
                                                                                                                                 
 

  

                                                                                                                                          

                                                               333rrrddd   OOOrrrdddeeerrr   SSSSSSPPPXXX      
         LLLeeetttttteeerrr   tttooo   MMMeeemmmbbbeeerrrsss:::   DDDiiissstttrrriiicccttt   ooofff   AAAuuussstttrrraaallliiiaaa   &&&   NNNeeewww   ZZZeeeaaalllaaannnddd                                                                                                                                                                                                                        

                                                         

CCoorrrruuppttiioonn  oorr  IInnssttrruuccttiioonn??    

PPaarrtt  IIII   
Dear Postulants and Professed members, 

In the last letter we gave two responses to those criticising our membership in a ‘holy’ Church which 

clearly contains no small amount of unholiness. Firstly, acknowledging that many are now atheists, we 

gave a philosophical answer: Any accusation of evil implicitly assumes the goodness it detracts from. How 

can a person not believing in any ultimate good accuse someone of departing from it?; Secondly, since 

Scripture itself makes no attempt to hide the sins of the very first Pope, then we should not be surprised 

at it in any of his successors. If impeccability (I.e. sinlessness) is not a prerequisite for Christ’s first vicar, 

then it certainly is not required for any of his successors, let alone the laity. 

This whole subject, we noted, is particularly important for you, who enjoy an extra intimacy and union 

with Holy Mother Church. More than once have I heard a potential 3rd Order member cite the unholiness 

of members known to them as the reason they will not join. So this is a relevant issue at all levels. 

Let us this month give two additional responses to the objection ‘Why is your ‘Holy’ Church so unholy?’ 

Thirdly, as we know from the Catechism, ‘Holiness’ is the second of four distinctive features or unique 

‘birthmarks’ of the Church. This renders the problem even more acute, since the Church thus officially 

teaches not only that she is holy, but that this is one of four unmistakeable features that reveal her 

authenticity as God’s only representative, singling her out clearly from other religions. 

The holiness here referred to by the Catechism is that which is found in her Founder, her Sacraments, 

her teachings and her saints: not necessarily in every individual. If we closely imitate her holy Founder, 

obey the hoy teachings and receive the holy Sacraments, then yes, we may become a ‘Saint’.  

But we should be careful how we use this word ‘Saint’. Strictly speaking a Saint is found only in eternity 

gazing upon God, not upon earth.  

When we say about a living person ‘They are a saint’ or even the lesser ‘They are holy’ we are speaking 

loosely, probably imprudently, certainly subjectively, but not theologically.  
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We are also very fallible in attributing holiness to any living person. This is why I said above that we are 

speaking ‘subjectively’ when calling someone on earth ‘holy’. To see the truth of this we can probably all 

think of someone in our life who is thought to be holy by one person and yet decidedly unholy by someone 

else, sometimes even when both evaluators are Catholics.  

It seems to be extremely difficult for us to recognize holiness while a person is still alive, and even more 

especially if we live with them. Even Our Lord, the epitome of holiness, was not considered holy by many 

people in his hometown of Nazareth (Matt 13:54-58). There is something about familiar association with 

someone that precludes in our mind their being anything special. For many of us, it seems they have to 

first enter eternity before our evaluation of their godliness becomes at all reliable. 

Thus St. Pio of Pietrelcina, an untouchable and holy Saint if ever there was one, was condemned five 

times by the Holy Office in the 1930’s. For St. Therese of Lisieux, even her death did not immediately 

clarify her holiness to all, since it was remarked in her Carmel that she had been no one of any 

significance!  

Actually an astonishing number of Saints, beginning with Our Lord Himself, were excommunicated, 

condemned, banished and even burned (St. Joan of Arc) by the establishment Church. Archbishop 

Lefebvre comes to mind, of course. Condemnation by churchmen would seem to be, if not a guarantee of 

divine approbation, then certainly a prerequisite thereof. 

Fourthly, the word ‘holiness’ formerly had a far richer meaning than it does now. We now usually use it 

to mean ‘pure’ or ‘sinless’. But this represents a considerable trimming down of its historical meaning.  

Take the three principal languages of Sacred Scripture: Hebrew and Greek (the original languages of Old 

and New Testaments respectively) and Latin (that of St. Jerome’s ‘Vulgate’ translation in the 400’s). The 

Hebrew word qodesh, the Greek word hagios and the Latin word sanctus (each of them translated as ‘holy’ 

in English Bibles) refer to someone or something ‘set apart from common use’ and ‘consecrated to God’.  

To illustrate the difference, consider the High Priest Caiaphas. Despite his moral depravity and 

‘unholiness’, he was nevertheless ‘holy’ (Hebrew qodesh) in the sense that he was ‘set aside’ for God’s 

service. True, his actual behaviour was certainly not qodesh, but his official position was. St John 

acknowledges this when he remarks that Caiaphas, in saying that it was better that Jesus alone done 

away with rather than the whole nation, “spoke not on his own, but being High Priest that year he 

prophesied” (John 11:51). 

Thus while our lives as Catholics should indeed be remarkable for virtue and ‘holiness’ in the sense of 

‘morally good’, traditionally it referred to something quite objective and equally applicable to all of God’s 

people: being set aside and consecrated to the Lord. For the Jews this was accomplished by circumcision, 

for Catholics it is by Baptism. Scripture actually reserved the word ‘just’ (rather than ‘holy’) to describe 

exemplary moral behaviour. For example, St. Joseph is introduced as “a just man” (Matt 1:19). 

May our commitment to our 3rd Order obligations set us aside from the world, not for separation as such, 

but to be beacons and lighthouses signalling and attracting others out of the surrounding darkness. 

In the Sacred Heart of Jesus, through the Immaculate Heart of Mary, 

Fr Jordie Stephens  

Spiritual Director of the Third Order of SSPX for Australia 

                                                                   


