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 The Lord placed it on my heart. A very dangerous assumption
https://www.churchmilitant.com/video/episode/vortex-the-lord-placed-it-on-my-heart 

By Michael Voris, August 2, 2017
If there is one overarching aspect to the Catholic Church in the United States today, it is that the delicate balance between faith and reason, that wonderful relationship by which man's soul and intellect combine, has tipped too far to the faith side, abandoning reason or perhaps better stated has become blind faith fueled by emotionalism. For example, it is somewhat common these days to hear reasonably orthodox Catholics use expressions like, "The Lord placed it on my heart ..." or "The Holy Spirit told me ..." Ridiculous.

This is not to discount inspiration, but it is to say that the immediate, knee-jerk response to any thought or feeling coming to someone has become unhinged. It's the religious-minded equivalent of blaming every bad action on the diabolical with the catch phrase "the devil made me do it." Atheists have nice thoughts on occasion and are even motivated to do some moral good like giving a beggar a buck, but that does not mean the motivation for the act came from the Holy Spirit or the hackneyed excuse, "The Lord placed it on my heart."

A little further investigation reveals that phrases like this have a long history of use in some Protestant circles where it's all about a "personal relationship with your Lord and Savior Jesus Christ." So the view dominates that any "good" thought was communicated to the person directly by God with no mediation. This is, of course, the touchstone of Protestantism — an individuality that ascribes everything about "theology" to the person and whatever motivation or inspiration has come personally to them from God. Small wonder then that there are 40,000 Protestant denominations and counting.

What the whole ecumenism movement has caused is not a coming to acceptance by Protestants of those Catholic things, which they reject, but rather a downplaying by Catholics of those divinely-revealed truths. Too often, clergy and laity are overly gun shy about just stating Catholic truth and having a good old-fashioned throw down about it. For goodness sakes, get some guts guys. Protestants never seem to be concerned about hurting our feelings or offending us when they say the Real Presence isn't real or Mary gets too much emphasis and so forth. It never enters their minds that they should tread softly when ripping out Bible verses to "prove" the Church is wrong about this or that.

And yet Catholics, too many, go immediately into pantywaist mode and try to find the gingerly way of addressing the falsehood, as though turning into a wimp or doormat is meritorious and following Christ's example of meekness. It is not. It is capitulation, sacrificing the Truth for your own good. Too many Catholics don't want to come off as forceful, so they begin downshifting. That's not how you win converts. It's how you get steamrolled.

Part of this psychology, this protestantized psychology, is evident in the vocabulary so many Catholics use today — the music at Mass and the outward gestures — all decidedly Protestant with a little coating of Catholicism. Catholic identity has been offered up with no concurrent offering by Protestantism. Catholics who still practice the Faith in any meaningful way, less than 20 percent of total U.S. Catholics, look and sound decidedly more Protestant than their counterparts look and sound Catholic. In virtually every area — theology, liturgy, music, devotional life and so forth — much has been cast overboard by Catholics with nothing of substance to show in exchange. Which brings us back to this point about "The Lord placed it on my heart ..." or "The Holy Spirit told me ..."  Those are decidedly Protestant phrases, underlying a Protestant approach to relationship with God.

First of all, even use of the term "the Lord," as opposed to the more Catholic "Our Lord," rings of Protestantism. Recall, Catholicism offers intimacy with Our Lord; Protestantism offers a personal relationship with "the Lord." All relationships are personal, involving persons, but intimacy is reserved for those persons who are special.

If you get in a taxi at the airport and are chatting with the cabbie, you are in a personal relationship with him, based on you both being persons and obviously in relation to each other. He's the driver, you are the fare. But when you pay the fare, hop out and rush into the arms of your loved one excitedly waiting for you, you are in yet another personal relationship, but this personal relationship rises to a level of intimacy you did not have with the cabbie at least not normally. And so it is with Protestantism, vis-à-vis Catholicism — personal relationship, yes on both counts but intimate relationship, is only with Catholicism.
And on the subject of relationship and the false notion that a relationship is what is needed, how does the Protestant address the reality of his relationship with Satan? With the exception of the Mother of God and John the Baptist, all human creatures have had, and dare we say still have, a personal relationship with the demon. He tempts and too often We respond. We are in relationship to him personally. He lies to us because he knows us very well, and we willfully accept his lies and sin. So for someone to claim that a personal relationship is all that is needed fails to carry their own thought to its logical conclusion.

Having a personal relationship with Satan is for almost all human beings a sad reality of our fallen nature. But we would never want to claim we have intimacy with the Father of Lies, although it would appear that many do. Herein lies the distinction, an essential distinction, between a mere personal relationship and one of intimacy of the Protestant error and Catholic truth.

Enjoying a personal relationship with Our Lord and Savior Jesus Christ is insufficient for salvation because the same person also enjoys — and we may use the word enjoys because that captures the reality of sin — a personal relationship with the demon, else he would never, ever sin. Intimacy is what is required, not the insufficient, bare-bones absurdity of just a personal relationship.

That intimacy with Our Lord can only be found in the Catholic Church. It's even why we use the intimate term "our" as opposed to the more sterile "the" as in "the Lord." Both are true. One is better because it is intimate. Intimacy with God never presumes as in "The Lord placed it on my heart ..." How precisely do you know that, not feel it, but know it? You just made a claim, asserting a fact and therefore factually-based evidence must be brought forward. For truly, Martin Luther claimed the horrors he unleashed on Christianity were inspired of God, as did all the Protestant revolutionaries. How do you know?

This almost gnostic expression of "knowing" what God has said, done or willed, outside of public Divine Revelation is extremely prideful, no matter how well-intentioned or innocently delusional, and as such, it is a perfect door in for the diabolical.

This is why it is so disturbing to witness well-meaning Catholics traffic in this currency. It's not Catholic. It's not Catholic vocabulary. It's not Catholic tradition. It's not Catholic anything. Its roots lay in a heretical understanding of God, Church and Scriptures, and no amount of desiring it to be true can make it so.

Be Catholic and grow in intimacy, not relationship.
2 of 281 readers’ comments

1. Thanks, Michael. This needs to be said.

We need to reclaim our vocabulary from those who have misappropriated it, especially words like "Church" and "Christian" to name but two of many. These are Catholic words, and we must take them back!

Whenever I talk to non-Catholics who describe themselves as "Christian" I very deliberately use the word "Christian" to describe what they would see as our sectarian "Catholic" things such as apostolic succession, the papacy, the hierarchical Church, the sacraments, purgatory, Our Lady, and so on.

I will not grant for one femtosecond that there is a difference between "Catholic" beliefs and "Christian" beliefs, thereby allowing heretics and schismatics to get away with using the words "Christian" and "Church" in the erroneous way they do. After all, there is no such thing as being fully Christian without being Catholic - the words are synonymous. Catholicity is one of the marks of the Church, and there is no church other than that founded by Our Lord himself, which is One, Holy, Catholic, and Apostolic.

The reason I do this when engaging non-Catholics is that I will not cede to them the word "Christian" as a legitimate way of describing themselves -- to the extent that their beliefs and cult differ from those taught and practised by the Catholic Church they are not Christian. We need to speak with an air of humble confidence that this is so obviously true such that if anyone challenges this "tacit assumption" we have an opportunity to explain why there is no way of being Christian without being a Catholic.

When I take non-Catholics on a tour of a church building, for example, I say things like "We Christians believe and have always believed that Christ Our Lord becomes truly present in his body, blood, soul and divinity during the Holy Mass, and we participate in Him when we communicate (take communion) in the Holy Eucharist."

In other words, I use the word "Christian" to refer to us Catholics in a way that leaves no room for any difference between the two. This is to make it clear that those who do not accept the Real Presence or the Mass (for example) are in some way defective in their belief and to that extent outside the Christian faith.

This sometimes prompts a non-Catholic (e.g. a Protestant) to say "but we are Christians and we don't believe that about the Mass or Eucharist", which is exactly the response I wish to provoke ... because it provides the opportunity to explain why refusing to believe essential elements of the Faith that Christ Our Lord himself taught really disqualifies one from calling oneself Christian. In other words, if you want to be a Christian, you must hold and believe all that Christ's Catholic Church teaches, and act accordingly.

In short, we Catholics should use the word "Christian Church" as referring to the Catholic Church as the most normal and natural vocabulary. It is OUR language, and we must take it back from those who have stolen it. No Catholic should allow a self-proclaimed "Christian" who is not a Catholic to get away with using OUR words to meaning something different from what Holy Mother Church teaches. And the same goes for words like "church". It's OUR language, and we must fight to reclaim it from those who have stolen it.
This "Reconquista of the Language" as I call it also extends to the Culture War.
For example, I will never ever use the word "gay" to refer to homosexuals and homosexuality. "Gay" is a good English word that has been misappropriated and abused, and I refuse to cede it to the homosexualists. I always use "homosexual" or "sodomite" and never "gay".

I urge you to do the same. There can be no compromise or accommodation with the Enemy!!

2. This issue of Vortex should be played in the jumbo tron screens on the Charismatic conferences for all the so-called "charismatic" Catholics to see. The great heresy and fallacy of the Charismatic Movement was when they started to have this so called "experiences in the spirit" only months after the closing of Vatican II, instead of submitting them to a good and holy spiritual director, they went and asked the Pentecostals because hey, they knew all about the charisms in the spirit. Thus started the so called Charismatic Movement in February of 1967 in the University of Duquesne in Pittsburg, by the laity, and from there, rapidly like wild fire, before the bishops could do anything, it spread all across the US and elsewhere. One of its greatest defenders was the late Cardinal Suenens, also well known for experimenting with many liturgical abuses, and fostering the horrendous abominable practice of communion in the hand.
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