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Modernism still plagues the Church. Here’s the Pope who first started fighting it
https://www.lifesitenews.com/blogs/modernism-still-plagues-the-church-heres-the-pope-who-first-started-fighting-it
By Dr. Peter Kwasniewski, July 18, 2019
With his inaugural encyclical E Supremi of October 4, 1903, the supreme pontiff who succeeded Leo XIII eloquently outlined the program of his pontificate: Instaurare omnia in Christo, “to restore all things in Christ.” As subsequent years would prove, Giuseppe Melchiorre Sarto (1835–1914), who reigned as Pius X from 1903 to his death in 1914, committed himself bravely and energetically to this mission. Pius X looked with tender love on his own flock, ready to guide it into pastures of sound doctrine and holiness, while he gazed out with anguish upon the ever growing multitudes of unbelievers, lost sheep for whom he felt the Good Shepherd’s compassion.
The first pope in many hundreds of years to have been canonized (due to the lofty and stringent norms for canonizations in place before Vatican II), Pius X was single-mindedly dedicated to the reform of the Church, above all in her liturgical and devotional life. His writings indicate that he always considered the internal strengthening of the Church, the deepening of her life of prayer and sacrifice, her best and, in truth, her only safeguard against depredations from without and dissensions from within.

Like Benedict XVI, Pius X knew the fundamental importance of preserving and preaching Catholic identity, the irreducible uniqueness of our faith, without which the Church has nothing definite and salvific to offer mankind. No matter how much the world changes in its structures, no matter what technology is developed and deployed, the human condition is ever the same: man the sinner is always in need of God’s mercy, always in need of the salvation Christ alone offers to us through the ministry of the Church He founded. It is in light of this stubborn adherence to the immutable essence of the Catholic Faith that we must understand Pius X’s battle against the “Modernists.”
While Modernism was an exceedingly complex movement, the spirit behind it can be discerned in this quotation from its most famous intellectual, the ex-priest Alfred Loisy:

It appears evident to me that the notion of God has never been more than a sort of ideal projection, a replication of the human personality, and that theology has never been, nor could it ever be, more than a mythology that becomes with time more and more sanitized.

The Modernists believed that Christianity must be reinterpreted in accordance with the (perceived) discoveries and needs of the modern age. This, in turn, implies that Christianity is not a religion revealed by God, but a product of human minds cogitating on divine subjects and therefore mirroring the evolution and vicissitudes of human thought and experience. For the Modernist, religion as such is an organized social expression of personal, immanent, subjective experiences of the divine. This expression can be more or less refined according to time and place, so that one might attempt to rank religions by the clarity and purity of their assorted conceptions of the divine. Doctrinal formulations, moral standards, acts of worship, all of these emerge from, correspond to, and follow the lead of an inner exigency or urge of the human spirit called the “religious sense.”

For these errors and still others, St. Pius X in his mighty encyclical Pascendi Dominici Gregis of September 8, 1907, condemned the entire system of Modernism as “the synthesis of all heresies.” It was declared incompatible with the first truth of the Catholic Faith — namely, that God, in the freedom of His love, willed to reveal Himself to man, to whom He also provided the gift of faith and reasonable motives of belief so that man may freely and reasonably respond to that revelation and base his life upon it.

When St. Thérèse of Lisieux spoke her memorable words “all is grace,” she might well have been summing up Pius X’s objections to Modernism. That God made us; that He reached out to us in our wretched condition; that He was made flesh and died for us; that he poured His Spirit of love into our hearts; that He offers us a share in His life through the sacraments of the Church — all this is pure grace, pure gift, coming down to us from the Father of Lights, the giver of every good gift, to whom we make a gift of ourselves through obedience, filial love, and adoration.
For the Modernist, everything is upside down; one is in a hall of mirrors where all is self, welling up from self, trapped in time, ever evolving, a confusion of becomings, a cacophony of opinions. Behind the catechetical, liturgical, doctrinal, and moral chaos of the Catholic Church today, it is easy to detect the lingering influence of the Modernist ideas that even Pius X’s strict disciplinary efforts were unable to eradicate.

Given the enormous influence of Modernism in the Church, Pascendi is an encyclical that no educated Catholic can afford to ignore, even if it does not make for light reading. (I’ve attempted a short summary here.) Page by page, the encyclical distinguishes, defines, and dismantles each part of the Modernist system, showing how one warped idea leads to the next, and how they contradict the doctrine of the Faith — and often, the truth of sound philosophy as well. To be sure, there are other ingredients in our pot of crisis from the past half-century, but Modernism is more than just salt and pepper. It’s the beef in the stew.
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After having traversed many hard yards recently, I have to agree with you. I'm known as one who never gives up, but at the end of the day, people have their free will - and it is the clearly (sometimes forcibly) expressed free will of most NO priests and laity here in NZ, that they prefer modernism over the Truth.
They - the priests and the laity - prefer modernism to the extent that they see no problem with the likes of James Martin poisoning the minds of teachers in their local Catholic schools with his homosexual propaganda. The homilies we receive in the NO Masses down here are often nothing short of abominations - and those in the pews soak it up - because they actually like what they're hearing. No need to worry about sin anymore because they now believe that it is an outmoded concept and hell is empty anyway - so they say.

They mistake unbridled homosexual lust for love - and fully expect God to overlook it, and indeed, even forgive it and accompany it with no repentance necessary - because it's their 'right' to do whatever they want.

On the other hand we are very blessed to have the FSSP and the SSPX available in a few parishes around the country. They are havens of peace, sanity and purity - you can attend Mass there without the nasty surprises now typically contained within the average NO Mass, within a land which is rapidly turning into the pagan hell-hole of the South Pacific.

I have come to the deep and sincerest conclusion that the Church shall be saved through the order of the SSPX. I mean no disrespect to those who attend NO or their priests for many are far holier in even their smallest bodily digit than in my whole body. Yet, for the sake of Christ, His Bride and the priesthood, in order to purify the Church for generations to come: it will be through the SSPX. The changes coming to the Church are meant to destroy her and to render souls for Satan. I pray faithful Catholics seek holy priests who can be a priest for Christ first.

I attend SSPX and I agree. Many large families attend their chapels. Many vocations. SSPX priests are manly and virile who daily ascend the altar to offer sacrifice.

And they have the best formation in their seminaries of any priests in the world.
Pius X Condemns Modernism: Relevant Then, Relevant Now
https://onepeterfive.com/pius-modernism-relevant/
By Dr. Peter Kwasniewski, September 3, 2018
I offer this article in honor of Pope St. Pius X on his feast day in the calendar of the traditional Roman Rite – that is, September 3.
On September 8, 1907, Pope Pius X issued his encyclical letter Pascendi Dominici Gregis, On the Doctrine of the Modernists. The Modernists in question were a group of mostly European Catholic intellectuals of the late 19th and early 20th centuries who, as they saw it, had the mission of bringing Christianity “up to date” and into conformity with the Zeitgeist, the spirit of the age. To them, the march of modern progress, most plainly seen in the ever expanding discoveries of the natural sciences, forced a reinterpretation or redefinition of every major tenet of Christian doctrine, from the creation account to the inspiration of Scripture, from the Virgin Birth to the Resurrection, from ecclesiology to eschatology. Nothing, including the liturgy, was to be left unmodernized, or, in a term that would become fashionable later on, “updated” (according to the Italian term aggiornamento).

The attempt to fashion a modernized Christianity – more “spiritual” and “authentic,” less “mythical,” miraculous, and supernatural – meant sooner or later rejecting the very idea of an inerrant deposit of faith contained in Scripture and Tradition and of a Magisterium that understands and teaches this deposit without error and also without contradicting itself over the ages. As a consequence, many of the Modernists came to reject the great historic Creeds, drifted away from the Faith, and turned into hardened skeptics.
Although the Modernists never formed a definite school with a definite system (there was much variation in opinion from individual to individual, country to country, discipline to discipline), nevertheless, their ideas tended to emerge from similar currents of modern thought – particularly the strong influence of German philosophy, above all Kant and Hegel – and to issue in similar proposals for “reinterpretation,” revision, and reform. As a result, it was possible and desirable for St. Pius X to publish a survey of the overall system to which these ideas would of necessity give rise, and then to demonstrate how it is utterly irreconcilable with confessional Christianity, or even with sound philosophy. The originality and power of the encyclical consists, in part, in its limning out of a fully consistent Modernism that probably did not exist in any individual’s mind, but which was the complete package if one took the time to assemble all the pieces.

The hundredth anniversary of this encyclical in 2007 came and went without public celebration or official commemoration; relatively few Catholics nowadays have heard of it. Theologians and historians who deign to mention the document often dismiss it as an embarrassing papal tantrum, a belligerent caricature that fell wide of its mark, an unsympathetic and even uncomprehending refusal to assimilate the findings of honorably motivated modern theologians – and, in any case, lost whatever relevance it may have had when Pius X died. Indeed, a Jesuit historian in 2007 opined that “the movement of the ‘innovators’ (at least the doctrinal and theological movement) remained confined to the restricted circles of Catholic scholars, mostly young priests or seminarians,” and therefore had no real impact on wider Catholic life and thought. The same historian “highlighted the elements judged as most outdated: its excessively ‘doctrinaire’ structure, its excessively ‘harsh and censorious’ tone, and its ‘excessively fundamentalist and hardline’ application.”

And yet…it can hardly escape the notice of one who reads it attentively that this encyclical is not only not irrelevant, but vastly more relevant now than it was a century ago. The errors in doctrine and practice that Pius X condemned are far more prevalent in the Church of today, and in Catholic educational institutions, than they were in the heyday of the Loisy, Tyrrell, and von Hügel. As for the Jesuit’s remark, one is perhaps reminded of those who say that the Americanism condemned by Leo XIII was a “ghost heresy” that existed only on European paper and not on American soil. On the contrary, I challenge anyone who reads Testem Benevolentiae today to make a case that the principles targeted by Leo XIII do not permeate and dominate the church in the United States. Leo XIII and his successor Pius X were astute doctors of the body politic and the body ecclesiastical: they knew the cancerous effects of false principles left unchecked. That is why they did their utmost to lead the Church away from the many reductive and destructive “-isms” of modernity, toward the only whole that precontains and validates all partial truths: the Catholic Faith.

Consider the Modernist reinterpretation of Christianity, as the encyclical Pascendi portrays it. For the Modernist, faith is an interior “sense” originating in a need for the divine; it is not a gift from without, but an immanent surge, an intuition of the heart, a subjective “experience.” Religion, accordingly, is when this “sense” rises to the level of consciousness and becomes an expression of a worldview. What, then, is revelation? The awakening consciousness of the divine within me. Doctrine, in turn, is the intellect’s ongoing elaboration of that awakening, while dogmatic formulas are mere symbols or instruments by which the intellect tries to capture the meaning of religious experience. Hence, of necessity, dogma evolves in response to the pressure of vital forces, with ever changing beliefs corresponding to ever changing understandings of reality and of subjective experience. What become of Scripture and Tradition? Tradition is the sharing with others of an original experience in such a way that it becomes the experience of others, too, while Scripture is the written record of particularly powerful experiences, expressed with poetic inspiration. Sacraments, finally, are public gestures by which the assembled faith community represents to itself a certain worldview and excites in itself an awareness of the divine.

No wonder the 1907 document Lamentabili Sane from the Holy Office condemned the following Modernist proposition (with many others akin to it): “Truth is no more unchangeable than man himself, since it evolves with him, in him, and through him.” As Cardinal Mercier wrote in the same year: “Modernism consists essentially in affirming that the religious soul must draw from itself, from nothing but itself, the object and motive of its faith. It rejects all revelation imposed upon the conscience, and thus, as a necessary consequence, becomes the negation of the doctrinal authority of the Church established by Jesus Christ, and it denies, moreover, to the divinely constituted hierarchy the right to govern Christian society.”

Once, I was teaching Pascendi to a group of college students. After we had finished laying out the Modernist redefinitions of traditional terms like faith and revelation, I asked them: “What do you think of all this?” Sure enough, one student said: “Well, it sounds a lot like what we learned back in my catechism class.” Another said: “Yeah, I’ve heard stuff like that preached a few times from the pulpit.” Still another: “My friend had a book about the Mass that was exactly the same as what you said.”

Then I asked: “Why does St. Pius X reject all of it, lock, stock, and barrel?” A student piped up: “Because it’s all subjective, it’s all in your head, and where’s God?” A neighboring student added: “It completely does away with the idea of faith as a gift, as something God does for you. The Modernists created their own God and their own religion, so that they didn’t have to submit their minds to the real one. It takes humility to abandon oneself in faith and not to think that modern man is so special and different.”

As our discussion went on, this much became painfully clear to me (and, I hope, to my students as well): all the errors that Pius X analyzes in Pascendi are still being taught today – indeed, in the most scandalous dereliction of duty yet seen in Church history, by the pope himself, not just once or twice, but frequently, across a wide range of subjects. There is more need than ever for teachers who, deeply in love with the truth of Christ and of His Church, will speak that truth with love and live it with joy. These will be the torchbearers who bring the light of the Faith into the remaining decades of the 21st century and beyond, while the Modernist sect implodes.
After all, as our Lord said in no uncertain terms: Veritas liberabit vos, the truth will set you free. He Himself is that truth – Ego sum via, et veritas, et vita – and His Church is the “pillar and bulwark of the truth” (1 Tim. 3:15). Because of the flight from God that began with Adam’s rebellion and worms its way into the children of Eve, we will not be surprised if the world prefers the slavery of subjectivism to the truth that sets us free: “The time is coming when people will not endure sound doctrine, but having itching ears they will accumulate for themselves teachers to suit their own likings, and will turn away from listening to the truth and wander into myths” (2 Tim 3:3-4).

But surely it is not too much to ask of loyal Catholics that they not follow suit; that, instead, they seek out, study, and promote sound doctrine in all faith and humility; that they turn away from fashionable modern myths to embrace a heritage of perennial truths; that they accumulate teachers who, unashamed to be lowly pupils in the school of Christ, feed upon every word that comes from the mouth of God, and nourish their disciples with the same life-giving food.
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Yves Marsaudon was a leading French Freemason (33rd degree) and avowed atheist, and a close friend of Pope John XXIII. One of the leading members of the Grande Loge de France.
John XXIII had made this Freemason head of the French branch of the Order of Malta when he was in Paris. One of the most prestigious appointments a layman can have in the Church. This scandal was whitewashed once he became Pope.

- Faucher. "You have known Pope John?"

- Marsaudon: "I was very intimate with Mgr. Roncalli, Apostolic Nuncio in Paris. He received me several times at the Nunciature, and on various occasions, he came to my home in Bellevue, Seine-et-Oise. When I was appointed Minister of the Order of Malta, I expressed the Nuncio 
perplexities since my membership in Freemasonry. Mgr. Roncalli formally advised me to stay in Masonry."

- Faucher: "Did you see him after his accession to the tiara?"

- Marsaudon: "Yes, he received me at Castel Gandolfo in my capacity as Minister Emeritus of the Order of Malta, and he gave me his blessing, renewing me encouragement for a work of reconciliation between the churches, and even between Church and traditional Freemasonry (that is to say, regular)."

- Faucher: "In what spirit he the first two sessions of the Council followed?"

- Marsaudon: "With great hope and great conviction. Confidences I had received good Pope John did not allow me to doubt his sincerity. In fact the second session of the Council ended in a profoundly ecumenical spirit. The hope was immense in the Catholic world. Apart from a few unaffordable Pharisees, believers showed immense joy."

Pope Leo XIII: "As a result, in the space of a century and a half, the sect of the Freemasons has made incredible progress. Making use at the same time of audacity and cunning, Masonry has invaded all the ranks of social hierarchy, and in the modern States it has begun to seize a power which is almost equivalent to Sovereignty."

For Leo XIII Freemasonry must be condemned without reservation because it is:

1. Counter-Morality
2. Counter-State
3. Counter-Church

Freemasonry's PRIME GOAL was Vatican II, the abdication of Papal Authority via collegiality, Paul VI symbolically auctioning off the Tiara to the UN, ecumenism, the end of the Catholic State, "freedom of religion", and inter-religious "Dialogue".

We got all of these agendas in spades from the hands of the Aggiornamento Papacy.

https://www.nytimes.com/196...
This [Modernism as explained by Dr. Kwasniewski] is exactly the theology of John Paul II:
"It must first be kept in mind that every quest of the human spirit for truth and goodness, and in the last analysis for God, is inspired by the Holy Spirit. The various religions arose precisely from this primordial human openness to God. At their origins we often find founders who, with the help of God’s Spirit, achieved a deeper religious experience. Handed on to others, this experience took form in the doctrines, rites and precepts of the various religions.
In every authentic religious experience, the most characteristic expression is prayer. Because of the human spirit’s constitutive openness to God’s action of urging it to self-transcendence, we can hold that “every authentic prayer is called forth by the Holy Spirit, who is mysteriously present in the heart of every person.”

(Address to the Members of the Roman Curia, 22 Dec. 1986, n. 11; L’Osservatore Romano English edition, 5 Jan. 1987, p. 7).
It's pretty amazing that reading virtually anything written by Popes from John XXIII on, it all seems tainted by modernism.

It is crystal clear that the Second Vatican Council is an absolute rupture with all previous doctrine and dogma- the Holy Traditional Mass, notwithstanding. The Church must abrogate all of Vatican II and the Novus Ordo. It is the only way to ensure that "outside the Catholic Church there is no salvation."

Read this 1964 NYT article and tell me that Francis is none other than Paul VI (2.0 version).
https://www.nytimes.com/196...
The same humanistic, "holier than thou--the Church" grandstanding:
"Pope Paul VI gave his bejeweled, three-tiered gold and silver tiara to the world's poor today in a dramatic gesture before 2,000 bishops at a ceremony in St. Peter's Basilica."

The exact same "Pope of the Poor" shtick:
"Pope Paul was greeted by shouts of “Viva il Papa provero” (Long live the poor Pope)."

Same "Latin American" influence:

"The theme of relief of poverty has been a recurring one at the current Council session. One Latin American bishop suggested several weeks ago 
that the church take the lead in establishing a worldwide interfaith day of charitable contribution."

The same enemy of Catholic Tradition and its symbolism and the diminisher of Papal Authority:

"The Pope is reported to favor the trend toward elimination of display. He is reported to have told a group of prelates several months ago that 
his own coronation last June probably would be the last conducted with full pomp and ceremony."

Francis is none other than wicked Paul VI re-incarnate, and intent to finish off the job he began in 1963.
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