Pastor Jens Kruse of Rome’s Evangelical Lutheran Church said in a December 12 interview with the National Catholic Register’s Ed Pentin.

Pope Francis raised controversy last month after suggesting to a Lutheran woman who asked about receiving Communion with her Catholic husband that she could “go forward" guided by individual conscience.

The Vatican’s liturgy chief, Cardinal Robert Sarah, responded days later by stating that “Intercommunion is not permitted between Catholics and non-Catholics.”

“You must confess the Catholic Faith. A non-Catholic cannot receive Communion. That is very, very clear. It’s not a matter of following your conscience,” he told Aleteia at that time.

When asked if a priest is permitted to give Holy Communion to both husband and wife if he knows one is Catholic, Cardinal Sarah responded: “No, we give Communion to Catholics. Many priests have told me: ‘I give Communion to everybody.’ It’s nonsense.”

Sarah said that opening the doors to intercommunion would only “promote profanation” of the holy Eucharist.

“We cannot do this. It’s not that I have to talk to the Lord in order to know if I should go to Communion. No, I have to know if I’m in accord with the rule of the Church. It’s my conscience that says: ‘Go.’ My conscience must be enlightened by the rule of the Church, which says that in order to communicate, I need to be in the state of grace, without sin, and have the faith of the Catholic Church,” he said at that time.
But Pastor Kruse believes the pope has begun what he called a “revolution” regarding intercommunion.

“Before this meeting in our church we thought this door [to intercommunion] was closed and we’d have to wait for an eternity to celebrate the Eucharist together. But now there’s another way, and I think it’s a kind of revolution for both churches to think, with much more intensity, to find solutions to this question,” he said.

“It’s not a question of theology. It’s a question of whether we want more unity or not,” he added.

Kruse said he disagrees with the Catholic position that someone does wrong who receives the Eucharist while not consenting to the dogmas of the Church. He says the individual’s decision to respond to Jesus’ invitation trumps doctrine.

“Because it’s Jesus Christ who invites us to participate, it’s not the Catholic or Lutheran Church, and it’s not a question of Lutheran dogmas or Catholic dogmas. Jesus Christ himself invites us and gives us His blood and His body,” he said. 

1 of 18 readers’ comments
I wonder if these members of the clergy (whether priests who knowingly give the Blessed Sacrament to non-Catholics or clergy - Catholic or Protestant - who are drawn to a false unity) will be willing to accept the guilt and punishment of those they counsel. St. Paul warns us in First Corinthians.

Eucharistic betrayal
http://www.churchmilitant.com/video/episode/eucharistic-betrayal 
By Michael Voris, February 29, 2016
What some of the American bishops are doing with regard to the Blessed Sacrament is shameful, reprehensible and downright traitorous. And they are paving the way for souls to go to Hell — in the first position, their own.
No wonder so many of them agree, or in the very least never push back, against the idiotic notion that we have a reasonable hope that all men are saved. They don't want to preach against Hell or even acknowledge it, because if Hell exists, in their minds they would be the first ones going there.

As we approach the 500th anniversary of the Protestant revolt of the psychologically disturbed (and that's being kind) Fr. Martin Luther, various clerics are ready to simply give away the farm to the Prottys for the sake of everyone getting along. Case in point: This piece of trash called "Declaration on the Way: Church, Ministry and Eucharist."

They of course are meaning "on the way" to ecumenism, but what it really is on the way to Hell. It so betrays the teachings of the Church on the Blessed Sacrament that Judas Himself and the Jews at Capernaum would have had a tough job coming up with a piece of more traitorous trash.

The treachery is complete; you have to give them that. It's a compilation, approved by one of those U.S. Bishop Committees with 137 words in its title — something going on about interfaith, interreligious, internal, speenal, interconference internalism. Dear Lord, spare us from the word of politically correct bishops' committees.

The upshot: The notion of Church is completely whitewashed to the point that Lutherans and Catholics are essentially the same Church. From that point, well, since we are so closely related that we are almost the same Church, then I mean, what the heck, let's just view our "ministers" as pretty much the same also.

I mean, is there that much of a difference between our bishops and their bishops? Our soft-looking men bishops and their tough-looking women bishops — they sort of balance each other out, right?

The document treats the "priesthood" as the same in so many ways that the actual difference between the Lutheran ministerdom and the Catholic priesthood is practically non-existent. And this essentially no-difference priesthood produces — drum roll please — an essentially no-difference Eucharist.

https://youtu.be/ztxYtxzf_eE 03:59
How could a faithful Catholic have any other feeling than anger at this garbage?
It makes a mockery of Our Lord's Church, His priesthood, His Real Presence. At least when Judas first betrayed Our Lord in his heart at Capernaum — remember, Our Lord called him out as being a devil — at least he hadn't yet been to the Last Supper, nor had he witnessed the Resurrection.

These modernist bishops know the truth of the Real Presence and the Resurrection — and they still betray Our Lord. This document is horrific and should be denounced by any bishop of good will.

https://youtu.be/HIvyM_b8LOo 02:16
This week's "Mic'd Up" episode goes into a great explanation of the errors of all this. This is a perfect example that you should familiarize yourself with because it is such a shining of example, a microcosm, of everything wrong in the Church these days: corruption of leadership, willingness to sell the Faith down the river, wrongheaded understanding of the Faith on the part of bishops and their little collections of equally wrongheaded theologians, an enthusiasm to compromise the Faith for the sake of getting along with protestant error.
The list of errors is so extensive that it almost needs its own syllabus. But it is the prime example of all that has gone so terribly off the tracks.

Click the link to watch the discussion. Tell your friends to watch it. Better yet, invite over a couple of acquaintances who are doubtful or indifferent about the crisis and tell them you'll feed them a good dinner if they watch this with you for the hour. Hand them a copy of the document (be sure and wear gloves, though, to avoid being contaminated), and point things out to them.

Talk about a golden opportunity to set the record straight and open up some minds. You may have to admit the host is a little off his beam — but hey, nothing's perfect, right?
Use this moment. It is a teaching moment. And if you are wondering — yes, this is a great way to go about the much-heralded New Evangelization. That term was popularized by Pope St. John Paul II, who applied it to Catholics who need to be re-instructed in the Faith. Well, here you go; what better way to go about that task than to use something which points out the crisis and affords an opportunity to actually catechize?

Think about it.  Look through the document yourself (believe me, you don't need a degree in advanced theology), and then invite over some folks you know who need to hear this. Use the moment to expand the conversation to the greater crisis in the Church: How could bishops sign off on this? Why would theologian agree to this? And so on. It will be quite a little dinner party.

When you’ve done it, contact us and let us know how it went.

Readers have left 188 comments
Pope Francis creates anticipation for intercommunion between Catholics and Lutherans
https://www.lifesitenews.com/news/pope-francis-creates-anticipation-for-intercommunion-between-catholics-and 
By John-Henry Westen, October 27, 2016
It’s gearing up to be one of the hottest topics in Sweden and around the Lutheran world. As the October 31 kickoff draws near for the yearlong celebration of Martin Luther’s launch of the Protestant Reformation, Lutheran and Catholic bishops are expressing their expectation of the ability to receive Communion in the Catholic Church, a practice that is not lawful. Pope Francis, who will travel to Lund, Sweden, to participate in the ceremonies, has himself elicited the excitement by suggesting that intercommunion is a possibility.

The Lutheran Church of Sweden to which Pope Francis is going for the celebration accepts contraception, abortion, homosexuality, and female clergy, all of which are strictly and unalterably forbidden in the Catholic Church. Regarding the Eucharist, Lutherans have a fundamentally different faith from Catholics, who believe that during the consecration at Mass the bread used becomes the body and blood of Jesus Christ while still looking like bread. Lutherans believe in a fleeting presence – that while Christ is present in the bread during the service, it is just normal bread again outside the service.

Nevertheless, Eucharistic intercommunion is the main desire for Lutheran and Catholic leaders involved in the Papal participation in the Lutheran commemoration.

Swedish Professor Dr. Clemens Cavallin in an essay on “Sweden and the 500-year reformation anamnesis” notes that the Church of Sweden webpage states explicitly about the pope’s visit: “What we foremost wish is that the common celebration of the Eucharist will be officially possible. This is especially important for families where members belong to different denominations.”

In an interview with a major daily in Sweden in January, the female Archbishop of the Church of Sweden, Antje Jackelén, said specifically her desire was for intercommunion. “We would like to officially receive approval for a joint celebration of the Eucharist,” she said. “It is still something troublesome, for a family in which one is Catholic and the other Lutheran, that they cannot go to the same communion table in a Catholic church.”

Bishop William Kenney, a former Swedish Catholic bishop who is now Auxiliary of Birmingham, England, and co-chair of the international dialogue between the Lutheran World Federation and the Pontifical Council for Promoting Christian Unity, has suggested that intercommunion in some form is a possibility he is hoping for from the papal visit. In an interview with Crux, he called intercommunion “one of the big issues” of the papal visit. “If I wanted Francis to cause a pleasant revolution in Lund, he would say Lutherans can, under certain circumstances without asking all the time, receive the Eucharist. That would be a major gesture,” Bishop Kenney said.

Kenney added, “The sort of thing I would like to see is that in a so-called ecumenical marriage, the non-Catholic party can always go to Communion with his or her partner. That would be a major step forward, and it’s pastorally very desirable.”

Intercommunion even in limited cases such as for married couples, where one of the spouses is Lutheran and the other Catholic, would mark a severe break with Church teaching and tradition. Just after the Pope made his controversial remarks in a Lutheran church in Rome suggesting intercommunion was possible, Vatican liturgy chief Cardinal Robert Sarah took the extraordinarily rare step of precisely contradicting the Pope’s words. Cardinal Sarah said, “Intercommunion is not permitted between Catholics and non-Catholics.” The Cardinal said, “You must confess the Catholic faith. A non-Catholic cannot receive Communion. That is very, very clear. It’s not a matter of following your conscience.”

3 of 120 readers’ comments
1. If this turns out as stated in the article, I will no longer accept this man as pope.

Time for the good cardinals to walk the talk.

2. Actually, the good news is that the Catholic Church of Jesus Christ is immutable. As such, no pope can change the church. A pope may choose to carry on like Francis, but his actions and words prove he's a heretic.

While communion to Lutherans is very bad due to their heretical beliefs and lack of professing one holy Catholic and Apostolic Church, far worse is communion to remarried public adulterers because we can trace this directly back to the Gospel as forbidden. 
3. Whatever the case, the Church teaches that you cannot receive Communion without first confessing your sins and receiving absolution in Confession. Protestants reject the Sacrament of Confession so there cannot be any 'intercommunion'.
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