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Mary’s grace
http://www.saint-mike.net/qa/fs/viewanswer.asp?QID=179 

September 14, 2004

Q: I understand that Mary's Immaculate Conception was only possible through the death and resurrection of Jesus, although chronologically it had not occurred. I do not understand, however, why God would not conceive everyone immaculately. I know there must be a reason, but I sure can't figure it out. -Rachel
A: The grace given to Mary was singular. She was given this particular and special and singular grace because she was to become the Ark of the New Covenant. If that were not the case, then Mary would not have received this grace. We do not receive this grace because we are not the Ark of the New Covenant.
As we learn in the Old Testament, the Lamb of Sacrifice had to be unblemished and untouched (pre-sexual). Jesus was THE Lamb of God and thus had to be unblemished and pure (non-sexual) in order to be the Lamb of Sacrifice for our sins.
We also learn in the Old Testament that wherever the presence of God resides, that place must be made holy and sacred. We also learn that once something has been made holy and sacred it can never again be used for normal purposes.
One of the stories in the Old Testament is about the Ark of the Covenant being moved to the new Temple. On the way the Ark began to fall. A well-meaning soldier placed his hand on the Ark to prevent it from falling in the mud. He was well intentioned and devout, but nevertheless he was struck down dead on the spot. Why? Because he touched the Ark with unconsecrated hands and nothing unclean, unholy can touch the Ark.
For Jesus to reside in Mary's womb (the ark of the New Covenant), that womb MUST be unblemished by sin (even original sin) and be untouched (virginal). Her womb was made holy and sacred in preparation of the coming of the Lord Jesus to reside in this living Ark of the Covenant.
Thus, in order to make Mary's womb holy and sacred, without blemish, God granted her the Immaculate Conception in which at the moment of her conception she was preserved from the stain of original sin thus making her qualified to have God reside in her womb.
By this grace Mary was not only preserved from the stain of original sin, but was not enslaved to sin -- she was sinless. The graces of the Cross was applied to her in advance. Again, in order for Mary's womb to carry the man-God she must not only be free from original sin, but from actual sin too.
Then to finish this story, Mary HAD to be virginal to fulfill the requirements of the Ark being untouched and pure. 
Mary HAD to be perpetually virgin because once God has consecrated something as holy and sacred, it must be respected always and never again used for normal purposes.
Mary HAD to be Assumed into Heaven because again, something holy and sacred cannot be allowed to decay.
Thus the Marian doctrines of the Immaculate Conception and sinless life, Virginal Birth of Jesus, Perpetual Virginity, and her Assumption in the Heaven HAD TO HAPPEN that way; it could not have happened any other way, for if it had, God would have been a liar about his economy of the sacred and holy. If these things were not so, then that soldier who died trying to keep the Ark of the Covenant from falling in the mud died in vain and for nothing.
These graces were given to Mary alone because Mary was the one called to serve God in this most unique and special way that no other human being has or ever will be called to do. This was truly singular. This is why Mary is honored above all other woman for all generations.
That is why she, and not us, was given that grace.
Mary’s grace

http://www.saint-mike.net/qa/fs/viewanswer.asp?QID=207
September 24, 2004 

Q: If I may, could I add the following of what I tell my children and others that ask why God wouldn't create us all sinless as He did Mary?


Mary could have sinned if she so desired to. Just because she was conceived immaculately, it didn't take away her free will or her opportunities to sin if she chose to. For as we recall, Adam and Eve were created without sin, yet given free will and "walked with God" in the Garden of Eden. However, unlike Mary, they chose to sin. She chose not to sin.
We must remember that God did create the original humans without the stain of any sin (yet they fell into sin anyways as do we at times). And once we are baptized we are also without the stain of sin and given God's graces to resist the temptation to sin. However, unlike Mary, we chose to commit numerous sins.
I could be wrong, but I think that Rachel's question also asked along these lines. –Claire

A: You almost have it.  Except for Mary and Jesus, we all have the stain of Original Sin -- even after Baptism. That is why it is so hard for us to choose to resist temptation and sin -- the stain of Original Sin gives us a sinful inclination.
Baptism does not remove the "stain" of original sin, it removes the "penalty" of original sin. If our souls were like a shirt that was seriously stained, baptism washes the shirt clean, but the stain is still there. The stain remover will not come until the resurrection.
Because Mary was without the stain of original sin in the first place, her "inclination" toward sin was not there. While she still had free will, her will was more perfected and not contaminated by the "inclination" to sin that we experience.
Mary and the line of David
http://www.saint-mike.net/qa/fs/viewanswer.asp?QID=247  
October 9, 2004 

Q: I read your response to "The Didache/ Leslie /Thursday, October 07, 2004.
In it you said, "Jesus was the son of David by blood through his mother Mary who was of the line of David."
Now, I fully believe this, but cannot find this in the Bible anywhere. I know it is probably staring me straight in the face, but all I can seem to find is that Joseph is a blood decendant of King David, not where it says that Mary is.
Could you please tell me where I could find this? -Joseph

A: It is thought that the genealogy in Luke 3:23-38 is that of Mary and the genealogy of Mt 1:1-17 is that of St. Joseph. There is little support for this theory. St. Thomas Aquinas, following St. Augustine on this point, suggests that the St. Matthew's account stresses the messianic character of our Lord; and St. Luke's account teaching us about His priesthood. (See St. Thomas Aquinas, Summa theologiae, III, q. 31, a. 3 ad 3).
For more detail on this see the commentary on Luke 3:23-28 in the Navarre Bible: The Gospel of St. Luke
There is Biblical evidence, however, in the words of St. Paul in Romans 1:3 when he affirms that Jesus "was descended from David according to the flesh" (RSV-CE). The Douay-Rheims translation may make even more clear when it says that Jesus was "of the seed of David, according to the flesh."
Since Jesus was not of the seed of St. Joseph how could He descended from "David according to the flesh"? St. Joseph gave Jesus the legal status as a descendent of David, not that which is "according to the flesh."
Thus the only way that Jesus could be "of the seed of David" is for Mary to have been of the line of David also.
In addition, there appears to be direct inspired testimony of Mary as a descendant of David. In Luke 1:26-27 we read "in the sixth month the angel Gabriel was sent from God … to a virgin espoused to a man whose name was Joseph, of the house of David". Reading this text with the mindset of English grammar might and does cause people to interpret this as referring to Joseph as being "of the house of David." This is not true, however. The clause "of the house of David" refers to the virgin who is the principal person in the narrative. This interpretation of this passage is affirmed by the Church Fathers (Cf. St. Ignatius., ad Ephes, 187; St. Justin, c. Taryph., 100; St. Augustine, c. Faust, xxiii, 5-9) 
As Catholics, of course, we know that not everything is in the Bible, nor has to be in the Bible. The Bible itself says that not everything is recorded in the Gospels (Jn 21:25). While genealogy of Mary is Biblically implied by St. Paul and St. Luke appears to write the inspired knowledge that Mary was of the Line of David, this notion is further confirmed by both theological logic and by the teaching of the Fathers of the Church.
The theological logic stems from the words of St. Paul. It is about the legal and blood lines that would be required for Jesus to be the Messiah. Jesus had to come from the Line of David. Since Joseph was not his father, Jesus could not have been in the blood-line of David. He qualifies as Messiah by having the blood-line of David through Mary.
It was also required according to the Jewish economy that the Messiah not only be of the blood-line of David, but legally of David's line. St. Joseph, as foster father, provides that legal link.
The Church Fathers (see the saints mentioned above who commented on the Lukan passage, and others) and Church Tradition affirm all this.
Would Co-operatrix be a reasonable alternative?
http://www.saint-mike.net/qa/fs/viewanswer.asp?QID=306 

November 17, 2004 
Q: For the past number of years I have been struggling with the title of Our Lady as "Co-Redemptrix", in a nut shell my question is, wouldn't Co-operatrix rather than Co-redemptrix be a more accurate title? 
It seems to me that that speaks more directly to Our Lady's role in God's plan for redemption of the Human race and avoids any misunderstanding that may result in the use of the terminology of Co-Redemptrix I would really appreciate your feedback, because I really respect your opinion and theology, that and plus the fact that I do not have as extensive back ground in theology. –Tom F.
A: There is no real problem with the term "Co-Redemptrix" if one understands what that term means. The term does NOT mean that Mary is the redeemer or somehow equal to the Redeemer who is Jesus Christ. Rather Mary was a "cooperator" in the Redemption. That is why "co" is the prefix.
Mary's fiat, her cooperation with God to allow herself to be the Ark of the New Covenant, the mother of God, the mother of the Redeemer, is what brought the Redeemer into the world.

We often get confused by the prefix "co". In the English language today "co-something" often refers to one who is equal such as "co-worker", or one to has the ability to perform the same task such as in co-pilot. "Co" used in these ways is not how "co" is used in reference to the Marian doctrines, or proposed doctrines.

Mary is not a co-worker equal to God, or a co-pilot with the power of God to redeem, but a "cooperator" with God to facilitate bringing into the world the One who does have the power to Redeem.

This teaching, if it becomes dogma, will more closely identify Mary with the salvation economy of God; that salvation is through Mary to Jesus. The Church already has taught this, but has not formally defined this doctrine.

This is something to keep in mind that Mary has not be formally declared Co-Redemptrix. This title has been proposed, but not formally defined.

If the Church does make an infallible declaration on this, she will fully define exactly what it means.

Here are some articles that refers to the movement to ask the Holy Father to declare Mary "Co-Redemptrix" that includes some quotes from Popes that speak of this teaching and other theological explanations:

Mary as Co-Redemptrix
An Explanation of the Coredemptrix of Mary Title
Titles: Co-Redemptrix 

Expanding upon belief (Mary’s perpetual virginity) 
http://www.saint-mike.net/qa/fs/viewanswer.asp?QID=591 
May 13, 2007 

I want to expand upon a a question I had earlier if you dont mind ; ) 
Q: In the "2 part question" I asked about faith in dogma and you said "If the person denied a dogma of the faith, like the perpetual virginity, then technically the person would be in a state of automatic excommunication as a heretic."

What if the person believed in the dogma’s essence such as Mary is forever pure (a.k.a virgin). But could not see it physcially happening.

When I originally left Protestant Christianity, it was because I was raised sola scriptura (I think that is the right term for Bible alone). Of course when being taught that way it is easy to see how that could not be the truth. 

So I went Atheist (big A Atheist) for a while. Then I felt I was missing something so I went to a local Pagan circle even though I am not Pagan. Where I met a Wiccan and an Anglican Hermetricist. With their help I was able to see past my bitterness. Just because you do not literally believe something dose not mean it cannot have an effect on you because the essence of intangibles is real enough.

What is your view on dogma and intangibles of belief? -John A.
A: One must believe all that the Catholic Church requires for belief, and all the details of that dogma.

The teaching you were taught that to believe in the essence of the intangibles is enough is a false idea. Look to the source you got that -- a wiccan and pagan. A wiccan and/or pagan cannot be expected to have a correct worldview about much of anything let alone a correct understanding of God's Truth and Christianity.

There are many things that we do not have to believe literally. We do not have to believe that there was a literal Noah's flood. We do not have to believe that Jonah was literally in the belly of a fish for three days. We do not have to believe that the world was created literally in six days.

But we do have to believe in the dogmas of the faith as literal and objective truth, not just an essence of an intangible. These are non-negotiable and must be believed not in mere essence, but in fact and tittle.

The dogma of the Perpetual Virginity states:

1) Mary was a virgin before, during and after the Birth of Jesus Christ. (Ott, 3, 3, 5) 

2) Mary bore her Son without any violation of her virginal integrity. (Ott 3, 3, 5.2)

3) Also after the Birth of Jesus Mary remained a Virgin (Ott 3, 3, 5.3)

These three statements are de fide, which means "of the faith", that is, they are required for belief by all Catholics upon pain of heresy.

The dogma does not try to explain how Mary was able to give birth and remain "without any violation of her virginal integrity", but it is an item of the faith to believe so.

Nothing is too hard for God to do. If God could impregnate Mary with His Incarnate Self, without a human father and without the sexual faculty, He could certainly protect her virginity intact.
Consecration to Mary
http://www.saint-mike.net/qa/fs/viewanswer.asp?QID=597
May 15, 2007 
Q: How can we be consecrated to Mary? –Mary
A: Probably the most famous and the dearest to me consecration to Mary is the Total Consecration to Jesus and Mary according to the Formula of St. Louis de Montfort.
You can get a free Consecration package no mater where in the word you live from Dick Sohm, MI at the following address:

Friends of Our Lady Apostolate 

1748 Heather Lane 

Frederick, Maryland 21702-3054 

Email: rwsko1@aol.com
Include in your email or letter your compete postal address. This will be mailed to you free of charge.

The True Devotion to Mary by St. Montfort. You can buy it

 INCLUDEPICTURE "http://www.assoc-amazon.com/e/ir?t=legionofstmichae&l=as2&o=1&a=0895552795" \* MERGEFORMATINET 
 or read it online from the library on our website.

This will be a wonderful experience for you.
Dormition of Mary
http://www.saint-mike.net/qa/fs/viewanswer.asp?QID=777
October 16, 2007 

Q: Can you tell me if the Blessed Mother ever died or was she taken into heaven alive? Someone told me that she went to sleep and was taken to heaven asleep. I was told in school that she was alive and awake and just rose up into heaven after Jesus went to heaven. –Beverly
A: This subject is called the Dormition of the Blessed Mother. (Dormition comes from the Latin dormire, meaning "to sleep." This is the same word that gives us the word "Dormitory").

We really do not know for sure if Mary died and then was immediately assumed into heaven, or if she was assumed just before she would have died.

There have been people in the bible who were assumed into heaven without dying -- such as Elijah. There are various opinions about this.

All that we can definitive say is what the Church has officially declared as dogma by Pope Pius XII in 1950:

"Mary, the immaculate perpetually Virgin Mother of God, after the completion of her earthly life, was assumed body and soul into the glory of heaven."  

There are unverified stories about Mary's Dormition. For example, in an apocryphal collection of stories called Transitus Mariae (The Passage of Mary), attributed to Bishop St. Melito of Sardis (d. c. 200), Mary died in the presence of the apostles in Jerusalem, and then depending on the story, her body just disappeared, or was buried and then disappeared. 

St. John Damascene (d. 749) also recorded an interesting story concerning the Assumption: "St. Juvenal, Bishop of Jerusalem, at the Council of Chalcedon (451), made known to the Emperor Marcian and Pulcheria, who wished to possess the body of the Mother of God, that Mary died in the presence of all the Apostles, but that her tomb, when opened, upon the request of St. Thomas, was found empty; wherefrom the Apostles concluded that the body was taken up to heaven."

These are not official explanations, but merely stories that circulated. The bottomline is that we do not know for sure whether Mary died or not. 

It is believed, however, that since she was full of grace, she remained preserved from the consequence of sin, namely corruption of the body after death and postponement of bodily happiness in heaven until the last day. 

Thus, if she did literally die, she would have been assumed into heaven immediately before her body began to decay.

All we can really say is what the church says -- that she was assumed into heaven body and soul at the end of her earthly life.

P.S. By the way, I think that most scholars believe that Mary lived about 10-15 years after Pentecost.
Full of Grace
http://www.saint-mike.net/qa/fs/viewanswer.asp?QID=813
November 15, 2007 

Q: There are 3 references to the word "full of grace" - Luke 1:28 to Mary, John 1:14 to Jesus, and Acts 6:8 to St Stephen.
The Protestants refer to Acts that Stephen was full of grace and still a sinner. How is Stephen's full of grace different from Mary's full of grace? -Stephen
A: St. Stephen's "full of grace" was an existential event, that is, he was, as we can be, filled completely with the Holy Spirit at the time he performed his wonders. Acts 6:8 states: "Now Stephen, filled with grace and power, was working great wonders and signs among the people." The Scripture gives no indication that this state of fullness was permanent. The phrase "full of grace" is an adjective phrase, it describes Stephen at the moment.

We too can be full of grace at particular times. We do not, however, maintain that fullness for long. The amount of grace we have within us various depending on our level of union with Christ at any given moment.

The Blessed Mother, on the other hand, was full of grace ontologically, that is, she was in a permanent state of grace that was complete and full at all times. That privilege was granted to her by her Immaculate Conception and allowed her to remain sinless all of her life. In Luke 1:28 the phrase "full of grace" is given by the angel as if that was part of her name not just describing her spiritual condition. It was, as it were a noun phrase.

I would like to provide a better answer, but we have just moved St. Michael House to Iowa just a couple of days ago. Most everything, including some books I wanted to check for this question, are buried in a box somewhere. The above answer is my sense and understanding of this -- at least from the top of my pointed head.
Praying to Mary
http://www.saint-mike.net/qa/fs/viewanswer.asp?QID=933
March 10, 2008

Q: I was Catholic for 17 years but I never could find in the Bible that we are to pray to anyone other than God. 

Can you please tell me what scriptures justify praying to Mary the mother of Jesus. Wasn't she a human being just like us that died just like us? Isn't God the one we should pray to? Isn't praying to Mary like praying to a fase god? Has God ever said in scripture to pray to anyone other than God? I am curious what scriptures you base this praying to Mary on. Thank you for considering my question. –Nina

A: You ask the wrong question -- where is that in the bible? This is a question that comes from an erroneous non-biblical man-made doctrine of sola scriptura (the bible alone) that did not exist for 1500 years until people like Martin Luther decided to adopt it the idea to justify their rebellion.
Nowhere in the Bible does the Bible teach that the Bible is the sole authority on doctrine. In fact, it teaches the very opposite. John 21:25 tells us that not everything Jesus taught is in Scriptures. (Also see Acts 20:35 as an example of a saying of Jesus that was not recorded in the Gospels)

The Bible came from Oral Tradition. The Church gave us the Bible, the Bible did not give us the Church. There was no New Testament as we know it for about 300 years. The apostles did not start to write anything down for decades after Jesus. And then there were many letters getting past around the churches purporting to be Holy Script but were not. The Church finally had to decide in Council which of these letters were really Holy Scripture and which were not. The primary criteria in determining this was whether or not the letters were consistent with ORAL TEACHING of the Church? Did the letters confirm to the Church's teaching from AD 33 onward?

Before this determination Christians had nothing but the Oral Tradition of the Church to go by. The Bible, which is a subset of Sacred Tradition, is a summary of the Faith, but not the entire faith (as John 21:25 affirms).

In fact the Bible makes it clear that we are to obey Sacred Tradition. 1 Corinthians 11:2 tells us to "hold fast to the traditions" handed down to us. 2 Thess 2:15 tells us to hold fast to Sacred Tradition whether oral or in writing. 2 Thess 3:14 even says to shun those people who do not act according to Sacred Tradition.

The Church Fathers affirmed Sacred Tradition and not "the bible alone". See the article Apostolic Tradition.

Also see the article Scripture and Tradition.

Thus, it is not necessary for every doctrine to be in the Bible. The "where's that in the bible" is a misplaced question.

CONCERNING PRAYING TO MARY AND THE SAINTS: This concerns the Doctrine on the Communion of the Saints. 

Praying to Mary is no different than asking me to pray for you. We are asking for Mary's intercessions. "Prayer" does not necessary mean "worship" -- it means "to petition", "to ask". Shakespeare used the word "prayer" to mean "to ask". In a court of law today there is a legal document called "the Prayer". This is a petition, and not a worship of the court judge. If you ask your spouse or your child to pass the salt to you at the supper table, you have just "prayed" to them (that is, you "asked" your spouse or child).

We ask Mary to help us, to intercede for us before her Son. This is no different than you asking me to pray (intercede) for you before God concerning your marriage. Sure we can ask Jesus directly, but we can also pray on behalf of others. In fact we are commanded in the Bible to pray on the behalf of others. It is called intercessory prayer. (See 1 Tim 2:1-7; Rom 15:30; Eph 4:3; 2 Thess 1:11; 2 Thess 3:1; Eph 6:18)

But Mary is dead, people will say. No, she is alive and in heaven. Those in heaven are part of the body of Christ. Is Christ's body paralyzed? If there can be no communication at all between the body in heaven and the body on earth, that means that the body is paralyzed -- one part of the body is disconnected from the rest of the body. CHRIST'S BODY IS WHOLE.

While this is part of Sacred Tradition and not Scriptures the principles of the doctrine of the Communion of the Saints is derived from Scripture.

Rom 12:5 says we are all part of Christ's body. We are called to be one body (Col 3:15). The Bible tells us that death cannot separate us from Christ (Rom 8:35-39). Eph 6:18 tells us to intercede for each other. 1 Tim 2:1-7 tells us to pray (offer petitions) for all men.

To the idea that Mary is dead, the bible says that God is the God of the living, not of the dead (Mk 12:26-27). Hebrews 12:1 says we are surrounded by a cloud of witnesses.

All these verses and more, plus the analogy of Jesus that we are all part of one body (that is whole, not paralyzed) imply the Communion of the Saints.
How did the first Christians think of this? Well, the first Christians believed what the Catholic Church does today. That is to be expected since the first and only church in those times was the Catholic Church.

See what the Church Fathers thought.

Also see the article, Praying to the Saints.
Luke 11:27-28
http://www.saint-mike.net/qa/fs/viewanswer.asp?QID=1337
March 31, 2009 
Q: Could you kindly shed more light on the above verses. I came about this on the internet where someone used it as a reference to support her position that praying to Mary is not scriptural. –Anthony

A: Well, whoever suggested this interpretation of Luke 11:27-28 is blinded by their anti-Catholic bigotry.

To begin with, this passage says nothing about the subject of communion of the saints (praying to Mary).

It appears that this person is suggesting that Mary was not blessed or her blessed state is depreciated. Such an interpretation contradicts what Luke write in Chapter 1 where is says that Mary is blessed a number of times and that she is blessed above all women and will be honored by all generations.

Like most "bible Christians", they tend to bible ignorant and to interpret according to their already perceived ideas.

In this passage, quoting from the Navarre Bible Commentary, Jesus in "replying this way...is not rejecting the warm praise this good lady renders to his Mother; he accepts it and goes further, explaining that Mary is blessed particularly because she has been good and faithful in putting the word of God into practice. 'It was a compliment to his Mother on her fiat, her 'let it be done' (Luke 1:38. She lived it sincerely, unstintingly, fulfilling its every consequence, but never amid fanfare, rather in the hidden and silent sacrifice each day'".

This passage is further testimony of the blessed nature of Mary, which confirms her special place in Jesus' life, and in ours as a model of how to be a Christian.

This passage has nothing whatsoever to do with the subject of praying to her, but confirms her saintly status. After all, we only pray to Saints. Thus, in a small way, this passage actually support the doctrine of Communion of the Saints.
Mary and the Descent of the Holy Spirit at Pentecost
http://www.saint-mike.net/qa/fs/viewanswer.asp?QID=1402
September 14, 2009 
Q: If Our Lady was "full of grace" how did she experience Pentecost? How could she be given more grace if she was already full of grace? Did the experience of Pentecost increase the fullness of grace in her or is that even possible? –Mary

A: It is true that our Blessed Mother was Full of Grace and by virtue of her Immaculate Conception was freed from original sin and concupiscence that comes with it. This means that she was sinless.

The Pentecostal decent of the Holy Spirit involved two primary experiences:

1) It was a prophecy that the Holy Spirit would be given to the the faithful. In Old Testament times people were filled by the Holy Spirit only at certain times and other times they were not. This is like most of us. Few of us are filled with the Spirit all the time. But, there can be moments when the Holy Spirit fills us and empowers us to do or say things that we never would. But, in Old Testament times, it was not just a matter of temporary filling of an individual, the presence of the Holy Spirit was not on the earth except during those times with some prophet or other person was temporarily filled by the Spirit.

Thus, the Holy Spirit's access to the earth was limited. Adam and Eve, in essence, handed over to the devil the deed of the planet. The earth was his domain. The Cross and Resurrection not only defeated death and sin, but with the decent of the Holy Spirit, God re-occupied the earth, took back the deed from the devil. What Adam and Eve lost, Jesus and Mary regained. Thus, descent of the Holy Spirit at Pentecost was a return of the Spirit of God to the earth permanently until the end of time. The Holy Spirit is now present all the time within all baptized persons, even if not always filled totally.

This descent of the Holy Spirit not only appropriated the deed of the earth, and was a gift to each baptized person, but is also a gift to the Church to protect her and guide her through the Pope and Magisterium.

2) Although Mary was already filled with the Spirit, the Apostles were not. On Pentecost they were filled with the Spirit and by that were emboldened to proclaim the Gospel and to even die for Christ.

While Mary was already filled with the Holy Spirit, I imagine the descent of the Holy Spirit on Pentecost gave her new gifts, excitement, and enthusiasm. The Blessed Mother, being the mother of us all, I am sure swelled with joy to see the Apostles receive the Holy Spirit for the first time in this way and further to be filled with the Spirit and so on-fire for her Son.

Anyway, those are my thoughts.
Devotions to the Blessed Virgin Mary
http://www.saint-mike.net/qa/fs/viewanswer.asp?QID=1514
January 9, 2010
Q: I am trying to figure out how to phrase my question so that it does not come across as disrespectful. I understand and accept that we are supposed to honor and reverence the Blessed Virgin Mary. I do believe that she is our wonderful Mother in heaven. However, is it possible for someone to take devotions to the Virgin Mary too far? 
I ask because I have a family member who seems to have taken this to such an extreme that I feel very uncomfortable. By her actions and statements, she gives the impression that the Blessed Virgin Mary is/should be the primary focus of Catholic devotion (almost like a Catholic version of a New Age goddess). 
Although this individual does go to Eucharistic adoration and daily Mass, the names of "God" and "Jesus" are seldom, if ever, mentioned in conversation. It is only "Our Lady." All prayers are directed to Our Lady, and none to God Himself. The house is filled with pictures, statues, flowers, and religious literature devoted to Our Lady. Conversations revolve around Our Lady and trusting in her (with the implication that it should be her exclusively). It has got to the point where it comes across as a form of idolatry. 
I have pointed this out privately, to no effect. Other family members have noticed it as well, and they have had the same reaction. This person is also always seeing signs (heavenly or demonic) in the smallest of everyday events, and she is heavily vested in revelations from Medjugorje and Garabandal (like the "Warning" and the "Chastisement"). She talks about them all the time, but never about Sacred Scripture.
What do you make of all of this? Am I wrong or being unfair? Does my discomfort imply that my belief is somehow deficient and/or that I don't really accept Our Lady or the Church's teachings about her?
Thank you for any insight you can shed on this matter. –Jane
A: Yes, it is possible to go overboard with devotion to Mary when such devotion moves toward worship that belongs only to God. This is idolatry and a grave sin.

We have to be careful in judging others about this, however, since what may look like inappropriate worship of Mary, may only be a deep devotion.

Since Our Lady is a mediatrix of all graces, it would be natural to speak of her often. The key is whether a person is ignoring or excluding the true source of all graces -- Jesus Christ. Mary helps to mediate the graces, but she is not the origin of those graces.

It would be absolutely improper if our prayers are never to the Father. The prayers in the Mass are mostly to Father God. We ask for Mary's intercessions, but not to the exclusion of prayer to the Father, Son, and Holy Spirit.

As for Marian Apparition groupies, I always ask if the person reads "messages" more than they read the Bible. If they spend more time reading apparition messages, then they are totally out-of-line. St. Jerome said, "Ignorance of Scripture is ignorance of Christ."
Also, in terms of apparitions we must take with a grain of salt any apparition that has not been approved by the Church. Medjugorje has not been approved and thus we ought not to reply upon any information gather of thier alleged messages. In fact, in my opinion, Medjugorje is not genuine; there are too many problems that are not consistent with the nature and character of those apparitions that have been approved. Garabandal has not been approved either, but bishops have been favorable so far. But, again, we need to be cautious until and if the Church does approve Garabandal.

Bottomline: From your description it does sound like your relative is out-of-balance. This is always dangerous because once out of balance there is tendency to become more unbalanced until eventually one can find themselves in trouble.

Pray for her.
[Praying to Mary…]
http://www.saint-mike.net/qa/fs/viewanswer.asp?QID=1536
February 1, 2010 
Q: These questions I ask out of curiosity, no dis-respect intended.

1) Why does the Catholic Church pray to Mary, the angels in heaven, and so on, where most faiths only pray to the Trinity?

2) When the ancient texts were found, on what grounds did the Catholic Church deem the extra books holy? Or what inspired the Catholic Church to accept the extra books in the bible?

3) Just how many faiths founded on different versions of the ancient texts? I've heard of some that believe the KJV along with extra books (Mormonisn, Muslim, etc) and one faith that only believes up to the book of Deuteronomy I think? –Adam

A: I see my job as primarily one of teaching the accurate truth of Catholic teaching, more than to convince anyone to become Catholic. I figure that if a person wishes to disagree with the Catholic Faith then they ought to disagree accurately.

Then those who have no opinion one way or another still need accurate information as, frankly, no non-Catholic truly understands the Catholic Faith, and sadly, many Catholics do not either.

Thus, answering questions like this is helpful for everyone as they can be exposed to accurate information about what the Church truly teaches.

1) Why does the Catholic Church pray to Mary, the angels in heaven, and so on, where most faiths only pray to the Trinity?
We have to remember, first-of-all, that the Catholic Church was the original Church, the Church that Jesus Christ personally founded with Peter as the first Pope of the New Covenant (Matthew 16:18-19). Catholics, therefore, were the original Christians. 
Thus, the real question is why do Protestants not pray to Mary and the saints? Protestants departed from the historic faith when they came on the scene 1500 years after the beginning of the Church.

But, to answer the question directly we pray to Mary and the Saint because God is pleased that His family is One. His family, as are all families suppose to be, there to help each other. Those who have gone on before us are not dead, they are more alive than us. Death in this world cannot separate us (Roman 8:35-39). They are in heaven. As the Scriptures say, "the prayers of a righteous man availeth much". There are no people more rightuous than those in heaven. Thus, their prayers to God on our behalf "availeth much."

The Body of Christ is One. Those beleivers in heaven and on earth are both part of the Body of Christ (Romans 12:5). Thus, as Christ body and the fact that death cannot separate us from Christ, to be One Body means ONE, those in heaven and earth are one. Otherwise, is the body of Christ paralyzed? That is what it would be if one part of the body has no connection with another.  We are one body and thus there is a connection, even though part of that body is in heaven.

God tells us that we are to pray for each other. This is called intercessory prayer. Thus, especially since the Saints in heaven are in perfect communion with God, we ask the Saints to pray to God for us. This is no different than you asking me to pray for you.

The differences between most Protestant and the Catholic Church are actually rather small. On those areas of disagreement, such as this one, much of the reason why the Protestants moved away from the 1500 year old practices of the Christian Faith was as a knee-jerk reaction against Catholics. They wanted to distance themselves from the Catholic Church.

When I was a Baptist I asked a prominent Baptist preacher why we did not celebrate Communion every Sunday. In the Bible, Jesus Himself tells us to celebrate Communion, "as often as you meet." So why did Baptists only do this once a month, or in come cases only once a quarter. The preacher said that to do it more often would make it nothing but a stale ritual. I replied, that I grew up in a Protestant Church that celebrated communion every Sunday and it was never stale. I also said that I have been in Baptist Churches with only monthly communion that were as stale as it could be. "Besides," I said to him, "do you only say 'I love you' to your wife once a month because to do it more often would make it stale?" He was not amused.

I told him that since we are suppose to be the "people of the book" and the book says to celebrate communion "as often as we meet" then why don't we.

I continued to push until he finally said it. He said, "Because we do not want to look like the Catholics." I replied, "We should be doing whatever the Bible tells us and not knee-jerking to any other denomination."

Thus, Baptists, who pride themselves on following the Bible, fail to follow the Bible whenever the Bible is too Catholic.

Never underestimate the power of prejudice.

2) When the ancient texts were found, on what grounds did the Catholic Church deem the extra books holy? Or what inspired the Catholic Church to accept the extra books in the bible? 
There are no "extra" books in the Catholic Bible. The Protestant Bible is missing seven books. The Old Testament in the Catholic Bible contain the same Old Testament books as the Bible Jesus read. If it is good enough for Jesus, I suppose it is good enough for us.

The Bible that Christians knew for 1500 years was the same Bible that Catholic have today.

That changed when Martin Luther ripped out of the Bible seven books from the Old Testament. He wanted to take out of the Bible the New Testament books of James, Hebrews, and Revelations but did not succeed in getting that accomplished.

What Martin Luther did, as a means to distance himself from the Catholic Church, was to accept the Palestinian Canon of the Old Testament that excludes those seven books. The Palestinian Canon was decided by a council of rabbis in around the end of the first century.

There is a problem with this, however, since the Jewish Magisterium was no longer in power. God concluded the Magisterium of the Chair of Moses and replaced it with the Chair of Peter. This is why when Jesus died on the cross the veil in the Jewish Temple split in two. Thus, the Jewish leaders had no authority to change the canon of the Bible.

In any event, the Old Testament used by Jesus, and by the Jews at the time the Church was born, was the Old Testament that Catholics have maintained for 2000 years.

So the question is not why Catholic "added" anything to the Bible, but why Prostestant "removed" large portions from the Bible. Portions that are quoted by New Testament writers several hundred times in the New Testament, by the way.

Those seven books have always been part of the Christian Bible.

3) Just how many faiths founded on different versions of the ancient texts? I've heard of some that believe the KJV along with extra books (Mormonisn, Muslim, etc) and one faith that only believes up to the book of Deuteronomy I think? 
The King James Bible is a translation of the early extant manuscripts in Greek and Hebrew, a translation, by the way, with some 300 errors (corrected in later revisions). The KJV was published in the 17th Century. As a note, the Catholic Douay-Rheims Version was published before the King James.

As for authentic faiths of the True God there are only the Jews and Christians. The Jews look to the Hebrew Text (Old Testament), and the Christians look to both the Old and New Testaments.

The Mormons are not Christian and their Book of Mormon is false. Muslims also look to a false document, the Qu'ran. All revelation from the True God ended with the Apostles in the first century. If we look to the Book of Mormon or the Qu'ran we can easily see that these texts are false as they contradict the consistent teachings of the true Bible.

God does not have a forked-tongue. He is the same yesterday, today, and forever. Thus, in any authentic revelation there must be a consistency and continuity and agreement. This is utterly lacking in the Book of Mormon and the Qu'ran.

While the Mormons also look to the Bible, they have to rationalize a great deal since the Bible and the Book of Mormon contradict each other.

While Muhammad borrowed from the Jewish Bible and from the Christian Bible, he created something new that is utterly inconsistent with both. Islam, thus, is a man-made invented religion, as is Mormonism, from a Christian point-of-view. Jewish and Christian Religions were created by God.

I am sure there are all sorts of weird sects out there who pick and choose from the Bible only those portions they like. Doing that is cowardice, but that is what many do. Even cowardly Christians will pick and choose only those things in the Bible they like and ignore or rationalize away the rest.

The Truth, however, lies in the whole of God's Oral and Written Tradition without any manipulations by those with an agenda.
Perpetual sinlessness of the Blessed Virgin Mary
http://www.saint-mike.net/qa/fs/viewanswer.asp?QID=1708 
August 5, 2010 
Q: According to the Douay-Rheims Bible, the first English Version used by the Roman Catholic Church since A.D. 1582, the Book of Genesis, Chapter 3, Verse 15 says,
“I will put enmities between thee and the woman, and thy seed and her seed: she shall crush thy head, and thou shalt lie in wait for her heel”.
Does this Verse above indicate that the Blessed Virgin Mary from birth to Her Assumption, Body and Soul into Heaven, remained sinless, and that She, based solely upon the singular grace God granted her in the Immaculate Conception, was, or could ever be, tempted into sin by the devil? -Patricia
A: Yes, Genesis 3:15 is the first indication of Our Lady's Immaculate Conception. The doctrine, however, cannot be proven from Scripture. Passages like Genesis 3:15, rather, give us clue.
The Immaculate Conception is the teaching from God's Sacred Oral Tradition. No one on the European continent doubted the doctrine before the 12th century. Eventually, to settle the issue the Pope declared the dogma in 1854.

Here is an excerpt from the Catholic Encyclopedia that explains:
Proof from Scripture
Genesis 3:15
No direct or categorical and stringent proof of the dogma can be brought forward from Scripture. But the first scriptural passage which contains the promise of the redemption, mentions also the Mother of the Redeemer. The sentence against the first parents was accompanied by the Earliest Gospel (Proto-evangelium), which put enmity between the serpent and the woman: "and I will put enmity between thee and the woman and her seed; she (he) shall crush thy head and thou shalt lie in wait for her (his) heel" (Genesis 3:15). The translation "she" of the Vulgate is interpretative; it originated after the fourth century, and cannot be defended critically. The conqueror from the seed of the woman, who should crush the serpent's head, is Christ; the woman at enmity with the serpent is Mary. God puts enmity between her and Satan in the same manner and measure, as there is enmity between Christ and the seed of the serpent. Mary was ever to be in that exalted state of soul which the serpent had destroyed in man, i.e. in sanctifying grace. Only the continual union of Mary with grace explains sufficiently the enmity between her and Satan. The Proto-evangelium, therefore, in the original text contains a direct promise of the Redeemer, and in conjunction therewith the manifestation of the masterpiece of His Redemption, the perfect preservation of His virginal Mother from original sin.

Luke 1:28
The salutation of the angel Gabriel — chaire kecharitomene, Hail, full of grace (Luke 1:28) indicates a unique abundance of grace, a supernatural, godlike state of soul, which finds its explanation only in the Immaculate Conception of Mary. But the term kecharitomene (full of grace) serves only as an illustration, not as a proof of the dogma.
Other texts
From the texts Proverbs 8 and Ecclesiasticus 24 (which exalt the Wisdom of God and which in the liturgy are applied to Mary, the most beautiful work of God's Wisdom), or from the Canticle of Canticles (4:7, "Thou art all fair, O my love, and there is not a spot in thee"), no theological conclusion can be drawn. These passages, applied to the Mother of God, may be readily understood by those who know the privilege of Mary, but do not avail to prove the doctrine dogmatically, and are therefore omitted from the Constitution "Ineffabilis Deus". For the theologian it is a matter of conscience not to take an extreme position by applying to a creature texts which might imply the prerogatives of God.


Proof from Tradition
In regard to the sinlessness of Mary the older Fathers are very cautious: some of them even seem to have been in error on this matter.

    * Origen, although he ascribed to Mary high spiritual prerogatives, thought that, at the time of Christ's passion, the sword of disbelief pierced Mary's soul; that she was struck by the poniard of doubt; and that for her sins also Christ died (Origen, "In Luc. hom. xvii").

    * In the same manner St. Basil writes in the fourth century: he sees in the sword, of which Simeon speaks, the doubt which pierced Mary's soul (Epistle 259).
    * St. Chrysostom accuses her of ambition, and of putting herself forward unduly when she sought to speak to Jesus at Capharnaum (Matthew 12:46; Chrysostom, Homily 44 on Matthew).

But these stray private opinions merely serve to show that theology is a progressive science. If we were to attempt to set forth the full doctrine of the Fathers on the sanctity of the Blessed Virgin, which includes particularly the implicit belief in the immaculateness of her conception, we should be forced to transcribe a multitude of passages. In the testimony of the Fathers two points are insisted upon: her absolute purity and her position as the second Eve (cf. 1 Corinthians 15:22).

Mary as the second Eve
This celebrated comparison between Eve, while yet immaculate and incorrupt — that is to say, not subject to original sin — and the Blessed Virgin is developed by:

    * Justin (Dialogue with Trypho 100),
    * Irenaeus (Against Heresies III.22.4),
    * Tertullian (On the Flesh of Christ 17),
    * Julius Firmicus Maternus (De errore profan. relig xxvi),
    * Cyril of Jerusalem (Catecheses 12.29),
    * Epiphanius (Hæres., lxxviii, 18),
    * Theodotus of Ancyra (Or. in S. Deip n. 11), and
    * Sedulius (Carmen paschale, II, 28). 

The absolute purity of Mary
Patristic writings on Mary's purity abound.

    * The Fathers call Mary the tabernacle exempt from defilement and corruption (Hippolytus, "Ontt. in illud, Dominus pascit me");
    * Origen calls her worthy of God, immaculate of the immaculate, most complete sanctity, perfect justice, neither deceived by the persuasion of the serpent, nor infected with his poisonous breathings ("Hom. i in diversa");
    * Ambrose says she is incorrupt, a virgin immune through grace from every stain of sin ("Sermo xxii in Ps. cxviii);
    * Maximus of Turin calls her a dwelling fit for Christ, not because of her habit of body, but because of original grace ("Nom. viii de Natali Domini");
    * Theodotus of Ancyra terms her a virgin innocent, without spot, void of culpability, holy in body and in soul, a lily springing among thorns, untaught the ills of Eve, nor was there any communion in her of light with darkness, and, when not yet born, she was consecrated to God ("Orat. in S. Dei Genitr.").
    * In refuting Pelagius St. Augustine declares that all the just have truly known of sin "except the Holy Virgin Mary, of whom, for the honour of the Lord, I will have no question whatever where sin is concerned" (On Nature and Grace 36).
    * Mary was pledged to Christ (Peter Chrysologus, "Sermo cxl de Annunt. B.M.V.");
    * it is evident and notorious that she was pure from eternity, exempt from every defect (Typicon S. Sabae);
    * she was formed without any stain (St. Proclus, "Laudatio in S. Dei Gen. ort.", I, 3);
    * she was created in a condition more sublime and glorious than all other natures (Theodorus of Jerusalem in Mansi, XII, 1140);
    * when the Virgin Mother of God was to be born of Anne, nature did not dare to anticipate the germ of grace, but remained devoid of fruit (John Damascene, "Hom. i in B. V. Nativ.", ii).
    * The Syrian Fathers never tire of extolling the sinlessness of Mary. St. Ephraem considers no terms of eulogy too high to describe the excellence of Mary's grace and sanctity: "Most holy Lady, Mother of God, alone most pure in soul and body, alone exceeding all perfection of purity ...., alone made in thy entirety the home of all the graces of the Most Holy Spirit, and hence exceeding beyond all compare even the angelic virtues in purity and sanctity of soul and body . . . . my Lady most holy, all-pure, all-immaculate, all-stainless, all-undefiled, all-incorrupt, all-inviolate spotless robe of Him Who clothes Himself with light as with a garment . . . flower unfading, purple woven by God, alone most immaculate" ("Precationes ad Deiparam" in Opp. Graec. Lat., III, 524-37).
    * To St. Ephraem she was as innocent as Eve before her fall, a virgin most estranged from every stain of sin, more holy than the Seraphim, the sealed fountain of the Holy Ghost, the pure seed of God, ever in body and in mind intact and immaculate ("Carmina Nisibena").
    * Jacob of Sarug says that "the very fact that God has elected her proves that none was ever holier than Mary; if any stain had disfigured her soul, if any other virgin had been purer and holier, God would have selected her and rejected Mary". It seems, however, that Jacob of Sarug, if he had any clear idea of the doctrine of sin, held that Mary was perfectly pure from original sin ("the sentence against Adam and Eve") at the Annunciation. 

St. John Damascene (Or. i Nativ. Deip., n. 2) esteems the supernatural influence of God at the generation of Mary to be so comprehensive that he extends it also to her parents. He says of them that, during the generation, they were filled and purified by the Holy Ghost, and freed from sexual concupiscence. Consequently according to the Damascene, even the human element of her origin, the material of which she was formed, was pure and holy. This opinion of an immaculate active generation and the sanctity of the "conceptio carnis" was taken up by some Western authors; it was put forward by Petrus Comestor in his treatise against St. Bernard and by others. 
Some writers even taught that Mary was born of a virgin and that she was conceived in a miraculous manner when Joachim and Anne met at the golden gate of the temple (Trombelli, "Mari SS. Vita", Sect. V, ii, 8; Summa aurea, II, 948. Cf. also the "Revelations" of Catherine Emmerich which contain the entire apocryphal legend of the miraculous conception of Mary.

From this summary it appears that the belief in Mary's immunity from sin in her conception was prevalent amongst the Fathers, especially those of the Greek Church. The rhetorical character, however, of many of these and similar passages prevents us from laying too much stress on them, and interpreting them in a strictly literal sense. The Greek Fathers never formally or explicitly discussed the question of the Immaculate Conception. 
Mary and labour pains

http://www.saint-mike.net/qa/fs/viewanswer.asp?QID=1744
September 6, 2010 

Q: I understand that although not Dogma, there is teaching that Mary did not suffer labor pains while birthing Our Lord, Jesus. 
I find this teaching a little difficult to agree with. Even though Mary was conceived immaculately, she was still a human being and suffered just as all humans do and must suffer. I am sure that during her life on earth, she must have suffered bodily injuries as we all do at times in our life such as skinning our knees or such and experiencing pain and bleeding. 
Jesus was sinless - He was God incarnate, yet that didn't spare Him grievous suffering and a torturous blood filled death. As a human being (even though retaining His divinity) he experienced all that we humans do experience in life...so are we to believe that Mary, who is not greater than Jesus, was spared the pain of childbirth? I do not see this as being the case...her sinlessness did not prevent her from dying, nor did it prevent her from feeling pain. As a mother who gave birth to five children naturally (no pain killers or drugs) the pain of childbirth allows our bodies to know when to push and work with the pain, not against it. Those mothers who get epidurals and therefore feel no pain, actually prolong childbirth, and have to rely on the doctors/nurses to tell them when to push since they cannot feel the pain of when to do this and work with their body. 
I love Mother Mary, and I believe she experienced the pain of childbirth therefore she would know exactly what all mothers before and after her had to go through physically in order to bring forth a child into the world, and therefore empathize with us. It was a comfort to me to pray to her for help in my labour pains since I knew she understood what I was going through. 
This is what I believe and I think it is OK to believe this since it is not Dogma. Is this correct? –Claire
A: Your analysis is a good one. Our Blessed Mother was preserved from the stain of original sin. That means that she lacked the concupiscence that the rest of us have, which is the tendency to sin. Without concupiscence Mary could be, and was, sinless.
The physical consequences of original sin, however, remain, even for our Blessed Mother. Those physical consequences include illness, pain, hardships, and physical death. Mary was subject to physical death. Her dormition is not certain as to whether or not she was assumed into heaven immediately upon her death, or just before. The teaching that "Mary suffered a temporal death" is sententia communior, that is, common teaching, which means that while it is common teaching, it could be incorrect. Either way, she was subject to death.

There are some theologians who claim Mary did not have birth pains because that was a curse of the Fall, and others that assert that she did have pain.

Father Ludwig Ott's Fundamentals of Catholic Dogma (Book 3, Part 3, §5, 2) states the following:

The dogma [of Mary's perpetual virginity] merely asserts the fact of the continuance of Mary's physical virginity without determining more closely how this is to be physiologically explained. In general the Fathers and the Schoolmen conceived it as non-injury to the hymen, and accordingly taught that Mary gave birth in miraculous fashion without opening of the womb and injury to the hymen, and consequently also without pains (cf. S. th. III 28, 2).
However, according to modern natural scientific knowledge, the purely physical side of virginity consists in the non-fulfillment of the sex act ("sex-act virginity") and in the non-contact of the female egg by the male seed ("seed-act virginity") (A. Mitterer). Thus, injury to the hymen in birth does not destroy virginity, while, on the other hand, its rupture seems to belong to complete natural motherhood. It follows from this that from the concept of virginity alone the miraculous character of the process of birth cannot be inferred, if it cannot be and must not be derived from other facts of Revelation. Holy Writ attests Mary's active role in the act of birth (Matt. 1:25, Luke 2:7: "She brought forth") which does not seem to indicate a miraculous process.
But the Fathers, with few exceptions, vouch for the miraculous character of the birth. However, the question is whether in doing so they attest a truth of Revelation or whether they wrongly interpret a truth of Revelation, that is, Mary's virginity, from an inadequate natural scientific point of view. It seems hardly possible to demonstrate that the dignity of the Son of God or the dignity of the Mother of God demands a miraculous birth.

All that has been dogmatically defined by the Church is that "Mary bore her Son without any violation of her virginal integrity" (ibid.). Beyond that is opinion. Certainly the opinions of the Fathers and Scholastics, such as St. Thomas Aquinas, needs to be respected, but in the end, at this time since the Church has not defined this matter more precisely, we are free to believe that she suffered pain in childbirth or not.

My own view is the same as Father Ott, "It seems hardly possible to demonstrate that the dignity of the Son of God or the dignity of the Mother of God demands a miraculous birth."
Did the Virgin Mary die before her assumption?
http://www.saint-mike.net/qa/fs/viewanswer.asp?QID=1879
April 8, 2011 
Q: Did the Virgin Mary die before her assumption?
A: Very good question. Let me do a little background first.
The Marian Doctrines -- Immaculate Conception, Virgin Birth, Perpetual Virginity, and Assumption -- are all concerning the nature of the sacred.

Mary is the ark of the covenant. As such, in order for our Lord to reside within her womb, she had to be sinless, untouched, and undefiled.

We learn about the nature of the sacred (something set aside for God) in the Old Testament. The Ark of the Covenant in the Old Testament had to be made of pure materials. It had to be untouched. It had to never be used for ordinary purposes after it was consecrated. It had to not be allowed to decay. All this was required because the very presence of God resided in the Ark.

Mary, as the Ark of the New Covenant, must be all these things too. Mary as the Ark of the New Covenant that held our Lord God in her womb had to be pure, unblemished, and untouched -- thus the virgin birth. Since her womb was made precious and sacred by the presence of God within it, her womb had to be pure, unblemished and untouched forever. It would not be proper to take something that held the presence of God and use it for ordinary purposes.

Most of us would cringe at the thought of the Sacred Chalice that contains the Blood of Christ being used as an ordinary cup for supper. Or taking the vessel that holds the Eucharist in the Tabernacle and use it to hold paper clips. Or take the Tabernacle and give it to my granddaughter to use as a doll house. These are unthinkable blasphemies.

So, would it too, be a blasphemy if the tabernacle of God, that is Mary's womb, was used for ordinary purposes of sex or birthing other children.

Mary was set aside in a special way for God. Hers is a singular and unique grace given by God precisely because she was to hold within her the most precious being in the world -- our Lord God Jesus Christ.

That is the reason for the Marian Doctrines of the Immaculate Conception (which protected her from the stain of original sin), the Virgin Birth (providing a pure vessel (tabernacle) for our Lord), Perpetual Virginity (maintaining the sacredness of the tabernacle that held our Lord), and the Assumption (not allowing the sacred vessel (tabernacle) to fall into the ordinary decay of death).

Thus, all this has to do with the nature of the Sacred.  If you understand the meaning and nature of the Sacred, then the rest makes perfect sense.

Now as to her dormition.
The doctrine is formally stated by the promulgation of the Bull Munificentissimus Deus on November 1, 1950. Pope Pius XII declared infallibly that the Assumption of the Blessed Virgin Mary was a dogma of the Catholic Faith. Likewise, the Second Vatican Council taught in the Dogmatic Constitution Lumen Gentium that "the Immaculate Virgin, preserved free from all stain of original sin, was taken up body and soul into heavenly glory, when her earthly life was over, and exalted by the Lord as Queen over all things (n. 59)."

There are different theories as to whether or not Mary actually died and was then immediately assumed into heaven or that she was assumed at the point of death, but did not die. Either way, as the sacred vessel of our Lord God, her body that contains the Ark of the Covenant could not be allowed to decay. She is "preserved from sin and the corruption of death (the Immaculate Conception and the Assumption of the Most Holy Mother of God, Mary, ever virgin)﻿﻿" (CCC 2853).  Thus, she was assumed body and soul into heaven. 

As stated in the Catechism:

966 "Finally the Immaculate Virgin, preserved free from all stain of original sin, when the course of her earthly life was finished, was taken up body and soul into heavenly glory, and exalted by the Lord as Queen over all things, so that she might be the more fully conformed to her Son, the Lord of lords and conqueror of sin and death." The Assumption of the Blessed Virgin is a singular participation in her Son's Resurrection and an anticipation of the resurrection of other Christians:

In giving birth you kept your virginity; in your Dormition you did not leave the world, O Mother of God, but were joined to the source of Life. You conceived the living God and, by your prayers, will deliver our souls from death.
﻿This is why there are no relics of her. Her body does not exist in this world. Until the Resurrection at the end of time, Mary is the only person in heaven whose body and soul are present. The rest of us must await with our souls separated from our bodies when we die until the Resurrection in which our bodies and souls will be reunited and we enter the rest of eternity.﻿

The Assumption of Mary
http://www.saint-mike.net/qa/fs/viewanswer.asp?QID=1917  
June 9, 2011 
Q: What’s this all about?
“There is no biblical reference to the assumption of Mary. The Gospel of John was written around 90 A.D., which is more than 100 years after Mary was born. (Surely Mary was more than 10 years old when Jesus was conceived). If Mary had been supernaturally assumed into Heaven, wouldn’t John (the disciple that Mary lived with) have mentioned it? 
When Enoch and Elijah were taken up to Heaven, the Bible recorded it. With Elijah it was recorded in some detail. (See Genesis 6:24 and 2 Kings 2:1-18).
The Assumption of Mary was officially declared to be a dogma of the Roman Catholic faith in 1950. This means that every Roman Catholic is required to believe this doctrine without questioning it. However, as we will see, the teaching of the Assumption originated with heretical writings which were officially condemned by the early Church.
In 495 A.D., Pope Gelasius issued a decree which rejected this teaching as heresy and its proponents as heretics. In the sixth century, Pope Hormisdas also condemned as heretics those authors who taught the doctrine of the Assumption of Mary. The early Church clearly considered the doctrine of the Assumption of Mary to be a heresy worthy of condemnation. Here we have “infallible” popes declaring something to be a heresy. Then in 1950, Pope Pius XII, another ‘infallible’ pope, declared it to be official Roman Catholic doctrine.”
And…
“Alfonsus de Liguori (1696-1787) was a principal proponent of the Marianist Movement, which glorifies Mary. He wrote a book entitled The Glories of Mary which is famous, influential and widely read. 
In this book, de Liguori says that Mary was given rulership over one half of the kingdom of God; Mary rules over the kingdom of mercy and Jesus rules over the kingdom of justice. De Liguori said that people should pray to Mary as a mediator and to look to her as an object of trust for answered prayer. The book even says that there is no salvation outside of Mary. 
Some people suggest that these views are extreme and not representative of Catholic Church teaching. However, instead of silencing De Liguori as a heretic, the Catholic Church canonized him as a saint and declared him to be a “doctor of the Church” (a person whose teachings carry weight and authority). Furthermore, this book is openly and officially promoted by the Catholic Church, and his teachings have influenced popes.” -words of Mary Ann Collins (former Catholic nun)

I’ve always been suspicious about what I see to be an overwhelming devotion to Mary. I’m very loyal to Catholicism but to be honest I like to focus more on Jesus and God than anything else. 
I pray the rosary, but on my dresser I have a simple cross standing, four different Bibles, and a black bust of Jesus’ head. No statue of Mary, I have found it to be kind of inappropriate. If I recognize the Assumption, but make these decisions to put Jesus and God before Mary, does this make me a heretic? I try to make sure I pray more Our Fathers, Nicene Creeds, and O My Jesus prayers than Hail Maries, outside of the rosary, of course. But a part of me does feel kind of irked by what might be over-devotion to Mary. Please clear this up for me. -Vince
A: You need to stop reading anti-Catholic hate literature. These two quotes are filled with lies.
The doctrine of the Assumption was never condemned by any Pope. Popes Gelasius ﻿and Hormisdas did not condemn the doctrine of the Assumption. Pope Gelasius condemned a book that contained notation of Mary's Assumption in a story of the Apostles rising with Mary to visit heaven. This story of the Apostles and Mary visiting heaven was contrary to orthodox doctrine.  Gelasius condemned the book, not the doctrine of Marian Assumption. Pope Hormisdas simply reaffirmed Gelasius' decree of that one book, not of the doctrine of Marian Assumption.

The writer of this hateful diatribe also does not know what the doctrine of infallibility truly is. Anti-Catholics always think that any utterance of the Pope is infallible. It is not.

Another technique of Catholic haters is to take statements out of context and/or to re-characterize the text to suit their bigotry. This has been done with St. Liguori.

For example, the hate-monger says, "Mary was given rulership over one half of the kingdom of God; Mary rules over the kingdom of mercy and Jesus rules over the kingdom of justice.﻿" the actual text says, in fuller context:

Kings should then principally occupy themselves with works of mercy, but not to the neglect of the exercise of justice towards the guilty, when it is required. Not so Mary, who, although queen, is not queen of justice, intent upon the punishment of the guilty, but queen of mercy, solely intent upon compassion and pardon for sinners. Accordingly, the Church requires us explicitly to call her "queen of mercy" The High Chancellor of Paris, John Gerson, meditating on the words of David, "These two things have I heard, that power belongeth to God, and mercy to thee, O Lord," says, that the kingdom of God consisting of justice and mercy, the Lord has divided it: he has reserved the kingdom of justice for himself, and he has granted the kingdom of mercy to Mary, ordaining that all the mercies which are dispensed to men should pass through the hands of Mary, and should be bestowed according to her good pleasure. St. Thomas confirms this in his preface to the Canonical Epistles, saying that the holy Virgin, when she conceived the divine Word in her womb, and brought him forth, obtained the half of the kingdom of God by becoming queen of mercy, Jesus Christ remaining king of justice.
The eternal Father constituted Jesus Christ king of justice, and therefore made him the universal judge of the world; hence the prophet sang: "Give to the king thy judgment, Oh God; and to the king s son thy justice." Here a learned interpreter takes up the subject, and says: Oh Lord, thou hast given to thy Son thy justice, because thou hast given to the mother of the king thy mercy. And St. Bonaventure happily varies the passage above quoted by saying: Give to the king thy judgment, Oh God, and to his mother thy mercy. Ernest, Archbishop of Prague, also says, that the eternal Father has given to the Son the office of judging and punishing, and to the mother the office of compassionating and relieving the wretched. Therefore the Prophet David predicted that God himself, if I may thus express it, would consecrate Mary queen of mercy, anointing her with the oil of gladness, in order that all of us miserable children of Adam might rejoice in the thought of having in heaven that great queen, so full of the unction of mercy and pity for us; as St. Bonaventure says: Oh Mary, so full of the unction of mercy and the oil of pity, that God has anointed thee with the oil of gladness!

And how well does blessed Albertus Magnus here apply the history of Queen Esther, who was indeed a type of Our Queen Mary! We read in the 4th chap, of the Book of Esther, that in the reign of King Assuerus, there went forth, throughout his kingdom, a decree commanding the death of all the Jews. Then Mordechai, who was one of the condemned, committed their cause to Esther, that she might intercede with the king to obtain the revocation of the sentence...
Assuerus, when he saw Esther before him, affectionately inquired of her what she had come to ask of him: "What is thy petition?" Then the queen answered, "If I have found favor in thy sight, oh king, give me my people for which I request." Assuerus heard her, and immediately ordered the sentence to be revoked. Now, if Assuerus granted to Esther, because he loved her, the salvation of the Jews, will not God graciously listen to Mary, in his boundless love for her, when she prays to him for those poor sinners who recommend themselves to her...﻿

Mary was made Queen of Mercy. God, in his love for his children, does not have his children just stand around singing praises. He deigns to involve his children in his glory. He gives his children tasks to perform. It pleases Him to see his children administering his glory in His name.

In fact, every miraculous act recorded in the bible, except for the creation itself, involves human involvement. For example, the Red Sea was not parted by God alone. Moses cooperated. Even the Incarnation was not done by God alone, Mary cooperated.

We read about Esther, a type of our Blessed Mother, who interceded with the King to save the Jews. So thus does our Blessed Mother intercede for us. It is most fitting that Mary would be Queen of mercy, since God has granted woman a most compassionate and merciful heart.

As for Mary Ann Collins, there is no evidence that she even exists. No one has ever claimed to know her, seen her, or talked to her. There is no trace of her at all. Even Jack Chick, the famous anti-Catholic who is very reclusive, is known to exist and has been seen.

It is not uncommon among certain types of people, especially bigots, to make-up facts to support their point. In fact, anti-Catholics do that constantly. Anti-Catholics have been known to pose as former-priests to give their lies about the Church credibility. This, I think, is another version of that.

In terms of Collins being a former nun, assuming she even exists, is nonsense. According to her "biography" she left the convent when she was a novice. A novice has not yet taken vows. To be a nun a woman must make vows and profession to the evangelical counsels. Thus, she was never a nun. The narrative tries to make a case that she is a nun by misinterpreting canon law. It is a farce.

Devotion to Mary is mandated in the Bible. Luke records Mary saying, "All generations shall call me blessed" (Luke 1:46). As chosen by God to bear the Son, she is above all women.

Devotion to Mary goes back to the 2nd century. Mary is the mother of our Lord, the sacred tabernacle through which our Lord humbled himself to become man. She is thus to be treated with the greatest respect and reverence -- though not above God. She is the Queen Mother who intercedes for her children, not only as Esther did, but also Bathsheba to King Solomon. Bathsheba was the Queen Mother and a type of Mary, too.

Our Blessed Mother is not to be exalted above God, but she sits beside her Son, the King, as Queen Mother. How would you feel if when people come to you they ignored your mother sitting right beside you? That would be very rude and an insult to the King.

To have a statue of Jesus and not his Mother is incomplete and rather offensive to Jesus, I think. How dare we ignore His mother?

Do not look to other's behavior, look to your own. Devotion of Mary is an integral part of our Faith. Mary is not above her Son, King Jesus, but is beside him as Queen Mother. Offer proper respect. 
Jesus calling Mary “woman”
http://www.saint-mike.net/qa/fs/viewanswer.asp?QID=2126 

March 29, 2012 

Q: Why did Our Lord call His Mother, "Woman"? I read several comments on the internet and most of them say it was out of respect for her. Some of them also said that it was the custom among Jews to address their mothers like this during Jesus' time on earth. Other articles I read said that Mary was the fulfillment of the prophecy made in Genesis 3:15 where the woman would crush the head of the serpent. I'm confused. -Anthony
A: While there is no extant ancient example of a son addressing his mother in this way, we do know that addressing a female as "woman" was a title of respect and endearment.  We find examples of this is John 2:4; 4:21; 8:10; and 20:13.

Genesis 3:15 is the reverse of the instance at the Wedding at Cana (John 2:4). In Genesis, the Eve prompted Adam to to defy the Lord and drag the human family into sin. At Cana, our Blessed Mother, the New Eve, prompts Jesus, the New Adam, to initiate his mission of salvation. [Source: Ignatius Catholic Study Bible]
Mary Mediatrix
http://www.saint-mike.net/qa/fs/viewanswer.asp?QID=2259
October 27, 2012 
Q: 1) When we give “hyperdulia” to Mary, does this mean that we merely honor her as being the highest and first among all the saints, or does it entail that we actually give her an elevated honor above all the other saints?
2) Does the title “Mediatrix of all Graces” (which, to my knowledge, has not yet been dogmatically defined) merely mean that Mary plays an auxiliary role in dispensing all graces (without actually deciding how they should be dispensed—which is a prerogative of God alone)? -Ignatius
A: There three levels of adoration/veneration:
1) Cultus dulia, which is the veneration due to angels and saints.

2) Cultus Hyperdulia, which is the veneration due solely to our Blessed Mother. The reason she is venerated at a higher level is that she is the Mother of God and the Queen of Heaven, both unique positions given to her alone. ﻿Thus, she is venerated above all angels and other Saints.

3) Cultus latria﻿, which is the adoration given only to God.

As for the Mediatrix of all Graces﻿:
The Second Vatican Council (Lumen gentium # 61-62), said:

"The Blessed Virgin is invoked in the Church under the titles of Advocate, Auxiliatrix, Adiutrix, and Mediatrix. This however it to be so understood that it takes nothing away, or adds nothing to the dignity and efficacy of Christ the one Mediator. For no creature can ever be put on the same level with the Incarnate Word and Redeemer...."

Since there has not been a dogmatic definition declared, the details as to her mediation of "all graces" or not and other details of the teaching are still being debated.

You can read more about this in the article, ﻿Mary, Mediatrix of All Graces by Fr, William Most. Father Most has gone to the Lord, but he was one of the top theologians in the U.S.

Full of Grace
http://www.saint-mike.net/qa/fs/viewanswer.asp?QID=2333
February 10, 2013 
Q: A Baptist pastor told me that St. Jerome when translating St. Luke's 1:28 account of the Annunciation from Greek to Latin mistranslated the Greek "hexaritomena" (highly favored) to the Latin "gratia plena" (full of grace). Thus, according to the pastor the Angel Gabriel greeted Mary as being "highly favored" and not "full of grace." Full of grace in Greek is "plaras karitos." I checked a Douay Rheims Bible I have and it says "full of grace", yet the St. Joseph edition of the New American Bible I also have says "favored one." I never knew that St. Jerome's Latin Vulgate had this mistranslation. In spite of this, when we say the Hail Mary prayer, we say the angelic salutation of "full of grace" and not "highly favored." All of this is confusing. Please clarify all of this for me. -Anthony
A: Do not let a Baptist confuse you. We must remember that Baptist, and all Protestants, suffer from a myopic disability which makes learning and properly understanding the Bible nearly impossible.
The Bible itself says that there is to be no private interpretations:

(2 Peter 1:20-21)  First of all you must understand this, that no prophecy of scripture is a matter of one's own interpretation, because no prophecy ever came by the impulse of man, but men moved by the Holy Spirit spoke from God.

﻿A lot of people misinterpret the word "prophecy" in this passage. This is not talking about foretelling the future. Prophecy is more about "forth-telling", that preaching divinely inspired instruction or exhortation. Sometimes, but only sometimes, this might include predictions of the future. Thus, the whole bible is prophecy, that is, as the Bible states itself:

(2 Tim 3:16-17)  All scripture is inspired by God and profitable for teaching, for reproof, for correction, and for training in righteousness, that the man of God may be complete, equipped for every good work. ﻿

Obviously, scripture cannot be profitable for teaching, reproof, correction, and training in righteous when people take it upon themselves to privately interpret it. Such private interpretation, a tradition that exploded with Martin Luther, has brought us more than 32,000 Christian groups out there. Each of these groups think they have the correct interpretation straight from the Holy Spirit, yet they contradict each other on various points. The Holy Spirit does not have a forked-tongue. There is only ONE proper interpretation, and the charism and authority to ensure a proper interpretation was given by God to the Pope and Magisterium of the Catholic Church, the only Church that was established by Christ personally.

Yet private interpretations is what Protestants do on a daily basis. Protestants do not have legitimate Churches, but ecclesial communities. Jesus establish ONE Church, and that Church was under the leadership of the Pope who sits on the chair of Peter. This is proven, hands down, from the Bible and the Bible alone. I can prove this using the King James Bible. I know, because I was a Baptist minister for many years. I know exactly how this so-called "bible Christians" are so terribly ignorant of the Bible, and worse yet, how they often come up with truly screwy interpretations at times.

The various 32,000 denominations out there are all man-made. Such "denominationalism" is actually condemned in the Bible:

(1 Cor 1:10-13)  I appeal to you, brethren, by the name of our Lord Jesus Christ, that all of you agree and that there be no dissensions among you, but that you be united in the same mind and the same judgment. For it has been reported to me by Chloe's people that there is quarreling among you, my brethren.  What I mean is that each one of you says, "I belong to Paul," or "I belong to Apollos," or "I belong to Cephas," or "I belong to Christ." Is Christ divided? Was Paul crucified for you? Or were you baptized in the name of Paul? ﻿
Christ said that we are to be ONE, with ONE faith, and ONE baptism. That faith was the Catholic Church, which I can prove, not only from history, but from the Bible. I can prove that from the Bible and the Bible alone.

When you have all these groups splitting away from Mother Church, there is no one who can definitively settle interpretative disputes since they have no Pope (which just means "father"), who has the mandate from God, to settle such disputes.

God does not want all this confusion. That is why he has always had a Magisterium, a Prime Minister, on this planet to interpret and protect the faith. Moses was a "pope". Jesus even mentions this in referring to the Chair of Moses in Matthew 23:2. Moses was the Pope of the Old Covenant. With a New Covenant a new chair of authority had to be established — the chair of Peter, which was established in Matthew 16 when Jesus said, "Simon, you are Kepha and upon this Kepha I shall build my Church. You see Jesus spoke in Aramaic, not Greek. This the name he gave to Simon was Kepha, which means rock, and it was upon this Kepha that Christ built his church. This was further proven because Jesus quoted from Isaiah 22 when he told Peter he would have the keys to the kingdom. Jesus did not quote Sacred Scripture flippantly. Everyone who heard Jesus say this knew exactly what he was saying. He was making Kepha (Peter) the first Pope of the New Covenant.

Isaiah 22 is about the secession of the office of Prime Minister. No one disputes that. This is what Jesus was quoting from in Matthew 16. Let us take a look, with my comments in read:

(Isaiah 22:21-24) ...and I will clothe him with your robe, and will bind your girdle on him, and will commit your authority to his hand [he is the Prime Minister for King Jesus with the delegated authority from the king]; and he shall be a father to the inhabitants of Jerusalem and to the house of Judah [wherever you see the word "Father" is the Bible it is the word Pope, which is a transliteration of the Greek patēr﻿ and the Latin Pater﻿]. And I will place on his shoulder the key of the house of David; he shall open, and none shall shut; and he shall shut, and none shall open [the symbols of authority given the the Prime Minister from the King]. And I will fasten him like a peg in a sure place, and he will become a throne of honor to his father's house [here the Prime Minister is to sit in the chair (throne) of authority]. And they will hang on him the whole weight of his father's house, the offspring and issue, every small vessel, from the cups to all the flagons [This Prime Minister will have the total weight of this authority given to him by God, in every aspect of ruling the kingdom on earth (the church)].

It is only the Pope and Magisterium of the Catholic Church that has this Prime Minister. and his successors, who has the charism and authority of the Holy Spirit to properly interpret Sacred Tradition, Sacred Scripture, and the all aspects of faith and doctrine.

The various non-Catholic denominations have no such charism or authority.

What Protestants fail to understand is the the Church does not come from the Bible, the Bible comes from the Church. There was no "new testament" for decades after Christ died and rose again. There were disputes about which letters were inspired Scripture. It was not until the 4th Century that a list of inspired letters was settled upon by Catholic Bishops. The final and most definitive declaration of which writings belong in the New Testament and the Old Testament did not take place until the 16th Century.

Non-Catholics have the Catholic Church to thank for the New Testament. The New Testament was written by Catholic, vetted by Catholics, and distributed to the Faithful by Catholic.

What all this means is that the Bible cannot be properly interpreted without being informed by Sacred Oral Tradition. In fact one of the criteria to determine which letters went into the New Testament was whether or not those letters were consistent and upheld what had already been taught in Oral Tradition from the time before the New Testament existed.

Now to the question of Mary, Full of Grace.
Full of Grace is the interpretation that was given by the Church, the Patristic Fathers, and the early Saints. It is true that this is not clearly seen in the Greek text, but it is not totally hidden.

Even in the oft-used by Protestants, Strongs Greek Dictionary, the Greek word charitoō﻿ contains the idea of grace, and is derived from the Greek charis﻿, which refers to Grace.

But, ultimately, people need to realize that whenever translating from one language to another there will be differences. Language usually does not translate perfectly.

This was the problem with Simon called Peter. Jesus said Kepha, not Peter, which makes the passage crystal clear that Simon was made the Rock to which the Church would be built. The problem is that rock in Greek is petras, a female name, meaning "rock". Obviously, Matthew and the other writers could not refer to Simon Kepha (Peter) with a girl's name. So, in translation from Aramaic to Greek, the writers had to give Peter a male name, petros, meaning "little pebble".
We have a similar problem in Luke 1:28. Anyone with intellectual honesty, a rare thing in the non-Catholic world, should understand the problem. St. Jerome did not mis-translate the passage, he enlightened the passage to its correct interpretation, as the Greek was insufficient to what had been Church teaching from the first century.

This term used by the Angel to Mary was unique. Never before was a greeting formed as a title. Mary was unique and she had to be unique for her womb was to be the the Ark of the New Covenant where our Lord would reside.

This fact explains all the Marian doctrines. She had to have Immaculately Conceived because she had to be free from Original Sin to allow her to live a sinless life. The Ark that would hold our Lord could not have any blemish. Like the Ark of the Covenant in the Old Testament, Mary and her womb had to be pure.

She had to give Virgin birth because the ark (womb) that was to hold our Lord, had to not only be pure, but be untouched. Remember the soldier who was struck dead because he touched the Ark of the Covenant to prevent it from falling into the mud. A noble gesture, but he did not have consecrated hands which which to touch this sacred object. 
She had to remain virgin, in perpetual virginity, because the Ark (womb) that held our Lord was sacred and that which has been made sacred by the touch of God can never be used for normal means, it must remain sacred (which means "set apart").

Finally, Mary had to be assumed into heaven because nothing sacred can be allowed to decay.

The only way that Mary can have all these graces is to be Full of Grace. Her souls was full of grace so that she could not sin, she could not sully the Ark which was her womb that held our Lord. It is absolutely required that Mary be full of grace. It is for all these reasons that the Scripture tells us that Mary will be blessed before all women and for all generations.

Then, finally, we have the term Mother of God in Scripture itself:

(Luke 1:41-43)  And when Elizabeth heard the greeting of Mary, the babe leaped in her womb; and Elizabeth was filled with the Holy Spirit and she exclaimed with a loud cry, "Blessed are you among women, and blessed is the fruit of your womb! And why is this granted me, that the mother of my Lord should come to me?﻿"

Now, when Elizabeth proclaimed Mary, "mother of my Lord", she was not saying that Jesus would be her landlord. "Lord" here is referring to God — "Mother of God".

It is crystal clear that Mary was full of grace. That is the correct interpretation, the interpretation of the Church Fathers, and remained the interpretation of the Church for nearly 2000 years. It is only when a bunch of arrogant people, acting like immature teenagers needing to demonize their parents as a justification for running away from home, did the man-made and false idea arise that Mary was not Full of Grace.

The Protestants who do not believe this fact about Mary can have their opinion. For myself I think I will go with God's opinion.

P.S. The following have articles concerning this:

Catholic Answers
Old Catholic Encyclopedia﻿

Catechism and here
Biblical Evidence for Catholicism
Virgin All Powerful
http://www.saint-mike.net/qa/fs/viewanswer.asp?QID=2402 

June 12, 2013

Q: I’ve been struggling with something about Our Lady. I’ve been attacked with all kinds of tough temptations that are very confusing and sometime I dont know if I sinned in my thinking
I started getting a temptation in my mind that Mary is virgin almighty now naturally I’d assume this is incorrect because only God is almighty. I have seen Our Lady addressed as virgin all powerful. Is it not the same? Because i looked up almighty and it means having all power. Though I see they only address God as almighty. This is a very confusing matter and I struggle a lot with terrible temptations that I worship mary though I know that she's the Mother of God and she deserves honour and I want to honour her and love her, but I dont want to worship her because that is only for God and she obviously wouldnt want that either. I just struggle alot with this and I can’t seem to be put in peace with these struggles. –John

A: The phrase that is used in Marian devotion is, Mary Most Powerful, not "Mary almighty" or "Mary all powerful." If you saw any reference to "Mary all powerful" ignore it as coming from someone who is a loon, or it is possible that a devotion from 100s of years ago may use that terminology, but the English in those days means something different than it does today. There are a lot of old Marian devotions that use language that confuses people today. This is the problem with language since language evolves over time. This is the reason the Church uses Latin for all official documents as Latin is no longer used in society and therefore it does not evolve, but remains the same.

Bottomline: Only God is all powerful/almighty. Mary is Most Powerful because she is a powerful woman. She had to be a strong woman to agree with God to give birth to His Son. To be pregnant out-of-wedlock suffered the death penalty. Yet she gave her fiat to God anyway.  (Lk 1:34)

She shows herself strong in telling her son to perform his first miracle at the marriage at Cana. Jesus chastises her, "And Jesus said to her, 'O woman, what have you to do with me? My hour has not yet come.'" Yet Mary insists, and Jesus complies. (Jn 2:1-11)
Again, Mary shows her strength at the foot of the Cross, standing at his feet and not fainting (John 19:25).

Mary had to have strength to do all this, but to also in crushing the head of Satan. The Church identifies Mary with the Woman of Genesis 3:15 whom God said would be the perpetual enemy of the Devil: "I will put enmity between you (the serpent) and the woman, between your seed and her seed. He shall crush your head and you shall crush his heel."

As a perpetual enemy of Satan, as the Queen Mother of King Jesus, as Mother of God, as the mother whose heart was pierced, she is Most Powerful, more than any other Saint in heaven.

Rebuke the devil who is trying to confuse you with these doubts. Be not afraid. Always look to the Church, her documents, documents of the Saints, the catechism, etc. to vet all things, including my answers about Church teachings.
Immaculate Heart
http://oswc.org/stmike/qa/fs/viewanswer.asp?QID=2472
October 15, 2013

Q: I struggle immensely with trying to understand devotions such as the Immaculate Heart. I have problems, for example, with the notion often expressed in some Marian apparitions that Catholics ought to make reparation to the Immaculate Heart, and similar statements. This is not to say that there is a problem with Marian devotion, but I do find it a bit troubling that there is seldom mention of Christ except in a context of holding back His anger, or otherwise in a distant setting wherein the focus seems to be on Mary alone and perhaps too much attention is paid to that phenomenon itself.

The tendency seems to be in several of these occasions to intensify focus on and isolate Mary from Christ in a direct sense. It also seems clear that when we make reparations, it ought to be to God if even indirectly, but when the situation of a body part is involved the devotion seems distant, strange, and uncommunicable to those whose precedence is placed on looking to find a relationship directly with Christ through the Church.

This is of course unless I am misunderstanding this devotion, so from whence did it come, and what is the reasoning behind it? This particular devotion seems utterly central to Latin Christianity, as it is constantly talked about and invoked - but to my knowledge is foreign not only to Protestant Christianity, but likewise to the Eastern Churches. All this not for the sake of arbitrary disparagement, but for the consolation of conscience and reconciliation with certain practices I frankly do not understand at this moment. –Vincent

A: There is no such thing as a Marian devotion that isolates her alone. Our Blessed Mother always points to her Son. There are two reasons why we venerate the Blessed Mother:
1) Because God tells us to through Mary's words at the Annunciation:

(Luke 1:48) ...for he has regarded the low estate of his handmaiden. For behold, henceforth all generations will call me blessed; 

2) Because the Blessed Virgin Mary is the Mother of God:

(Luke 1:41-43)  And when Elizabeth heard the greeting of Mary, the babe leaped in her womb; and Elizabeth was filled with the Holy Spirit and she exclaimed with a loud cry, "Blessed are you among women, and blessed is the fruit of your womb! And why is this granted me, that the mother of my Lord [God] should come to me?

3) Because in venerating her we honor God:

(Luke 1:46) And Mary said, "My soul magnifies the Lord

4) As the Queen Mother it pleases God that we come to Him through her:

(1 Kings 2:18-19) Bathsheba said, "Very well; I will speak for you to the king." So Bathsheba went to King Solomon, to speak to him on behalf of Adonijah. And the king rose to meet her, and bowed down to her; then he sat on his throne, and had a seat brought for the king's mother; and she sat on his right.

Solomon was the King. Bathsheba was his mother, the Queen Mother. Solomon loves his mother greatly, so much that he bows to her and seats her at his right hand. This is an archetype of the relationship between King Jesus and His Queen Mother, the Blessed Virgin Mary. Jesus loves her so much that she sits at His right hand and is pleased to hear her intercessions for us.

We are a family, and God is pleased when his family helps and intercedes for each other. This is the reason that we can pray to Mary and to the Saints to intercede for us before our King and Lord. 

As to the devotion of the Immaculate Heart of Mary, the Catholic Encyclopedia states:

In order that, properly speaking, there may be devotion to the Heart of Mary, the attention and the homage of the faithful must be directed to the physical heart itself. However, this in itself is not sufficient; the faithful must read therein all that the human heart of Mary suggests, all of which it is the expressive symbol and the living reminder: Mary's interior life, her joys and sorrows, her virtues and hidden perfections, and, above all, her virginal love for her God, her maternal love for her Divine Son, and her motherly and compassionate love for her sinful and miserable children here below. The consideration of Mary's interior life and the beauties of her soul, without any thought of her physical heart, does not constitute our devotion; still less does it consist in the consideration of the Heart of Mary merely as a part of her virginal body. The two elements are essential to the devotion, just as soul and body are necessary to the constitution of man...

 Another Scriptural passage to help in bringing out the devotion was the twice-repeated saying of St. Luke, that Mary kept all the sayings and doings of Jesus in her heart, that there she might ponder over them and live by them.

The encyclopedia article, linked above gives a history of the devotion.

The Eastern Catholic Churches sometimes use this imagery associated with the Immaculate Heart, but it is true that this devotion is primarily Latin. The Eastern Churches and the Orthodox nevertheless have a profound devotion to the Theotokos. (Literal English translations include "God-bearer", "Birth-Giver of God" and "the one who gives birth to God.") The Theotokos is a major subject of Eastern iconography. The Protestants know nothing of the Marian dogmas nor the dogma of the Communion of the Saints and its beauty and grace we receive from God by it. That is because the Protestants have a "Readers Digest", an abridged, understanding of the Faith. The Catholic Church, the Church that was founded by Christ Himself, is the only Church in the fullness of the Faith that God wants us to have.

The bottomline is that the Heart of Mary represents the heart of a mother whose heart is pierced by the death of her son. Mary participated in the suffering of her son. Her heart is a symbol of her interior life, "her joys and sorrows and hidden perfections, and above all, her virginal love for her God, her material love of her Divine Son, and her motherly and compassionate love of her sinful and miserable children here below."
Mary is our mother, too. Jesus proclaimed that from the Cross, "...he said to his mother, 'Woman, behold, your son!' Then he said to the disciple, 'Behold, your mother!’" (John 19:26-27). Pope John Paul II wrote about this in his, To the Disciple he Said, Behold Your Mother.

Do we not cherish the heart of our own mothers? It is their heart that loves us and nurtures us and sustains us. The heart of Mary does that for us in much greater ways for Mary's heart leads us directly to her Son.

What is the definition and the meaning of the Heart? According to the Bible, the heart is the centre not only of spiritual activity, but of all the operations of human life. The process of salvation begins in the heart by the believing reception of the testimony of God, while the rejection of that testimony hardens the heart (Ps. 95:8; Prov. 28:14; 2 Chr. 36:13). The heart is the "home of the personal life," and hence a man is designated, according to his heart, wise (1 Kings 3:12, etc.), pure (Ps. 24:4; Matt. 5:8, etc.), upright and righteous (Gen. 20:5, 6; Ps. 11:2; 78:72), pious and good (Luke 8:15), etc. (Source: Heart Christian Symbol)
Mary
http://oswc.org/stmike/qa/fs/viewanswer.asp?QID=2595
January 7, 2015
Q: Perhaps as a cradle Catholic I should already know and understand this but, I am having trouble.
As a Catholic I have never practiced a sincere devotion to Mary. Lately I have been going to adoration on Tues. and bought a book, Visits to the Blessed Sacrament and the Blessed Virgin Mary, to help me make the most of it. I am troubled by what I am reading. To the best of my knowledge it is in accordance with Catholic teaching but is not sitting well in my heart. Please pardon my ignorance.
A couple things that I am having trouble with:
"God dispenses no graces otherwise than through the hands of Mary. The intercession of Mary is not only useful but necessary to obtain graces."

What? God can't do His work without Mary?

A line from one of the prayers that it is suggested that we say during time before an image of Mary: "..., and I thank you for all of the graces you have obtained for me until now, and particularly for having saved me from Hell...."

What? Mary has saved me from hell? I thought Jesus did that by dieing on the cross.
Please help me with this. It is causing me a lot of conflict in my heart. –Joe
A: This book, Visits to the Blessed Sacrament and the Blessed Virgin Mary, was written by the great St. Alphonsus de Liguori, doctor of the Church. In the 1830s or 40s his book was given approbation by Archbishop Samuel Eccleston, of Baltimore.﻿
Here is the full context of the passage you quoted (in red):

And now, as to the visits to the Most Blessed Virgin, the opinion of St. Bernard is well known, and generally believed: it is, that God dispenses no graces otherwise than through the hands of Mary: "God wills that we should receive nothing that does not pass through Mary's hands." Hence Father Suarez declares that it is now the sentiment of the universal Church, that "the intercession of Mary is not only useful, but even necessary to obtain graces." And we may remark that the Church gives us strong grounds for this belief, by applying the words of Sacred Scripture to Mary, and making her say: In me is all hope of life and of virtue. Come over to me, all ye that desire of me. (Ecclus. 24, 25.) Let all come to me; for I am the hope of all that you can desire. Hence she then adds: Blessed is the man that heareth me, and that watcheth daily at my gates, and waiteth at the posts of my doors. (Prov. 8.34.) Blessed is he who is diligent in coming every day to the door of my powerful intercession; for by finding me he will find life and eternal salvation: He that shall find me shall find life, and shall have salvation from the Lord. (Prov. 8, 35.) Hence it is not without reason that the Holy Church wills that we should all call her our common hope, by saluting her, saying, 'Hail, our hope!"

"Let us then," says St. Bernard, who went so far as to call Mary 'the whole ground of his hope,' "seek for graces, and seek them through Mary."

The entire book can be found online here.
Of course God can do all things without the participation of man, but He chooses to allow His children to participate in His graces because we are family and families do things together. The Father always allows his children to help him in his tasks.

In fact, as best as I can remember, except for Creation itself, God had human beings participating in every miracle recorded in the Bible. The parting of the Red Sea was accomplished through Moses and the graces of God are given through Mary, the perfect Christian, and most powerful intercessor, the Queen of Heaven.

We see an image of our Blessed Mother in this role in the story of Solomon and his mother, Bathshe'ba. Bathshe'ba was the Queen Mother. People would come to her to ask her to intercede with her son Solomon, the king:

(1 Kings 17-20) And he said [to Bathshe'ba], "Pray ask King Solomon—he will not refuse you—to give me Ab′ishag the Shu′nammite as my wife." Bathshe′ba said, "Very well; I will speak for you to the king."

So Bathshe′ba went to King Solomon, to speak to him on behalf of Adoni'jah. And the king rose to meet her, and bowed down to her; then he sat on his throne, and had a seat brought for the king’s mother; and she sat on his right. Then she said, "I have one small request to make of you; do not refuse me." And the king said to her, "Make your request, my mother; for I will not refuse you."
We have another example in Scripture was the economy of the Queen Mother as intercessor to her son, the King, on behalf of the people in the story of the wedding at Cana. Jesus performed his first miracle of turning water into wine at the behest of his mother, to whom he could not refuse, even though it was not yet his time:

(John 2:3-5) When the wine failed, the mother of Jesus said to him, "They have no wine." And Jesus said to her, "O woman, what have you to do with me? My hour has not yet come." His mother said to the servants, "Do whatever he tells you."

Because Mary is the mother to King Jesus, as Queen Mother she is the greatest and most powerful intercessor for God's people. As King Solomon said to his Queen Mother, "...I will not refuse you."

She is the conduit that God has chosen to flow His graces to his people. He doesn't have to do this, but He has chosen to do this, which gives Him glory and shows His majesty and power. The Catechism says:

. . . she is our Mother in the order of grace
967 By her complete adherence to the Father's will, to his Son's redemptive work, and to every prompting of the Holy Spirit, the Virgin Mary is the Church's model of faith and charity. Thus she is a "preeminent and . . . wholly unique member of the Church"; indeed, she is the "exemplary realization" (typus) of the Church.

968 Her role in relation to the Church and to all humanity goes still further. "In a wholly singular way she cooperated by her obedience, faith, hope, and burning charity in the Savior's work of restoring supernatural life to souls. For this reason she is a mother to us in the order of grace."

969 "This motherhood of Mary in the order of grace continues uninterruptedly from the consent which she loyally gave at the Annunciation and which she sustained without wavering beneath the cross, until the eternal fulfillment of all the elect. Taken up to heaven she did not lay aside this saving office but by her manifold intercession continues to bring us the gifts of eternal salvation . . . . Therefore the Blessed Virgin is invoked in the Church under the titles of Advocate, Helper, Benefactress, and Mediatrix."

970 "Mary's function as mother of men in no way obscures or diminishes this unique mediation of Christ, but rather shows its power. But the Blessed Virgin's salutary influence on men . . . flows forth from the superabundance of the merits of Christ, rests on his mediation, depends entirely on it, and draws all its power from it." [My emphasis] "No creature could ever be counted along with the Incarnate Word and Redeemer; but just as the priesthood of Christ is shared in various ways both by his ministers and the faithful, and as the one goodness of God is radiated in different ways among his creatures, so also the unique mediation of the Redeemer does not exclude but rather gives rise to a manifold cooperation which is but a sharing in this one source."

It is by this singular grace given to Mary, as Mother of God, as Queen Mother to King Jesus, that God has chosen to administer His graces.

God does not need us to do anything, but as a good Father he allows us to participate and even to help Him in his graces. Thus, because this is God's chosen economy Mary's intercession is "not only useful, but even necessary to obtain graces" even if the person receiving the grace does not know this.

Concerning Mary saving us from hell here is the full context of what you quoted on this (in red):

And full context of the second quote you gave (in red):

Most holy Immaculate Virgin and my Mother Mary, to thee who art the Mother of my Lord, the Queen of the world, the advocate, the hope, and the refuge of sinners, I have recourse today, I who am the most miserable of all. I render thee my most humble homage, 0 great Queen, and I thank thee for all the graces thou hast conferred on me until now, particularly for having delivered me from hell, which I have so often deserved. I love thee, 0 most amiable Lady; and for the love which I bear thee, I promise to serve thee always, and to do all in my power to make others love thee also. I place in thee all my hopes; I confide my salvation to thy care. Accept me for thy servant, and receive me under thy mantle, 0 Mother of Mercy. And since thou art so powerful with God, deliver me from all temptations, or rather obtain for me the strength to triumph over them until death. Of thee I ask a perfect love for Jesus Christ. Through thee I hope to die a good death. 0 my Mother, by the love which thou bearest to God, I beseech thee to help me at all times, especially at the last moment of my life. Leave me not, I beseech thee, until thou I me safe in heaven, blessing thee, and singing thy mercies for all eternity. Amen. So I hope. So may it be.

The Cross, in itself, does not save us. Rather, Jesus on the Cross redeems mankind and gives man the "opportunity" for salvation. People must still make a free will decision to profess Jesus has savior and convert to Him. It is by the graces of God that we are able to make that decision. As Jesus said, (John 6:44) "No one can come to me unless the Father who sent me draws him﻿..."
Since Mary is the mediatrix, the Queen Mother, through whom God has chosen for His graces to flow to His children, those graces that deliver us from hell also flow through her.

We, too, can participate in this. When we talk to an unbeliever about Christ and that person converts, the grace that allows him to convert flowed through us. Thus, we helped in delivering the man from hell. This grace flowed from God, through Mary, then through us, to the unbeliever who converts. This is God's economy, His economy of family.
Our Lady Queen of Light
http://oswc.org/stmike/qa/fs/viewanswer.asp?QID=2625
March 23, 2015

Q: I am Roman Catholic and I am researching about devotions, prayers, appearances or any relevant information about Our Lady Queen of Light. Because we have a community here in Brazil with an icon and Our Lady with this title.I wonder if you guys know anything of this devotion especially. So far I have found some sites with references to "the Chaplet of Queen of Light" One of them are in Saint-mike.org's page: https://www.saint-mike.org/library/chaplets/queen_light.html. 
Another one is here: http://www.rosaryandchaplets.com/chaplets/queen_of_light.html. 
But that's it. It would be a very great charity if anyone could give me more information. -Silas
A: The only reference I can find with the specific title of Our Lady, Queen of Light is from the unapproved seer, Sebastian Pericci, an Italian teenager who reported visions of the Blessed Virgin Mary since August 4, 2004. Since this apparition is not approved by the Church it should not be used for devotion.
The Chaplet of Mary, Queen of Light predates the 2004 apparition to Sebastian Pericci﻿. It is not the same title. However, I cannot find any source for the title Mary, Queen of Light, thus we will remove that chaplet from our website.

There is a devotion to Mary under the title, Our Lady of Light.  This apparition and devotion is officially approved by the Church. You can find information about it at Our Lady of Light.

As for the community in Brazil that uses the title of Our Lady, Queen of Light, I suggest asking about the source of this devotion under that title.

Mary’s Assumption
http://oswc.org/stmike/qa/fs/viewanswer.asp?QID=2643
May 13, 2015

Q: Was Mother Mary assumed when she was alive or dead? What is the church's teachings on this? I think I remember reading somewhere that it is inconclusive as to if she was assumed alive or dead. However, a priest told me that she was alive and that is what the church doctrine is. –Christina
A: Pope Pius XII solemnly defined in "Munificentissimus Deus" on Nov. 1, 1950, that

"the Immaculate Mother of God, the ever-virgin Mary, having completed the course of her earthly life, was assumed body and soul into heavenly glory." 

This dogma does not say she was alive or dead when she was assumed.

Patristic Fathers defended the Assumption by making two points: 

1) Since Mary was sinless and a perpetual virgin, she could not suffer bodily deterioration, the result of original sin, after her death. 

2) If Mary bore Christ and played an intimate role as His mother in the redemption of man, then she must likewise share body and soul in His resurrection and glorification.﻿

As to whether or not Mary died and then was immediately assumed into heaven or she was assumed just prior to what would have been her death, the Church does not say. 

What we know for sure, and what we are required to believe, is that when Mary's time on earth was completed she was assumed into heaven body and soul.
Rosary – Fifteen promises
http://oswc.org/stmike/qa/fs/viewanswer.asp?QID=2663 

July 9, 2015

Q: From time to time the "fifteen promises" for reciting the Rosary resurfaces. It can be found immediately doing a net search. I realize this is definitely a "private revelation," but is it even approved by the Church at all? Some of the promises are so generic as to mean anything or nothing; others are quite specific and I can't understand how relying on them can't be considered superstition or at the very least misplaced faith. -Mike
A: The fifteen promises are indeed a private revelation, which means the Faithful are not required to believe them.
As it is with any "promises" such as this, the promises attached to the Brown Scapular, etc., just the recitation of the Rosary has no effect. The Rosary must be prayed with devotion. Even then the promises do not come from the Rosary, but from the lives of the people who recite is devoutly and practice that devotion in their lives. What such "promises" really indicate is that a person who devoutly prays the rosary will be more likely to live that devotion in his life, to live the Christ-life, and thus more likely receive the graces offered in the promises. But, this is not magic. The rosary is not a talisman. It is, rather, a sign of our devotion to our Blessed Mother and to God.

As to approval from the Church, there does not seem to be. Here is an article that goes into that question, "Are the 15 Rosary Promises Reliable?" by Jimmy Akin.
The virginal birth of Jesus
http://oswc.org/stmike/qa/fs/viewanswer.asp?QID=2667  

November 13, 2015

Q: I know that there are different opinions regarding the virginal birth of Jesus and the Church has not made a definite decision regarding it.
We know that it was in a miraculous way. Some say Mary suffered no pain, others say she did but not as much as other women because God said in Genesis "I will 'greatly multiply' your pain in childbearing..." indicating that there would have been some pain during delivery.
There are some that say that the miraculous birth meant that the hymen of the Virgin Mary was never ruptured and that is how she was a virgin during birth. Something akin to walking through walls. But if that is so what about the placenta, and the umbilical chord? 
Others say that Jesus just suddenly appeared; one instant being in the womb then the next being outside of the womb, sort of again going through walls. I personally don't buy that because again what happened to the placenta and the umbilical chord. 
In Hebrews 2:17 the Ignatius Bible says "Therefore he had to be made like his brethren in every respect..." so my belief is that Jesus did pass through the birth canal otherwise he would not have been like us. 
What is your take on all of this? –Chas
A: F﻿r. Angelo Mary Geiger gives a good summary answer to this:

"The essential truth of the Virgin Birth, as taught continually by the Fathers and defined by the Church, does not concern the presence or absence of pain during Jesus’ birth. The central truth of the Virgin Birth is that Christ was born of Mary miraculously, as a sign and confirmation of His divinity. The Virgin Birth has always been distinguished from the Virginal Conception, because it was a separate and distinct miraculous event. It was not a natural birth, nor is it explainable by natural causes. Our Lady’s physical virginity, with all that it implies, remained integral and intact before, during, and after the birth of Jesus. St. Bernard, St. Thomas Aquinas, St. Bonaventure, and the Catechism of the Council of Trent all teach the painlessness of the birth as a logical consequence of its miraculous nature."

﻿The Catechism of the Council of Trent states:

For in a way wonderful beyond expression or conception, he is born of his Mother without any diminution of her maternal virginity. As he afterwards went forth from the sepulcher while it was closed and sealed, and entered the room in which his disciples were assembled, although “the doors were closed” (Jn. 20:19), or, not to depart from natural events which we witness every day, as the rays of the sun penetrate the substance of glass without breaking or injuring it in the least: so, but in a more incomprehensible manner, did Jesus Christ come forth from his mother’s womb without injury to her maternal virginity. …

To Eve it was said: “In pain you shall bring forth children” (Gen. 3:16). Mary was exempt from this law, for preserving her virginal integrity inviolate, she brought forth Jesus the Son of God, without experiencing, as we have already said, any sense of pain. (21)
Communication with Mary, the saints and angels
http://oswc.org/stmike/qa/fs/viewanswer.asp?QID=2745   

February 27, 2017

Q: As a Catholic, do I need to pray the rosary, ask the Virgin Mary, the Saints and Archangels to pray for me to be a true Catholic? I know that God is a very jealous God and there is nothing worse than his wrath.

I have had very bad experiences with venerating the Virgin Mary, the Saints, etc. I will NEVER have another statue or icon in my house because I had demonic spirits that manifested and they killed my father. The demons left when I got rid of the Virgin Mary statue and icons. Unfortunately, one of my neighbors took my father's Virgin Mary statue and her health decreased significantly instantly! She has had a series of misfortunes as well since possessing this statue.

I have no problem with the Catholic Church but I want to be on the safe side and not bring God's wrath on me for idolatry.

Finally, you mentioned that you were a Baptist. Were you a Calvinist, if so a five point? What made you leave the Baptist faith? -Ioanna
A: I’m sorry to hear about your trouble, but the veneration or Mary and the Saints, and the statues and icons were not the source of your problems.
The statues and icons are material objects, inanimate objects, and cannot hurt anyone. It is possible that these objects were cursed and thus may have had demons attached to them. Having the objects blessed would have removed any demons attached to them.

You need not fear any blessed object.

If you were attacked while praying to Mary and the Saints, the prayer is also not the problem. What can happen is that demons can attack you to try to convince you to stop praying. If you stop praying because of this then you have let the devil win.

God is not a jealous and wrathful God. He is a loving and merciful God. You need not fear Him. Praying to the Mary and the Saints, and using blessed objects such as statues and icons to aid your faith is something that God wants you to do.

You do not have to pray the rosary or pray to Mary and the Saints, or use blessed objects, to be Catholic, but you will be praying to Mary and the Saints every time you attend Mass. Such prayers are part of every Mass.
Besides, to not talk to Mary and the Saints is like going to your father's house and ignoring your mother, brothers, sisters, and other relatives. It is rather rude.

To not use bless objects is like refusing gifts from your father. It is also rude.

Any objects, such as statues and icons, are perfect good and safe to use. Just have your local priest bless them. Blessed objects in the house help to ward off at least some demons.

If you are having spiritual warfare problems, that is, demonic problems, do not throw away the tools God has given us to defend ourselves against the devil -- such as praying to the saints, and the use of blessed object. You need those things more than ever to defend yourself.

Concerning the demonic issues, I suggest your follow the Seven Steps to Self-Deliverance, and use prayers from our Spiritual Warfare Prayer Catalog (such as the Hedge Prayer of Protection)﻿.
Communication with Mary, the saints and angels ctd.
http://oswc.org/stmike/qa/fs/viewanswer.asp?QID=2749    

March 12, 2017
Q: Thanks for responding. When I was in the Greek/Russian Orthodox faith (one of the WORST mistakes of my life), I met an evil Greek priest who stated that he couldn't celebrate the liturgy because the demons make him laugh. He laughed (with this demonic laugh) at my husband's question during catechism and my husband got up to leave. Like an idiot I stopped my husband because I felt sorry for this priest (my insides were screaming "Run, you idiot!!).

This priest was the one who "blessed" my icons. He stated that they have to stay for 40 days in the church because that is tradition and they could have been cursed. When I brought these icons into my house (my parents who lived with us), my practicing Catholic father stated, "Your bringing the devil in the house!" My father would never speak against an icon or statue.

Over time, anyone who was this Greek priest's spiritual child like me was destroyed in some way e.g. divorced twice, institutionalized (mental), unexplained serious illness and death. With all these situations I was in denial because I was raised with the stupid mentality that all priests are good and we should never think evil of a priest. But God really opened my eyes when my father had a stroke. He was recuperating well. I had this priest come to pray for him in the hospital. My father ended up collapsing two days later and paralyzed on his left side! My father became worse every time this priest prayed for him. Then I never heard from this priest again. We had demons manifest in our house and my father died a horrible death.

The Orthodox are anti-Catholic who think we are heretics with a watered down religion. They re-baptized my husband, older daughter and me (we were originally baptized Catholic). My younger daughter was baptized only orthodox. Coincidentally, my younger daughter is the most attacked now. The Catholic Priests at her school said that she didn't need to get re-baptized or confirmed. I wonder about this.....

Since being in this evil Orthodox church, I feel a disconnect from God. I tried everything e.g. prayer, confession, churches, prayer lines, deliverance, etc. Most things provided temporary relief. I begged God for help to no avail. I am not trying to be rude to the Virgin Mary and Saints but I am just using discernment-I have been burned enough.

Many times I have tried to walk away from religion, church, and God. I keep coming back because I am so drawn to God.

Do you think God is angry with me for getting re-baptized in the Orthodox Church? Please tell me about your experience with the Baptist church. I apologize for this lengthy response but I feel you need to understand where I coming from. I pray for you and your family. -Ioanna
A: I am sorry you had these experiences. It is doubtful that this Orthodox Church you went to was mainstream or perhaps not even genuinely Orthodox. A legitimate Orthodox Church accepts Catholic Baptism as legitimate, which it is, and would not re-baptize.
The Orthodox Churches have their own kind of Protestants. These are off-shoots of the real Orthodox formed primarily by Protestant anti-Catholic converts who do not want to be Catholic but do understand the need for legitimate Holy Orders and the Sacraments. Thus, they go to Orthodox Churches, or off-shoots. What you are describing sounds to me like one of the off-shoots.

Baptism with the Catholic Church or the Orthodox Churches is valid. As long as this off-shoot church you went to baptized in the name of the Father, Son, and Holy Spirit, then the baptism is valid and your daughter does not need to be re-baptized.

From your narrative, you and your family may have been cursed. What you and your family need to do now is to go through our Seven Steps to Self-Deliverance, linked below.

In addiction, go to our Spiritual Warfare Prayer Catalog, also linked below.﻿ Use any prayers that you need. I specifically recommend:

Prayer of Renunciation of Ancestral Sins
﻿Renewal of Baptismal Promises
﻿Breaking Household Curses and Spells
Hedge Prayer for Protection of Household
﻿﻿Rebuking Particular Spirits Affecting the Household
There are personal versions of these "Household" prayers as well. Our specially trained Spiritual Warrior Prayer Team will be praying for you.﻿ Try these prayers and the Seven Steps for a couple of months. If there is no relief, then you may make an appointment with us using the "Personal Consultation" link below.
Prayers and Novenas
http://oswc.org/stmike/qa/fs/viewanswer.asp?QID=2755     

April 8, 2017
Q: I hear many people say: “This prayer/novena is a VERY powerful prayer/novena.” Let’s say that I am praying to our Blessed Mother for a certain thing and I say a certain novena, then someone comes along and says, “Oh, you need to pray THIS novena for your request because this is a VERY ‘powerful’ novena.” Why would novena “B” to the Blessed Mother (Virgin of so and so) be more powerful than novena “A” that I am praying to the Blessed Mother (Virgin of such and such). It’s still a novena to our Blessed Mother but under a different title. So why would one be more powerful than another? 
I know prayers are not magic formulas or incantations but must come from the heart and all answers come from God and His will. 
Also, why would a novena to “St. Doe”, be more powerful than a novena to “St. Moe” for the same request? –Nathan

A: The primary power of a prayer is the faith of the person who prays it. As you say, prayers are not magical incantations. In this sense, it does not matter which novena you use.

The idea of a certain novena or prayer being effective arises from the devotion of patron saints. Saints may have a specialty in one subject as opposed to another. The same goes for prayers to our Blessed Mother under one title as opposed to another. For example, we use the Litany of Loreto (referring to the birthplace of Mary) and the Novena of Lepanto (referring to the Battle of Lepanto when a Christian navy, after praying the Rosary, won the battle against an overwhelming Muslim navy), when praying against demonic harassment, oppression, and obsession. This is because Our Lady under these titles are particularly hated by demons.

But, in the final analysis, it is your faith, not the particular prayer, that has "power." God knows your heart and the purpose of your prayer. I would not pay a whole lot of attention to people who border on treating prayers like incantations.
Fatima Prayer – Angel of Peace
http://oswc.org/stmike/qa/fs/viewanswer.asp?QID=2757      

April 24, 2017

Q: I'm confused by two components of the reparation prayer to the Holy Trinity that the Angel of Peace asked the three children of Fatima to pray. In that prayer the body, blood, soul and divinity of Jesus Christ is offered to the Holy Trinity. How can Jesus's body, blood, soul and divinity be offered to the same Jesus, the second person of the Trinity? It's proper to offer the body and blood of Jesus to God the Father and the Holy Spirit because Jesus is the Lamb of God who shed His blood on the cross for the salvation of mankind. But why offer to God Jesus's soul and divinity also? All three persons are equally divine and are one God. –Anthony
A: This prayer is offered to the Father. The Divine Mercy website gives the answer:
2. "I offer You the Body and Blood, Soul and Divinity of Your dearly beloved Son, our Lord Jesus Christ"
Notice that what we here "offer" to the Father is what He sees from all eternity: the self-offering and self-sacrifice of His Son. We "offer" this to Him in the sense that we pray all our Chaplets to the Father solely on the basis of what is most precious to Him in the whole universe. Namely, the loving obedience unto death of Jesus His Son. 
So, we "offer" Christ's sacrifice to the Father in the sense that all our pleas to the Father for an outpouring of His mercy upon the world are made solely on the basis of Christ's perfect sacrifice to the Father, with all its superabundant merits, and we pray that all the graces that Jesus merited for us by His life and death may be poured out upon us.
In this way, also, we join our Chaplet prayers on earth with the pleading of the heavenly Jesus Christ, who continues forever in heaven as our "advocate" and "intercessor": 

If any one does sin, we have an advocate with the Father, Jesus Christ the righteous, and He is the expiation for our sins, and not for ours only, but for the sins of the whole world (1 Jn 2:1).
[Christ] hold His priesthood permanently because He continues forever. Consequently, He is able for all time to save those who draw near to God through Him, since He always lives to make intercession for them (Heb 7:25).

Most importantly, you will recognize that all this is precisely the same thing that happens at every Mass. Catechism 1374, quoting the 16th century ecumenical Council of Trent, states: "In the Most Blessed Sacrament of the Eucharist, the Body and Blood, together with the Soul and Divinity of our Lord Jesus Christ, and therefore the whole Christ, is truly, really, and substantially contained." 
This is the answer to your particular question. Trent was responding to those Protestant critics at the time who misconstrued the Catholic doctrine of the Real Presence, as if it meant that we receive merely the material elements of Jesus' Body and Blood. Whereas Catholic belief is that those words are just "shorthand" for the fullness of the Eucharistic mystery: that we receive the living and glorified Body and Blood of our heavenly Advocate and Intercessor, Jesus Christ, in every Holy Communion. 
For a living body is a body united to its soul, and a glorified human being is a body and soul united with divinity. Therefore, in the Eucharist we receive and enjoy an intimate and deeply personal relationship with Jesus Christ in the fullness of all that He is, and we unite ourselves completely with His earthly sacrifice and heavenly pleading on our behalf.
The Council of Trent also taught that by offering Christ to the Father in the Eucharist (that is, by offering our prayers in union with His sacrifice and prayers to the Father) we make a truly "propitiatory" offering for our sins. In other words, an offering that covers and makes up for the debt to God's justice that we incurred by our sins. Similarly, in the Chaplet, we extend this same Eucharistic offering: We offer up the whole Christ, Body and Blood, Soul and Divinity, as the next line says ... 3. "... in atonement for our sins, and those of the whole world."
Immaculate Conception
http://oswc.org/stmike/qa/fs/viewanswer.asp?QID=2794       

October 6, 2017

Q: I know many cradle Catholics who swear up and down that the Immaculate Conception--December 8--celebrates Jesus' conception in Mary's womb. The scripture readings for the day certainly do not dispel this belief.
As I understand it, the feast is about Mary's conception in HER mother's womb--that SHE was preserved from any stain of sin because she was to be the mother of the savior. Of course, there are no scripture readings that explicitly explain this.
I don't understand why this doctrine is necessary. If we believe Mary was chosen to be the mother of Christ, and she said "Yes" why is it important to know the "mechanics" so to speak, of how God brought this about? And what about the many, many Catholics who believe that December 8 is celebrating the conception of Jesus? Isn't March 25, the Annunciation, a more appropriate day to celebrate that belief? -Richard
A: There is no excuse for any Catholic to confuse the meaning of the Immaculate Conception with that of the Virgin Birth. But, many Catholics put little effort in knowing their own faith.
The Immaculate Conception is a very important dogma. It is so important that the pope declared the dogma ex cathedra in 1858. This means that the dogma in infallible and that all Catholics are required to believe it or be in a state of heresy.

The Assumption of Mary was also declared ex cathedra in 1953.

The other two doctrines of Mary, the Virgin Birth and her Perpetual Virginity, are in the Bible stated explicitly and implictly, respectively. The Immaculate Conception is also implicitly mentioned in the Bible.

So, we have the following doctrines on Mary:

1) Immaculate Conception
2) Virgin Birth
3) Perpetual Virginity
4) Assumption into Heaven

1) Immaculate Conception: Mary had to be free from original sin. In order for Mary to be the tabernacle of the Christ child, she and her womb had to be pure, undefined, and sanctified (set aside for God).

We learn this economy in the Old Testament by the choice of the lamb of sacrifice. The lamb had to have no blemishes and be a lamb, that is, a pre-sexual (virginal) sheep. Jesus is the lamb of God and thus had to be without blemish and be virginal.

The vessel to which Jesus would enter this world had to be pure and sanctified. The Son of God could not be born of a dirty vessel stained with sin. Thus, Mary had to be preserved from Original Sin, which means that she did not inherent concupiscence (the tendency to sin). This allowed her to be sinless, by her own choice, but a choice that was made easy by the lack of concupiscence and stain of Original Sin. 

Scriptures imply Mary's sinlessness (Immaculate Conception) when the angel called her "full of grace."

2) Virgin Birth: Mary had to be a virgin. We know that Mary did not have sex with her husband, or with anyone else. She was a virgin, yet pregnant by the power of the Holy Spirit. The Scriptures affirm this much. But, her virginity upon the birth of Jesus is also part of the economy I mentioned above.

The tabernacle of God cannot be touched except by sanctified hands. In this case the sanctifier was the Holy Spirit. In addition to the fact that Jesus could not reside in a womb that was stained with sin (hence the Immaculate Conception), we know that the tabernacle of God cannot be touched from the story of the Uzzah who, with good intentions, nevertheless touched and grabbed hold of the the Ark of the Covenant to prevent it from falling off the cart. He was not deputed, or sanctified to touch the Ark. Thus, God stuck him dead.

No one could touch Mary, the Ark of the New Covenant, and live. She as set aside solely for God.

﻿3) Perpetual Virginity: Mary to be perpetually a virgin. Sacred Vessels cannot be used for vulgar (that is, common) purposes. Thus, her womb, which is the Tabernacle of the New Covenant, could not be touched. She had to remain a virgin, as to have sex and bear children would defile the sanctified tabernacle within her.

Think of the tabernacle on your local parish. Now think of that tabernacle being used as a safe to store money in someone's house, or worse, imagine it being used as a bed for a cat.  

The Scriptures affirm that Mary did not have other children. ﻿﻿The word translated as "brothers", as in the brothers of our Lord, can also mean cousins, since there was no word for cousins in either Hebrew or Aramaic﻿. But, the clincher was what Jesus did on the Cross. He gave the care of his mother to John (not a brother or cousin of Jesus). Doing this flies in the face of all Jewish tradition had Jesus brothers. The tradition was that the care of a mother-widow goes to the eldest son. 
Upon his death, the care goer to the next eldest son. There is no reason for Jesus to slap in the face his brothers, if he had any, by this profound insult. Jesus had no brothers and Mary remained perpetually Virgin.

4) Assumption into Heaven: Mary, as the Ark of the New Covenant, by her Sacred Womb, could not be allowed to die and decay. Sacred things cannot be allowed such a fate. Thus, Mary had to be assumed into Heaven. 

It is interesting that there are no bodily relics of Mary (or Jesus). That is because Mary's body (and our Lord's body) are not found in any grave. Jesus resurrected and ascended into heaven. Mary was assumed into heaven either at the point of death, or just after her death, we are not sure. But, her body was never buried as there was no body to bury,and thus no relics exist and no grave (traditional or actual) exists.

These doctrines are critically important because they shows us the sanctity of Mary, who had to be sanctified in order to carry our Lord in her womb. Thus, this shows us the Jesus is God. These doctrine also show us the nature of the Sacred.

Obviously, the Church considers them important as infallible declarations were made on two of them: Immaculate Conception (also the Scripture implies this) and the Assumption. The Virgin Birth is infallible by its declaration in Scripture. And, the Perpetual Virginity is implied in Scripture and made infallible by the ordinary Magisterium

Resources:
Immaculate Conception and the Assumption
Mary, Full of Grace
Catholic Encyclopedia: Immaculate Conception
St. Thomas Aquinas Summa Theologiae: Immaculate Conception
Catholic Encyclopedia: Assumption
Mary, Ever Virgin
Brethren of the Lord
Catholic Encyclopedia: Perpetual Virginity
Church Fathers: Perpetual Virginity
Not allowed to wear Rosary
http://oswc.org/stmike/qa/fs/viewanswer.asp?QID=2798        

January 10, 2018

Q: My daughter is in high school, and every day for the past year she has been wearing her handmade Rosary. This was a gift to her not long after she had a severe bout with depression which caused her to try to end her life. Thankfully we were able to get her help in time. After this place and time, she was able to go with friends and family to church and find God whom has also helped her to heal. Now, the schools are not allowing her to show her love to Him because of this "gang affiliation." I understand they want her to tuck it into her shirt, however, the only people who seem to have a problem with the Rosary are the adults, and they keep stopping my daughter for it which keeps her from her required education. I am frustrated and wish my daughter could show her faith as she wants. She prays on her Rosary daily and this helps her stay close to God without going back down the dark path. -Amanda
A: I praise God that that your daughter found healing. So many teens struggle with depression. We need to pray for all of them.

It is ridiculous to consider a rosary a gang symbol. I would ask the school to identify what gangs use the rosary as a symbol. If there are none, then I would insist that your daughter be allowed to openly wear her rosary. If the school does not relent, then go to the school board about it. If they do not relent, then write a letter-to-the-editor and call the news departments in your town. Make some noise. All that may not do any good, but at least people will know about this stupidity.

In the meantime, unless she want to make a statement by refusing to follow the school's directive and get suspended (which can make some noise that the press may take notice), she should wear the rosary under her blouse next to her heart. This will still be a great reminder to herself of her faith.

She can still talk about her faith, at least until the thought police and those more concerned with political correctness then with the First Amendment say she cannot do even that. There are schools that do prohibit such speech.

Frankly, if I were to have kids again, I would homeschool.

We will be in prayer for your daughter, and for this situation at school.
Mary, our life
http://oswc.org/stmike/qa/fs/viewanswer.asp?QID=2807         

April 17, 2018

Q: My question is a follow up on Mary our life (2-9-2005 Next page). I know many Protestants object to this prayer because of reference to Our Blessed Mother of mercy, our life, our sweetness and our hope. I heard it said long time ago that another way to look at it was that Mary IS the mother of mercy, because Jesus is mercy. Mary is the mother of life, because Jesus said He is “...the way, the truth and the LIFE.” Mary IS the mother of sweetness who is Jesus, and Mary IS the mother of our hope who is Jesus. Also as a Protestant, how did you see this and other Marian prayers? –Tim G.

A: I was a Southern Baptist. Like any fundamentalist or evangelical we saw any prayer other than to God to be idolatry.
We completely missed the fact that Mary is called the Mother of God in Luke 1:43 "And why is this granted me, that the mother of my Lord should come to me?”
We took this verse to means that Elizabeth recognize that Mary was the mother of Jesus in human form but was not the mother of God. How can any human be the mother of God? How can the creature be the mother of the creator?

This is a dishonest interpretation of course. Elizabeth did not say "mother of Jesus", she said "Mother of MY LORD." This was not the landlord. "Lord" refers to God.

The Church began to use this phrase, "Mother of God," to counter a heresy that suggested that Jesus was human and not God.

There are many passages of Scripture that are interpreted by non-Catholic in a bias way. This has to be done in order to justify not joining the only Church established by Jesus personally.

Back to the "prayer to Mary." We interpreted "pray" to mean "worship." Only God is to be worshipped. There does not exist in that world a distinction between worship to God (latria) ﻿ and veneration (dulia).

But, worship is not the only definition of "prayer." A second definition is "to petition." If we ask our spouse to pass the salt, we have just prayed to her. Shakespeare use the term "prayer" in this way and so does the law. In legal documents to the court there is the "prayer". As my lawyer friend says, "I guarantee you I am not worshipping the judge."

Not to mention that if you ask me to pray for you, you have just prayed to me. In addition, in terms of Jesus the Intercessor. If those people really believe that no one can be any kind of intercessor other than Jesus, then why to they ask others to pray for them. If we pray for someone other than ourselves, we are acting as an intercessor. But, fundamentalists and evangelicals, in addition to not really knowing their bible very well, then to also lack abilities at simple logic.

Some anti-Catholics are so bigoted they will ignore this fact. One anti-Catholic site says that Catholics are lying when we say that "prayer" means "to petition." The writer then cites the Random House Unabridged Dictionary, 3rd Edition. I happened to have that very edition of the dictionary. So I looked it up. The first definition does indeed refer to the word as a form of worship, but the second definition refers to "petition." This bigot deliberately avoided to mention the second definition because it supported the Catholic view.

Now, I say "deliberately", but actually she could have been deluded and literally not registered the second definition in her head. Either way, it is a phenomena of bigotry.

When I became Catholic all this came to an end. I wrote an essay about it, Obedience, the First and Foundational Virtue.
Mary, our life
http://oswc.org/stmike/qa/fs/viewanswer.asp?QID=461          

February 5, 2005

Q: Why is it ok to call Mary our life in the Hail Holy Queen prayer? Shouldn't that title be reserved for Jesus? Also I heard someone say that Mary was the new land of Israel. Is that true? –Joe
A: Mary was the first Christian. She is the perfect Christian, perfect in devotion, perfect in sanctity, perfect of soul. All that we aspire to be as Christians is found in Mary.

Is not our biological mothers our life, our sweetness, and our hope? Mary is the mother of us all. It was through Mary's fiat that made possible the birth of the Savior through whom we have eternal life. Thus Mary is our life both in the sense of the perfect model of the Christian life, as the mother who looks after her children, and as the co-redeemer through whom the incarnate God-Man came into this world to redeem mankind and opened the doors to eternal life.

She is our sweetness in that her gentle and sweet soul gives us a model of how to be Christian. She is our hope because we can hope to aspire to her example and also because through her the hope of salvation was made possible to us in her son, Jesus Christ.

I hope this helps a little to understand this deep and profound mystery.

As for Mary being the new land of Israel, I do not recall hearing that title for Mary.
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