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GOD 

 
 
 

Origin of the Cosmos 
 

Things are not made by themselves; someone has to make them. The table and the house, as 
well as the Sun, the Earth, and the stars have been made.  The table has been made by the 
carpenter; the house has been made by the mason. 

 
 
 
1.- THE SUN, EARTH AND STARS HAVE BEEN MADE BY GOD. 
 
 
 
1. If you walk along the beach one day after ebb tide, you will recognize, by the imprints on the 

sand, if that which walked before you was a man, a dog or a bird. 
  
We shall do the same in order to search for God. We cannot see God because He is Spirit1, 

and a spirit cannot be seen by human eyes. �No one has seen God�2. 
 
But we are going to know God through the evidence He has left in creation. Paul says we can 

at least discover Him through His works.3  
 
You know that those imprints have not been made by themselves. Well, look at the sky. Can 

you count the stars? The Atlas of the Heavens, which they have begun to publish, will consist of 
twenty volumes, in which there will be five hundred million stars. The total number of stars in the 
Universe is calculated to be some 200,000 trillion stars, a number with 24 digits!4 

 
The sun has ten planets: Mercury, Venus, Earth, Mars, Jupiter, Saturn, Uranus, Neptune and 

Pluto. The nine known and the tenth just discovered: Planet X5, located by the Pioneer probe in 
1987; we have known of its existence for 20 years.  

 
Our galaxy, the Milky Way, has one hundred thousand million suns6. And there are about one 

hundred thousand million galaxies such as ours7.  Andromeda�s   Nebulosa consists of two hundred 
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million stars. Well, if some holes in the sand could not have been made by themselves, would the 
millions of stars in the heavens make themselves? 

 
Someone has made the stars.  That being, the Primary Cause of the whole Universe, we call 

GOD. 
 
 
2. The moon is 384,000 km from Earth. The Sun is 150,000,000 km away. Pluto is 

6,000,000,000 km distant8. Beyond our Solar System, Sirius is 8 light years away, and Arthur is 36 
light years distant.  

Light which travels at a speed of 300,000 km per second, in one year covers a distance 
equivalent to 200 million times around the earth. Measured in kilometers, it is about 10 billion of 
them9. In order to have an idea of what a billion is, let us consider that a billion seconds are equal to 
almost 32,000 years.   

The speed of light according to the laws of physics cannot be surpassed10.  The speed of light 
is the maximum speed which can be attained as demonstrated by Einstein�s equation of E=mc2, 
speed at which mass would become infinite11. 

 
Outside our galaxy, Andromeda�s Nebulosa, which is nearest to our galaxy, is 2 million light 

years away12. The Coma of Virgo is 200 million light years and the Cumulus of Hydra is 2,000 million 
light years distant13. 

This is the limit for optical telescopes14. Radio telescopes can probe deeper. 
 
The farthest away a star has been detected is Quasar PKS 2,000-330 which is 15,000 million 

light years distant15. Quasars are radio stars which emit Hertz waves. They were first detected in 
196016. 
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3. It is possible that there are other inhabited heavenly bodies, but we do not know this, since 

God has not told us anything and we have not been able to contact them. 
The existence of intelligent extraterrestrial life is somewhat probable, and this poses no 

difficulty, either to Science or to Religion.  
But in spite of all efforts made so far, scientists have been unable to receive any clear signal 

from intelligent extraterrestrial beings.  
When I was in Puerto Rico, presenting a conference at the University of Ponce, I visited the 

radio telescope in Arecibo17, which is the largest in the world. It has one thousand feet in diameter  
(305 meters), and is able to detect the flame of a candle on the moon18; from there signals are sent 
every year searching for extraterrestrial civilization. Although these signals can be detected from 
outer space, we have not had a response19. The message has been sent in a binary code which is of 
common use in computers. This message describes some characteristics of life on earth, of what 
Man is and of the radio telescope that emits the message. In my visit to the observatory I was given 
a copy of this coded message, which I still hold in my possession.  

 
Professor Heinrich K. Erben of Bonn University, has drastically reduced the possibility of 

intelligent life in another part of the Universe20. Twenty five years after the project OZMA was started, 
we have not been able to capture a trace of intelligent life originating in another planet21.  

We have no worthy information on the existence of intelligent life beyond the solar system. But 
it is a fact that scientific opinion has evolved in the last twenty years in the concept that it is harder to 
find conditions that conjoined in our planet that could have occurred elsewhere, and which decisively 
influenced the development of life up to Man22. Therefore, it seems that there is no intelligent life in 
any other part of our galaxy23. And therefore, it seems highly unlikely to find intelligent life in another 
planet in the solar system24. 

 
Juan Oró,  a world renowned biochemist, Professor at the University of Houston (USA), and 

one of the main researchers for NASA, has said: �We have no evidence of  intelligent life outside of 
that on Earth�. �Scientific opinion regarding extraterrestrial life has changed in the last 10 to 20 years. 
From an optimism which hoped to find inhabited planets in the entire Universe, almost around each 
and every star, we have gone to a more pessimistic realism. It seems difficult to hope that all 
conditions  could appear at the precise moment and in the exact form so that life might appear 
elsewhere and have the possibility of developing itself as it did here on Earth25�. 

 
 
4. There are millions of stars much larger than Earth in the heavens.   
Earth is a sphere with a perimeter of 40,000 km. The sun is one million three hundred thousand 

times larger than Earth. The star Antares, from the Scorpio constellation is so large that its size is the 
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equivalent of 115 million suns26. Alfa of Hercules, which is 1,200 light years away, and is the largest 
of all known stars, is eight million billion times larger than the sun27. 

In order to understand the enormity of these celestial bodies , we can say that the orbit of the 
moon around the earth fits inside the Sun, and that the radius of Antares is equal to the diameter of  
earth�s orbit, that is about  300,000,000 km, and that the diameter of the orbit of Pluto which is 
12,000 million km, is a tenth of the radius of Alfa of Hercules. 

All of the data mentioned above was calculated for me by an astronomer.  
The largest known radio star is DA/240 which has a diameter of six million light years28. The 

diameter of this radio-star is sixty times greater than the diameter of our galaxy, the Milky Way, 
which is only about one hundred thousand light years. 

 
 
 
 
5. These gigantic objects travel at great speeds. 
Earth travels at one hundred thousand kilometers per hour, which is about thirty kilometers  per 

second29. 
 
The Sun is traveling  towards the Constellation of Hercules at a rate of 300 km per second. 
The Constellation of Virgo is moving away from us at a speed of one thousand kilometers per 

second30 
The Cumulus of Boyero is leaving us at a speed of  one hundred thousand kilometers per 

second31. 
Because of the speedy motion  towards the red ray spectrum  we can calculate that there are 

stars that are moving at a rate of 276,000 km per second, or about 92% of the speed of light. 
 
 
 
6. The movement of the stars is so exact that one can make an almanac years in advance. An 

almanac lists the rising and the setting of the sun every day, the eclipses which will occur during the 
year, the day they will take place, the hour, minute and second, how long they will last, what part of 
the Sun or the Moon will be hidden, from what point on Earth they will be visible, etc. etc. 

On June 30, 1973, all of Spain was engrossed in the partial eclipse of the Sun which the press 
had been talking about for several days.  

On October 2, 1959, a total eclipse of the Sun was visible from the Canary Islands. This 
occurred at 12 noon, just as had been predicted eons before. Because of this they installed on Punta 
de Jandía in Fuerteventura, an observation post where scientists from all over the world  gathered. 

The previous eclipse of the Sun which was seen from the Canary Islands occurred on August 
30, 1905 and it is known that �we will have to wait until the XXII Century has passed before we  see 
another total eclipse of the Sun from within our borders�32. 

In July 1985, the Astrophysical Observatory of the Canary Islands was inaugurated. It is the 
most important one in Europe and one of the best in the world. It will study the Sun and the stars. 

In 2005, we can observe an annular eclipse from Cadiz, Spain33. 
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Halley�s Comet (so named in honor of the astronomer Edmund Halley, a friend and 

contemporary of Isaac Newton) as had been foreseen in the nineteenth century, passed close to us 
in 1910. It again passed near Earth (486 million km.) in March of �86 as had been predicted. All news 
media in the world spoke of the comet. 

Halley (1646-1742) who observed the comet in 1662, calculated its orbit and predicted that it 
would appear every 76 years, and it has so happened34.  

It will be seen again in the year 2062.  When it passed close to the Earth in 1986, it was 
photographed by the European probe named Giotto which approached the nucleus of the comet at a 
distance of 500 kms35. The length of the comet�s tail is 50 million kilometers and is formed by rarified 
gasses36. 

When I was in Santa Cruz de Tenerife, on the occasion of some conferences I gave at the Palo 
Alto Residence, in January of 1991, I had the opportunity of visiting the Astrophysics Observatory at 
Teide, where we have the most sensitive microwave telescope in the world, and where the Sun�s 
oscillations are studied, etc. I established  a friendship with British astronomer Mark Kidger, a 
specialist in the study of Halley�s  comet. He gave me some interesting facts and figures. 

The nucleus of the comet is formed by solid gasses at a temperature of 100 degrees Celsius 
below zero. The comet�s dimensions are 7�50 by 8�5 by 18 kilometers. 

The Chinese already knew about the comet a thousand years before Christ. It has gone 
around the sun thousands of times, and it will finally consume itself, as each time it approaches the 
sun, it loses weight when heated by the sun, and part of the nucleus�s solid gasses evaporate. The 
comet�s tail does not go backwards, as the wake of a jet plane, but because it confronts the solar 
wind, it appears to be going towards the sun, somewhat like an old fashioned locomotive, whose 
smoke went sideways when encountering a strong side wind.. 

 
 
 
7. All of this would be impossible to know if the order of the movement of the stars were not  

mathematically calculable..  
For this reason James Jeans, illustrious mathematician,  President of the Royal Astronomical 

Society of England and Professor of the University of Oxford, as well as one of the greatest 
contemporary astronomers, in his book, �The Mysteries of the Universe�37, affirms that the Creator of 
the Universe had to be a great mathematician, and Einstein says �Nature is the realization of the 
mathematical ideas of God.�38 

Paul Dirac Professor of Theoretical Physics at the University of Cambridge and one of the 
most outstanding scientists of our generation, stated in the Scientific American journal: �God is a top-
level mathematician�39. 

 
 
 
8. All this marvelous order requires a great intelligence to direct it. What would happen in a 

square where there is a great deal of traffic - such as Times Square in New York - if the drivers 
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suddenly became paralyzed and the vehicles, without any intelligence, were abandoned to their own 
motion? why mayhem would occur! 

 
 
 
9. The more complicated and perfect an order is, the greater the organizing mind must be. It is 

assumed that you require more intelligence to build a clock than to build a wheelbarrow.  
If you are shipwrecked on the high seas and grasp onto a floating object, and arrive at a 

deserted island, even though you find no trace of man, not a shoe , not a  piece of clothing, nor an 
empty sardine can, nothing; but if you wander  through the island and find a shed, you immediately 
realize that there was another person present before your arrival. You comprehend that the shelter is 
evidence of man�s intelligence. You realize that the shelter did not happen by itself, that those stakes 
driven into the ground, and those branches that form the roof and the swivel door are the fruit of 
human intelligence. 

If a few branches that form a shed require human intelligence, should not intelligence be 
required in order to align the millions  and millions of stars that float through the heavens with 
mathematical precision? 

Isaac Newton (1642-1727) and Johannes Kepler (1571-1631) discovered the mathematical 
rules which govern the movement of the Universe, but one must remember that they did not 
establish said rules, as stars had been in existence  for many years before Newton and Kepler were 
born. 

Therefore, one must surmise that someone authored those rules in the beginning. 
 
That is why astronaut Borman said while on the moon: �We have arrived here thanks to laws 

that were not made by man�. And Newton said: �The universe could not have been born without 
being projected by an intelligent being�40.  �It is sufficient for me,� said Albert Einstein, Physics 
Nobel Prize winner, �Reflecting on the marvelous structure of the Universe, and to humbly attempt to 
penetrate in at least an infinitesimal part of the wisdom which is manifested in Nature�41. He also 
said: �GOD does not play craps�42. 

The intelligence which puts in order the movements of the stars in the skies and directs with 
such great perfection the machine of the Universe is God�s intelligence.  

That is why the Bible says: �The heavens declare of the glory of God.�43  
Creatures are fingers that point God to me. But there are people who just stare at the finger, 

see no farther and don�t see past it. 
 
 
10. Astrology  and  Astronomy  are not the same. Astronomy is a science, and astrology is 

fiction. That is the opinion of Shawn Carlson, a physicist of the Lawrence Berkeley  laboratories 
(California) and Andrew Fraknol, who is  head of  the Pacific Astronomical Society44. 

Recently, two hundred and fifty eight scientists from all over the world have signed a manifesto 
to the press in order to open the eyes of the credulous people who trust Astrology, basically because 
of the great advertisement coverage in the media. Amongst other things the manifesto states: 

�It is simply an error to imagine that  forces  emanating from the stars and planets at the time of 
your birth, can, in some form, determine your future. It is also not true that the position of the celestial 
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bodies can influence so that  certain days or time periods can be more favorable  to start some type 
of activity, or that the sign under which you were born determines  compatibility with other people�. 

�We have arrived at the time to vigorously reject the pretentious affirmations made by charlatan 
astrologers. Those who continue to have faith in astrology do it even though there is no scientific 
basis for their beliefs and there is however a strong evidence to the contrary�45. 

 
 
Proof that the stars and planets do not determine the future of the person is confirmed with the 

fact that identical twin brothers, born under the same star  can have entirely different lives, one may 
have a tragic death as a young child, and the other can have a long, happy  and fruitful life. 

Professor Stanley L. Jaki  of Seton Hall University in New Jersey (USA) has manifested that 
astrology lacks  scientific fundament.46 

 
 
11. The photographic camera was a transcendental invention for the culture of mankind. 

Formerly, one could only know what one saw with one�s own eyes. Since photography was invented 
it is possible to know landscapes, monuments, and works of art and the great personalities of the 
whole world without leaving the place where one was born. 

The invention of the camera presupposes a great intelligence, and it took mankind many years 
to invent it. It was not invented until the nineteenth century. 

Nevertheless, a long time before man invented the camera --from the beginning of humanity-- 
the human eye had already been invented, a marvelous photographic machine, which takes 10 
photos per second; it is not necessary to develop the roll of film and furthermore, it has auto focus 
because of the marvelous constitution of the crystalline lens. 

The invention of the eye infers an even greater intelligence than that required for the invention 
of the camera. Dr. Pierre-Paul GrassØ, member of the faculty of the School of Sciences at the 
University of Claremont Ferrand and that of Paris, and the President of the Academy of Science of 
France, in 1967 proved in a documented study that the eye cannot be the result of chance, but rather 
the fruit of a disciplined intelligence47. 

 
 
One of the great improvements in modern aviation is the automatic pilot with which an 

airplane can fly without a pilot at the controls. 
But as of today man has not invented, nor will he ever invent, an airplane which will not only fly 

without a pilot, but also find its own fuel, construct its own hangar, and what is more important make 
other airplanes like itself, which will in turn make other airplanes, and so on and so forth.  

This marvelous airplane, which seems impossible to ever be invented, has existed since time 
immemorial: it is the bird. 

The bird is an airplane which flies by itself, finds its own fuel (food), makes a hangar (nest), 
sometimes with branches and other times with cement  (a swallows� nest). 

And how was this wonderful airplane made? Just by warming an egg! By placing a hen�s egg at 
a 40 degree centigrade temperature for 21 days and out comes a baby chick jumping and chirping. 

Look at the fried egg which is served for breakfast. Can you tell me where the beak and the 
eyes and feathers are? How is all of this formed in the chick? Just by heating the egg a bit? 

What a marvelous invention  the egg is! What a great intelligence must be involved to invent 
the egg! 

�������������������������������������������������
/#�)	@�N��>��0�7�������
�8������9��������$*
�������-���������������
�*G*G*"
� ���,*�
/+�2)�	��� � �����G,G*�
� ���,�
/;��>N���)����)-���&����������H.�-��D���=���������:�&�-�R��2��&�)=��
�����+,�5�G;+8
��E�



� �,

In the egg, the same as in all of Nature, there are laws which govern its evolution. But men do 
not know how to invent an artificial egg which when placed in an incubator will produce a chick, and 
in turn will lay other eggs from which new chicks will be born, and so forth. Man does not know it, but 
God as the inventor of Nature, knows. 

The hummingbird can fly backwards; it approaches the flower to suck the nectar from its 
flowers with its long beak, and then backs up and flies away. Our airplanes cannot fly backwards! 

In 1966, I was lecturing at the Vasco-Leonesa Coal Company, and there I saw an IBM  
computer which could carry out 3,000 instructions per second48.  

Today, a computer can perform more than a million instructions in a tenth of a second.  
New computers which can carry out 22 million  instructions per second are becoming 

available49.  
But a computer does not have intelligence. The intelligence is the inventor�s. Although the 

machine appears to be  intelligent, nevertheless, it does not operate by itself, it is not conscious of its 
own acts. The machine does not know what it is doing, nor why it has to do it in this fashion and not 
in another manner50. The machine can only resolve the type of problems for which it has been 
programmed in advance by an intelligent being. 

A robot cannot program itself51. 
D. Salvador de Madariaga says: �A machine is the crystallization of a thought; I have never 

seen a machine that was not the consequence of a thought�.52 A machine does not think for itself, 
it does not develop any new information, it is incapable of creative thought, and it is limited to the 
execution of the instructions for which it has been previously programmed. Creative thought and 
thinking initiative pertain to man53. A highly perfected machine can do many things, but it can never 
replace man54. 

The brain contains 14,000 million neurons.  
In the human body there are about 60 billion cells,  
All of these cells evolve according to a predetermined plan.55 
 
�An electronic machine contains a series of programmed actions. The signal for the beginning 

of one action depends on the results of a preceding action. Animals �function� in a parallel manner. In 
response to a conditioned stimulus they execute a reflex movement.  

An electronic machine operates according to strict and detailed programs that cannot deviate 
an iota. The only thing that a machine can do is to carry out its own program. No new creative 
element is introduced into the process.�56 

 
 
Today, we are improperly talking about Artificial Intelligence. D. Ramon López de MÆntaras, 

doctor in Physics, Investigating professor at the Consejo Superior de Investigaciones Cientificas, 
who obtained the prize for the Best European Work on Artificial Intelligence, recognizes that �it is not 
possible to manufacture truly intelligent machines. For said reason, we must change the term 
�Artificial Intelligence�57   
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12. Animals have marvelous instincts. 
According to the investigations of Dr. Walter Frese of the Max Planck Institute of Munich, 

carrier pigeons orient themselves in their flights through a kind of bio-magnetic compass which they 
posses58. Sharks orient themselves in their migrations by utilizing the earth�s magnetic field59. Bees 
in order to orient themselves use the polarization of light and they can see the ultraviolet specter60. 
Elephants communicate through infra sounds. American investigators Payne and Pool have been 
able to determine over thirty different modulations in the communications between elephants61. 
Rattlesnakes possess a magnificent infrared ray detector of excellent sensitivity to detect the 
presence of its prey in darkness62. There are butterflies that see with ultraviolet rays, like our modern 
scientists. . Dolphins locate submerged obstacles in the water by means of an echo probe as in 
modern ships63. According to the German scientists Ott and Schaeffel, the chameleon�s eye can 
measure how far away the prey is with the same precision as a modern telemetric device64. A bat 
without eyes can fly in a room with cables crossed in it without hitting any of them. How does it guide 
itself? The bat does not know since it has no intelligence: but God knows and it is He who has made 
the bat and has endowed him with a kind of radar which gives off ultrasonic waves, according to 
studies made by American scientists Griffin and Galambos65..   

The Inventor of The Universe has a great intelligence! 
 
 
13. � Nature is full of wonders. During their migrations, swallows travel some ten thousand 

miles. Geese fly over the Himalayas at over eighteen thousand feet. Spiders produce over two miles 
of web filament in a month. A butterfly has twenty thousand eyes. A queen bee lays three thousand 
eggs in a single day.  

 
God is greater in the minute than in the magnificent. 
In 1989, during the investigation  of a team of engineers on the Oviedo Shroud, to confirm the 

authenticity of the Turin Shroud, I was in the laboratory for investigation of the Spanish Hydroelectric 
company, where these engineers work. There I could  see an electronic microscope that can  
magnify an object up to two hundred thousand times.  Looking at a grain of pollen, the hair of a fly 
marvelously formed,  the eye of a mosquito, etc., etc. Truly impressive! 

One does not know what to admire more, the great marvels or the small ones. Whether the 
speed of the stars, or the flight of the fly, beating its wings at a rate of 480 times per second; if the 
size of the planets or the constitution of the atom, made up of protons, neutrons, electrons and other 
subatomic particles of  short  life66; if the exactness in the movement of the stars, or the prodigious 
instinct of  bees in making the  hexagonal cells in their honeycomb with such perfection which might 
be calculated by the best of engineers. The hexagonal form allows maximum capacity with minimum 
material, joining resistance to the best possible use of space. The bees achieve in their honeycombs 
a difficult problem of stereometrics with more precision than that of the famous mathematician König  
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who, when developing his calculations made a mistake, because of an error in the logarithmic 
table67. 

The superb instincts of animals, and all the laws of the Universe are loudly voicing the fact that 
they have been made by a great intelligence.  

Precisely, a new science has recently been born, Bionics which is concerned with the study of 
living beings in order to apply them to engineering68. The name Bionics is a contraction of biology 
and electronics.  

Nature has achieved things of a technical superiority to those made by man. Man has not been 
able to duplicate the zigzag flight of the fly, nor the bioluminescence of some worms and of fishes 
who inhabit the great depths and who emit light from their bodies.  

 
 
14. Evolution itself, which today is studied in different fields of science, correlates to some of 

the laws which govern this evolutionary process, and which harmonize all evolutions of the Universe. 
The basic reason of these laws is the intelligence of God. 

Formerly, Nature was considered to be a direct and immediate work of God.  
Today we consider Nature to be rather the result of some laws which God has placed in Nature 

itself, and which have governed evolution up to now. 
 
There cannot be laws unless someone makes them.  
Law presupposes an intelligent legislator, which is apart from it. All the merit of a law belongs to 

he who has devised it. 
Dr. Bermudo Melendez, President of the Royal Spanish Society of Natural History and 

Professor of Paleontology of the Universidad  Complutense de Madrid, states in the magazine 
Iberica69, in an article entitled �The Present State of the Theory of Evolution�: �The more we 
investigate the mechanism of the process of evolution, the more we understand the reality of an 
existence of an infinite intelligence capable of programming everything.� 

Fr. Teilhard de Chardin, who at present is the Jesuit with the greatest international reputation 
in the field of evolution, says that, �Evolution, like all natural processes, is a process which is subject 
to a law which points in one direction.�70. 

Newton, speaking of the cosmos said: �One has to recognize the will and dominion of an 
intelligent and powerful Being.71� And in another quote: �Where does all this order and beauty which 
we see in the world come from? Was the eye designed without any knowledge of optics? Is it not 
clear that there is an intelligent Being?72 � 

Einstein wrote in The World as I see It: �The law of the cosmos reveals an intelligence of such 
superiority that compared to it human thought is insignificant.� 

Physics Nobel Prize Winner, Alfred Kastler, stated in August 1968 that: �The idea that the 
world, the material universe, has created itself, appears to me to be absurd. I cannot conceive of a 
world without a Creator and therefore without God. For a physicist, a single atom is so complex, 
requiring  such a great intelligence, that a materialistic universe lacks sense.� 

All organization presupposes an organizer. If in Nature there are organized beings, it is 
inevitable that we recognize the existence of an organizing intelligence. 
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15. It is absurd to think that Nature has been created without the  intervention of  intelligence. 

Do you believe that it is possible for a monkey hitting the keys of a typewriter to write this book  you 
are holding in your hands?  

Well, this is much more probable than to suppose that no intelligence intervened in the 
formation of the human eye, (a marvelous photographic camera), the agility of a fly in the air, moving 
its wings at 480 times per second, or the photosynthetic function of chlorophyll in a green leaf, which 
is a true chemical laboratory. 

Plants are sensitive to air, sun, light, darkness, electricity, magnetism, etc. etc.; they synthesize 
substances and make oxygen73. With the light of the sun, plants obtain oxygen from water, and 
absorb carbon dioxide in order to synthesize glucose. 

In 1976, a group of Spanish scientists of the Universidad  de Sevilla recreated in the laboratory 
what is done by plants.. In other words the phenomenon which occurs in plants is in accordance with 
determined reactions and laws. Where there is law, order and organization there is intelligence. 

The fortuitous is never repeated continuously.  
That which happens by chance cannot or is not repeated at will. (the First Prize in the lottery, 

for example). On the other hand, that which is the result of intelligence, can in fact be repeated at 
will. 

Thus, the scientific facts can always be achieved from the same causes when they are put into 
operation 

But that which comes out by chance cannot be repeated at will. 
The letters which make up this book have required many hours of work so that they might say 

that which they express. 
If I were to put all of these letters in a bucket and throw them onto the floor, there are 

thousands of millions of probabilities against one that the letters would come out in the same order 
as they have in my book. And naturally everybody understands that this could not be repeated 47 
times in a row. 

 
 his book contains over one million letters not counting periods and commas. 
Throwing them on the floor, they would not even fall face up and in a straight line. 
In order for letters to form words, and for words to form sentences, one needs an ordering 

intelligence. 
Evidently, the order the letters have in this book is one of  many possible orders. But the 

probability that the letters should fall in this order is one against a number that contains three million 
digits. This was calculated using a computer. The number is so big that if we should call it by its 
proper name, few people would understand it: The number of variations is of five hundred thousand 
millions (500,000 groups of six figures). To write it with numbers the size of the letters of this book 
would require a roll of paper four miles long.  

In other words, the probability that this book would come out upon throwing the letters out of a 
bucket onto the floor is practically nil.  

The proof is that if someone would bet one million dollars that he could do it fifty times in a row, 
as all of the editions of this book, we would gladly accept the wager and we would be sure to win it.  

Well then, if to make this book there needs to be an ordering intelligence, how then have the 
flies, the flowers, the birds and the cosmos of mathematical precision been formed without an 
ordering intelligence? 

He who contemplates the world and only sees matter is like one who enters the National 
Library of Madrid and comes out saying that inside there are only papers stained with ink. 
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Salvador de Madariaga says: �I believe that the attribution of the Universe and life to the 
coming together of chance with need is a foolishness of such a magnitude that there is no human 
intellect which has been moderately used that can support this idea seriously, and that the proof of 
the existence of a Creator is something within the reach of any healthy mind74.�  

 
Chance does not explain anything, it is only the reason of our ignorance. We call chance that 

happening which we cannot foresee75.  
The fact that when we throw dice we are unable to foresee which side will be on top, does not 

mean that it is not due to a share of combinations of forces which we do not know beforehand, but 
which exist. 

 
Because of this H. Poincare said: �Chance is no more than the measure of our ignorance�76�. 

And Monod  recognizes that his thesis of chance is: �a declaration of ignorance�77. 
 
 
16. We cannot dispute the fact that Nature is governed by some laws.  
These laws of Nature form the basis of Science. �The man of Science knows that identical 

effects under identical circumstances presuppose identical causes�78. for without such premises, 
science would be impossible. 

Although it is true that some times so many factors enter into play that it is very difficult to 
predict beforehand what will occur: whether it will land heads or tails when we toss a coin into the air. 
Then we have recourse to �calculate the probabilities� and statistics. From there comes 
Heisemberg�s �principle of indetermination�  in micro-physics of which we know so little about; but 
this does not deny the fact that the result is influenced by various laws.79 

To admire Nature and ignore God is like admiring a machine for the perfection of its function 
and ignoring the intelligence of the designer of the machine..           

Because of this the Bible says that those who do not know God through Nature are fools80.  
The Bible says, �The fool says in his heart, �There is no God.�81  And in another place, �The heavens 
declare the glory of God�.82  �For what can be known about God is perfectly plain to them since God 
himself has made it plain......That is why such people are without excuse,�83  

The first Vatican Council condemns those who deny that human reason  cannot clearly 
demonstrate the existence of God.84 

Carlos Rubbia Physics Nobel Prize winner, Director of the European Laboratory on the 
Physics of Particles, states; �To talk about the origin of the world leads to thinking about the origin of 
Creation�.. It is clear for me that this is not a consequence of happenchance�85 

 
 
17. This Being who is so intelligent, who has made Nature and has placed in her these very 

marvelous laws which control its operation, we call GOD.86 
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After reading what has been said, the communist atheism propaganda seems ridiculous. In the 
book Atheist Sputnik (Moscow 1961, pg 365) states �After astronautics it is no longer possible to 
believe in the existence of God. The Sputniks have not found God in his heavenly abode.�87 

Did they think that they could detect God with the Sputnik? The Sputnik does not detect God, 
but our intelligence does. Spiritual realities are not detected through material instruments. The weave 
of a cloth can be detected by instruments, and the chemical composition of dyes also, but the 
diligence and glee with which a painting is done can not be detected.  

Did they think they could detect God with the Sputnik? The sputnik does not detect God, but 
our intelligence does . Spiritual realities  are not detected  with material instruments.  Man made 
equipment can study the weft of a weave and the chemical composition of a dye, but it can not detect 
the  spirit and glee with which a painting was made. 

God is not, as stated by Feuerbach, �an imaginative product of indigence and man�s desire�, 
but the affirmation of the existence of God is a consequence of the intellectual search of the man  
who investigates the sufficient reason of cosmic laws, which presuppose the existence of an 
intelligent Creator 

Nothing exists without sufficient reason. If a stone which was on the street is seen to be on the 
top of a building, we know that it is not there without �sufficient reason�: someone has carried it up 
there. Nothing exists without an adequate cause. This relationship of cause-effect is the basis for 
medicine and technology. God is the cause which explains the cosmos.�88 

It is not to try to prove the existence of God through science; as science is based on 
experimental facts, and God is not the result of laboratory work. But it is deducted from scientific 
facts. Philosophy reasons on information provided by science, and therefore we can reach the 
knowledge of God.   

�The science of today gives modern man the materials so that he can believe in a reasonable 
fashion�. (Professor Taltavull). 

 
 
18. Besides the laws of Nature,  Professor of the University of Madrid, D. Juan Zaragueta, 

says in the newspaper ABC, the Laws of Conscience which order us to practice good and avoid 
evil, also speak to us about the existence of God. �Since no one orders himself, but rather the 
conscience receives orders from a Being superior to it, and this precisely is God.�89 �   

Moral law, the obligation of doing good and avoiding evil, is a universal law imposed on all men: 
only God is above man and can impose upon him the moral law.�90 

�Man discovers in the depth of his innermost conscience a law which he does not give to 
himself, but one which he must obey; and whose voice sounds in his inner self, guiding him  to love 
always and to do good, and avoid evil: �do this, avoid that� Because man carries in his heart a law 
written by God.�91 All men carry in their heart what GOD likes and dislikes, and witness to this, is the 
conscience.92. A remorseful conscience is superior to oneself 

Remorse is proof of the existence of God as it makes us aware of the existence of  a 
superior Being which imposes upon us  cognizance of what evil is. Because of this we have remorse 
for a murder although nobody knows about it, and no one can find out. Conscience is the voice of 
God which imposes upon me the moral imperative of doing good and avoiding evil.93 
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All men carry written deep in their heart what God commands or forbids, and witness to that is 
the conscience. . 

 
 
 
19. We can also know God by faith. He tells us who He is, what He has done what He has 

given us, what He promises us, what He shows us, what pleases Him, what He wants from us, etc.94 
 
 
 
2. NO ONE HAS CREATED GOD. 
 
 
God never began to exist. He has existed always and He will never cease to exist. 

That is to say, He had no beginning nor will He have an end. God is eternal. Boecio defined 
eternity as: the complete possession, simultaneous and perfect of an interminable life.          
It would be absurd to say that there was a time when absolutely nothing existed. In this 
case, nothing could ever have begun to exist: beings of any kind would not exist. Not 
created by something else - since we have supposed that in the beginning absolutely 
nothing existed - nor created by themselves, since it would be absurd to say that something 
which did not exist could create something95. 

Then if at some moment nothing existed, nothing would exist now; since the first being has no 
way in which to begin to exist96..Nothing would have begun to exist. As the well known French 
Philosopher Claude Tresmontant says: If at a given moment nothing exited, nothing would exist 
eternally. The absolute nothing cannot create anything97. If there was nothing, never has nothing 
could have begun to exist98 

 
It is thus that we exist in a world and we are surrounded by beings of all kinds; then by logic 

from all eternity a Being has to have existed who had no beginning and who has been the origin of all 
the beings which today exist99. 

This Being who has existed from all eternity and is cause of all that exists is G O D. 
 
Allan Sandage  assistant to Hubble, until the death of the later in 1953 and who today is 

working at the Mount Wilson Observatory in Pasadena, CA., says: �!God is the explanation that there 
is something instead of nothing100  

 
 2. God is the only eternal and increate Being who necessarily exists.. God is the Necessary 

Being who has always existed, who cannot cease to exist, who is eternal, because His essence is to 
exist, He does not depend on anyone in order to exist, and because of this He is increate.  

Matter transforms itself continually, it is extensive, limited, complex and divisible, therefore the 
cosmos is limited in time and space, that is, it is contingent. Every limited being is contingent 
because all limitation presupposes a lack, and the contingent � as is demonstrated in Philosophy-is 
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metaphysically impossible to have been increate. Contingent beings are those, which can exist or not 
exist, exist before or afterwards, exist in one manner or in another. Everything that is born and dies, 
everything that changes in size, shape or place, such as man, a flower, or the Earth, is a contingent 
being.  

And that which is contingent does not have in itself the reason for its existence. Contingent 
being owe their existence to someone else101. 

For example, a year before you were born, you were nothing, and there was nothing you could 
do in order to exist. Since you were a contingent being your existence did not depend upon yourself. 
You were nothing and you would have remained being nothing for all eternity, if someone apart from 
you (your parents) had not brought you into existence: nothingness left to itself, always remains 
nothingness. 

The same thing that has happened to you, occurred with your parents, your grandparents, etc., 
all received their existence from another. They could not exist by themselves. 

Everything that does not have within itself a sufficient reason to exist must receive existence 
from another source. It is possible for a contingent being not to exist, because its essence does not 
demand existence. What is mutable is contingent, and all contingent beings demand as am ultimate 
reason a necessary being; God. It is undeniable that matter is essentially changeable, and so we 
affirm that the universe is contingent, and therefore created, because its existence must be received 
from a non-material Being102. 

God is the only Necessary Being. 
Necessary Being is the one that exists per se, who does not receive its existence from 

another, and who does not depend on anything in order to exist. It has always existed, without 
beginning or end. All existent beings are divided into necessary or contingent, according to whether 
they exist by themselves or on account of others 

Since the contingent being is indifferent towards existence, it does not necessarily exist. 
Therefore, it needs reason in order to pass from a state of non-existence into one of existence. This 
sufficient reason cannot be an infinite series of contingent beings, since a lack cannot be remedied 
with other beings who suffer from the same lack: a collection of blind persons cannot see any more 
than one blind man alone. Do we really believe that by piling up zeros we can obtain a unit? The 
reason for the existence of contingent beings must be sought in a being who is not contingent, that is 
to say, a being that does not need any other being in order to exist, of a being which exists of itself, 
because its essence is to exist. This is God103. 

 
 
3. Others have made the things that we see in the world. A man comes from another man, a 

flower from another one, and a star from another star. Each being which exists in this world is like a 
link in a chain. Each link connects with another link, which is its support, which has placed it into 
existence. If we climb through this chain of existent beings we shall reach the first link. Who supports 
the first link? It cannot be another link, since then it would not be the first, it would be the second. But 
the first link; is it hanging in the air? Then the whole chain would fall into the bottom of nothing. If the 
chain of beings which has come into existence does not fall into the bottom of nothing, it is because 
something sustains it which is outside of the chain and does not need another else in order to exist. 
This Being which sustains the chain of existent beings, which does not need another in order to exist 
and which therefore, has to exist for itself, is none other than God. 

God sustains all beings in existence, in the same fashion that the Sun sustains life on Earth. If 
you extinguish the Sun, the light and heat on the Earth would disappear. Without the light of the Sun, 
the Moon also could not be seen, and the Earth would be in darkness: and without heat the waters of 
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the rivers and the seas would not evaporate. Consequently, the clouds and the rains would 
disappear. The springs and the rivers would end up emptying themselves into the sea and they 
would dry up. The plants world wither for lack of water, and the animals would die of the cold. The air 
would become poisoned because there would not be plants to restore the oxygen. That is to say, that 
the Sun with its presence makes life possible on Earth. 

 
The same thing occurs with God. It is He who sustains the whole chain of the existing beings. 
If I see a jacket hanging on the wall, as Sheed says, even if I can�t see the peg on which it is 

hanging, I wouldn�t think that the jacket is defying the laws of gravity. I would understand that there 
must be a peg holding it up. 

If you are sitting in your car at a train crossing and you see a long freight train go by in which 
one box car is pulled by another one, you understand that there has to be a locomotive which pulls 
the whole train even though you do not see it. In the same fashion: one has to think in an eternal first 
Being when we see beings making other beings, and therefore, all need another in order to exist, 
except for the first one who has to be eternal. 

God is this First Being who does not need another in order to exist rather who exists for 
himself, that is to say, that its essence is to exist, who cannot stop existing, who exists necessarily, 
who always has existed and who will never stop existing. Because of this we say that God is this first 
Eternal Being. God is the only eternal being. 
 
 

 
3. THE COSMOS IS NOT ETERNAL 
 
 
�The cosmos cannot have existed for eternity�104. 
It is a dogma of faith that the cosmos is not eternal, but that it was created by God from the 

beginning of time. Paul says; �He is the Creator of all things, He exists before all things�105  
�Marxist atheism is based on the eternity of matter. It affirms that matter has existed since all 

eternity, and that in this way there is no need for a Creating God. But �the eternity of matter� is a 
statement and not a demonstration. Physically it cannot be verified, and philosophically it is 
unacceptable. But the Marxists who take pride in not admitting into their theoretical and practical 
doctrine only the facts which Science has proven to be true; this affirmation: �that the eternity of the 
matter� is admitted without any recourse.. They impose it as a basic postulate of their atheism106. 
Without further ado, Marxists-Leninists do not demonstrate the eternity of matter, and because of this 
they are unable to displace a need for a God, primary cause of all that is107. 

�Almost everywhere�-Le Monde states, �dialectical materialism as an instrument for historical 
analysis is in regression. If we can say that Marx is already dead in the East, then Marxism is barely 
operative in the historiography of the West108.� 

�Marx was a rabid atheist, not through rational convictions, but rather because of emotional 
and psychological motives...The psychologist has to recognize that in Marx there is a personal 
hatred for Christianity which is almost identical to that felt by Freud... Marx and Freud - both Jewish 
- said that they rejected Christianity in the name of Science; but that which truly cannot be denied is 
that that rejection came from an emotional factor109.� The Materialistic-Marxist idea of eternal matter 
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is totally anti-scientific. It is in self-evident contradiction with all of the data of modern Science110.� On 
the contrary, �Modern Science denies to the Universe an eternal existence, neither in the past nor in 
the future111.� 

In actuality, as a consequence of new scientific discoveries, the principle of the eternity of 
matter has resulted in being completely false, as recognized, in a rare case of unanimity, by the 
same scientists who state that matter began at a determined moment some several million years 
ago112. 

If the cosmos began it needed a being distinct from the cosmos in order to put it into existence. 
In the absence of matter, nothing can be created. This Being, the Creator of cosmos, we call God. 
This is why, materialistic Marxism is impossible113. 

I heard D. Angel Gonzalez Martinez, Rector of the Universidad Complutense de Madrid and 
Professor of Metaphysics state in a lecture that: �The atheist affirms that God does not exist, but he 
does not have proof to demonstrate it because there is none. Atheism is a profession of faith in the 
non-existence of God.� I heard D. Angel Gonzalez Martinez, Rector of the University Complutense of 
Madrid and Professor of Metaphysics state in a lecture that: �The atheist affirms that God does not 
exist, but he does not have proofs to demonstrate it because there are not any. Atheism is profession 
of faith in the non-existence of God.�  

The non existence of God has never been proven, nor will it ever be114. 
Italian scientist, Antonio Ciichichi, stated in �Il Tempo� of Rome that: �Atheism is not backed 

by either Science or reason. Atheism is also an act of faith. The only difference is that the atheist has 
faith in nothingness, and the Christian has faith in God. He who wishes to profess his faith in 
nothingness, let him continue being an atheist; but not on the condition that he should pretend that 
his option is motivated by scientific reasons115�. 

 
The alleged principle of the eternity of matter is in open contradiction with the results which 

are offered to us by modern Science. He who wishes to be in agreement with the latest Scientific 
discoveries which point to an age in the existence of matter, has no other remedy than to deny the 
eternity of matter, because the proofs which scientists give are conclusive116.� 

There are some discrepancies between the dates which are given regarding the age of matter. 
But the important thing is that everyone is in agreement of accepting an age for matter, therefore it 
cannot be eternal117. 

Before, when in the XVIII and XIX centuries, Science and Religion were at odds, we Christians 
were called retrograde and confused people Through a curious irony in time, these �loving� 
adjectives can now be directed with much more reason towards the staunch atheists, who really 
demonstrate signs of backwardness and ignorance, when they insist on continually defending the 
eternity of matter, in spite of the fact that modern Science, through testing, has clearly shown that 
matter has an age and a beginning of existence118. 

 
The finite life of the cosmos is something scientifically proven. The scientist that can stand 

here and say that he knows nothing on origin of cosmos, is just plainly mentally lazy, as where 
physics does not reach, metaphysics does. All one needs is to be a human being with common 
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sense to understand that the finite origin of the Universe must have an adequate cause outside of 
the |Universe itself119. 

This cause is none other than God. 
The eternity of matter cannot be demonstrated because this is absurd. In effect, matter has a 

successive existence120, that is to say, a before and after; that is to say, measurable by time. The 
successive transformations of matter and the changes in Nature are measured through the passing 
of the days, the hours, and the minutes. And all that which can be measured by time, has a temporal 
and limited existence, and it is not eternal. 

Time is the duration of movement121, and the eternal does not change. It does not have a 
beginning or an end. It is always in the present moment. It is not subject to the passage of time. 

If matter in evolution were eternal this would mean that we have passed through an infinite 
series of successive moments122. And if we do not reach the boundary or limit from here to there, 
then neither can we reach from the there to the here, since the distance is the same. 

Effectively, there is the same distance from a site in Madrid to a site in Barcelona, as vice 
versa. The same time exists from today to the first of January 1950, as from that date until today. 
However much we escalate up the ladder of time we shall never arrive at the beginning of the 
cosmos, neither would we arrive from the beginning of the cosmos until today, if this beginning were 
in eternity. If we have arrived till today in this cosmos in which we live, therefore, also from today, 
ascending the ladder of time, we can arrive, with an understanding, to the beginning of the cosmos, 
no matter how far away this may be. That is to say, that the beginning of the cosmos is not in 
eternity: the cosmos is not eternal. 

If the cosmos is not eternal, it is necessary to have another Being who is eternal, for 
everything which has a beginning needs of someone else to begin to exist  

 
 
2. The only eternal Being is God, because God is the only Being for who time does not pass, 

who is totally outside the measurement of time. Time is the duration of movement, and God is 
immutable, He is true actuality. In Him there is no before or after, He is omnipresent. All of this is 
demonstrated in philosophy. 

�We live in time and we cannot conceive of a being who exists outside of time...We may be 
able to have some intuition of what it is to exist outside of time when we think of essences, for 
example, in the essence of a triangle: triangularity. It doesn�t make sense to ask when it began to 
exist, nor how long it has been existing. Triangularity does not last, it simply is123� 

All this can be difficult for persons who are not accustomed to philosophical problems. 
It is like asking a mathematician to explain in two words the resolution of differential equations, 

or those elliptical integrals, the use of logarithmic tables, to someone who has not studied 
mathematics. This is impossible without first dedicating many hours, and even years, in explaining 
the multitude of indispensable preliminary concepts.. 

And of course, you should not seek in this an evidence, such as the axiom, �the whole is 
greater than its parts�. �Two things which are equal to a third are equal to each other. 

 
 
3. The aim is not to scientifically prove the existence of God, because the study of God is not 

the object of Science, but rather of Theology. The object of science is not to study God, Science 
studies nature. God is studied by theology. That is why it doesn�t make sense to look for scientific 
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arguments to demonstrate the existence of God. Science is limited to responding to the �how� things 
happen. The �why� and �what for� belongs to philosophy. Science does, however, give us information 
that makes it reasonable to believe in God. John Paul II in his July 10, 1985 general audience, said 
this.  

 
When one speaks of proof of the existence of God, we must underscore that we are not 

speaking of experimental scientific tests. Scientific tests, in the modern sense of the phrase, are only 
of those items that are perceptible to the senses, as only these can be measured by testing 
instruments used by science. Wanting to have a scientific proof of the existence of God, means that 
one must bring God down to the level of a human in our world, and therefore, methodologically err in 
what God is; science must recognize its limits and its powerlessness to reach the existence of God; it 
cannot affirm or deny this existence. 

But one must not draw a conclusion that the scientists are incapable of finding valid motives in 
their scientific studies to admit the existence of God. If science as such cannot reach God, the 
scientist, who possesses an intelligence that is not limited to sensitive things, can discover in this 
world the reasons to affirm the reasons of a Being that is greater than he. Many scientists have made 
this discovery. He, who with an open mind, reflects on what is implied in the existence of the 
Universe, cannot impede arriving to the problem of the origin. Instinctively, when we are witnesses to 
certain events, we ask ourselves what the causes of the same are. 

 
A scientific hypothesis such as the expansion of the universe, unveils the problem more 

clearly: if the Universe is in continuous expansion, should it not arrive in time, to the �initial moment�, 
in which it all started. ? Whatever theory is adopted as to the origin of the universe, that most 
fundamental question cannot be eluded. This Universe in constant movement, postulates the 
existence of a cause that giving it a being, has communicated this movement and continues to feed 
it. Without such supreme cause, the world and all movement that exists would remain unexplained 
and unexplainable, and our intelligence would remain unsatisfied. The human spirit needs to receive 
an answer to its queries of the existence of a God with all of its dynamics, and which continues to 
hold up in its existence. 

In all of these indications on the existence of a God-Creator, some oppose the virtues of 
happenchance, or the mechanisms that correspond to matter. To speak on the virtues of casualty for 
the Universe that holds a complex organization in all its elements, and finalism in life so wonderful, 
means to renounce the search for an explanation of the world. In reality, this is equivalent to 
admitting effects without a cause. It is an application of human intelligence that would then renounce 
thought and look for a solution to its problems. 

In conclusion, there are thousands of indications that move man, who tries to understand the 
Universe in which he lives, to seek and look towards the Creator. The proof of the existence of God 
are multiple and convergent. They help to demonstrate that faith does not hinder human intelligence, 
but it does however stimulate it to reflect and allows it to better understand all of the �whys� 
encountered in the observation of reality124. 

On the simple plane of reasons and truths. We can say that the possibilities of the existence of 
God are incomparably larger than those of His non-existence; and men guess it thus. Their atheism 
is not a speculative atheism, but a practical atheism125. 

When one is, consciously or unconsciously, interested in rejecting faith, one feels inclined to 
find more and more difficulties, and to be satisfied with the solutions given. One does not accept a 
reasonable faith and accepts an atheism which is non demonstrable. If God has given us reason, it is 
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for us to use it. We must be well-formed believers that know what we believe and why we believe 
it126. 

 
 
4. Some time ago there were talks about Frederick Hoyle�s theory regarding the origins of the 

Universe. It was called �Stationary Universe�. 
 
 Sir Fred Hoyle was the son of atheists and in his life there was no room for God. 

Nevertheless, in 1983, he surprised the world by publishing a sensational book: �The Intelligent 
Universe� where he pointed out the need for the existence of God. The North American magazine 
TIME, in Arthur White�s article; �The Astronomer who has seen the LIGHT� (LIGHT in capital letters 
refers to God). The sub-title was: �According to Hoyle, a superior intelligence guides Nature127�.  

In this book, Fred Hoyle recognizes the difficulties of his theory to the point of abandoning it, 
as affirmed by Donald H. Menzel128, professor of astronomy at Harvard University. Fred Hoyle�s 
theory of the stationary Universe did not depend on any kind of experimental proof up until the 
present129. Furthermore, �Today this model has been abandoned because of the insurmountable 
obstacles which have been encountered130. It is so abandoned that Nigel Henbest, British 
astronomer at Oxford University in his book �The Universe in Explosion� entitled one of the chapters: 
�The Death of the Theory of the Stable Universe131�. Fred Hoyle�s theory of the Stationary Universe 
must be abandoned. Almost everyone today supposes that the Universe started with the Big 
Bang�.Roger Perose and this writer will show how the theory of general relativity developed by 
Einstein imbued that the Universe must have had a beginning132. Robert Jastrow, contemporary 
American investigator, astronomer and cosmologist states that �Fred Hoyle�s theory of the 
Stationary Universe is practically eliminated, forcing us to accept the Big Bang theory133. 

This is the Big Bang Theory or The Universe in Expansion. 
The deviation towards the red of the spectrum of the light of the galaxies demonstrates that the 

Universe is in a continual state of expansion. This expansion of the galaxies, like the explosion of a 
bomb, leads us to think that these galaxies started at a common point134This theory has in its favor 
so much experimental data that today it is accepted almost without exception by all of the 
contemporary physicists and astronomers135. It is also possible to do a regressing count to the 
moment when the Universe was born. �The majority of cosmologists are in agreement that the 
Universe began with a great explosion some 15,000 million years ago136.� 

Because of this the majority of the astronomers accept the Big-Bang, as the Anglo-Saxons 
call it. That is to say, the great explosion in the beginning of the cosmos. 

After the Big Bang, radiation condensed into particles, and from this union protons and 
neutrons were formed, which afterwards formed atoms of hydrogen, helium etc.  

�The theory that the universe was born of a giant explosion or Big-Bang no longer is a simple 
academic hypothesis, each time it is more difficult to disregard it if one wants to take into account the 
fundamental properties of the Universe as it is observed today. The extraordinary success of the Big-
Bang theory is related with its powers of prediction and with the outstanding confirmations which the 
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observations have furnished to its predictions137. �The big-Bang theory has acquired the category of 
a science138.� 

The Big Bang theory has matured from an outlandish hypothesis to a respected scientific 
theory, garnering the greatest distinction from today�s physicists139. 

  
This theory is defended by the most reputable astrophysicists, such as Allan Sandage of the 

Mount Palomar Observatory (California), a specialist in the investigation of quasars and radio 
galaxies140. Chushrio Hayashi, Professor of Astrophysics at Tokyo University Japan): Arthur Code, 
Director of Project OAO-II of NASA and Jacob Zeldovitch of the Academy of Sciences of Russia141. 
And also Martin Ryle, Professor of Radio Astronomy of the University of Cambridge, and Physics 
Nobel Prize Winner in 1974. 

D. Juan Oró a Spanish scientist working for NASA, speaking on Spanish National Radio on 
October 7, 1983 at 7:30 at night on the program �Directo, directo�, that the Big Bang theory is a 
confirmation of God�s creation of the cosmos. 

This theory of the origin of the Universe is accepted by the large majority of the scientific 
community, as it is the one that is closest to what one can observe in reality142 

�Practically all the astronomers today accept the theory that the Universe appeared in one 
instant of creation through a violent explosion of a ball of fire, some 15 or maybe 20 billion years 
ago143.� 

Hoyle�s �Stationary Universe� also demands a beginning of matter (Creation); Yakov 
Zeldovich affirms that it is undoubtedly necessary to admit that the Universe had a beginning. The 
process from a void to an existence of matter can only be described with one word CREATION �. 

To be able to start existing, one requires of a non-material agent of infinite power�.A 
CREATOR144. 

 
Physicists and astronomers have led to conclude that the Universe was created some 20,000 

million years ago145. To put this into a time perspective, if history were reduced to a single year, the 
birth of Christ over two thousand years ago, would be recorded in the last minute of the last day of 
the year. 

 Astronomer Phillip Morrison confessed in an interview on the BBC in London: �I would like to 
be able to reject the theory of the Big-Bang, but I have to succumb before the evidence146.� 

The Nobel Prize for Physics in 1978 was awarded to radio astronomers Arno Penzias and 
Robert Wilson, specialists in microwaves for having collected for the first time in history the echo 
that remains of the gigantic explosion, which took place in the beginning of the creation of the 
cosmos147. Professor of Theoretical Physics at the Universidad Complutense de Madrid, Alberto 
Galindo, called this finding �one of the most important in astrophysics of the XX Century, concerning 
the beginning of the creation of Cosmos148. Thanks to this background radiation, we know there was 
an instantaneous creation149.  
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Royal British astronomer and director of the Jodrell Bank Observatory F. Graham Smith, has 
expressed that the cosmic noise that has been captured come from the Big Bang, the explosion 
which gave birth to the Universe150. 

On April 23, 1992 an investigation team led by Jorge Smoot announced the discovery of 
fluctuations in the cosmic radiation background, detected by the COBE satellite (Cosmic Background 
Explorer). This background of radiation reflects the moment of the expansion of the universe when 
material and energy were joined151. 

The same Jorge Smoot, astrophysicist at Berkeley University (California), expressed at a 
press conference of the American Society of Astrophysics in Washington: �What we have found is 
proof of the beginning of the Universe. It has been as if we had seen God152.� 

 
The Big Bang theory is currently the most accepted one by scientists in order to explain the 

origin of cosmos, especially after the presentation made by Jorge Smoot of the photographic 
images of the �initial explosion�, which can be considered as a picture of the Big Bang153. That is why 
Jorge Smoot has been called �the man who photographed the birth of the Universe with the COBE 
Satellite154. This satellite has photographed with different colors temperature fluctuations of radiation 
situated some 15,000 million light years away155. 

All of this confirms the theory of the expansion of the Universe, which was first set the Belgian 
scientist and priest, George Lemaitre156. 

According to the scientific magazine Science the Universe continues to expand157. 
 
In the last week of October 1990, I attended to a Symposium on Physics and Religion. One of 

the speakers was  Julio A. Gonzalo, professor of physics at the Universidad Autónoma de Madrid. 
He made the following statement: �The Big Bang has ceased to be a theory to become a scientific 
theory� 

The observations of the COBE satellite indicate that there is no alternative theory to the Big 
Bang on the origin of the Universe158 

 
Astronomer John Mather, during the annual reunion of the American Astronomical Society 

stated that the information obtained by the COBE satellite leaves no doubt that the Universe 
originated after a big explosion (Big Bang)159. 

 
The theory of the pulsating University, of successive expansions and contractions, is a �pure 

birthing of the fantasy�. It has no scientific confirmation. While the theory of the Big  Bang of the 
Universe in expansion, has a multitude of scientific verifications160. In August 1985 I attended in León 
(Spain) a conference given by professor Carlos SÆnchez del Rio, who holds the chair of the 
Physics Department at the Universidad Complutense de Madrid, where he said: The expansion of 
the Universe is confirmed by a multitude of experimental scientific data, but as of today, we do not 
have a single bit of scientific data to affirm that the cosmos, after an expansion will suffer a 
contraction. 
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That a contraction will not come after the expansion, can be seen by following the steps given 
by the Director of the Armelini Observatory, which we could recap in the following way: �The galaxies 
will never fall back, as their escape velocity is three times greater than the critical velocity161 There 
are irreversible processes: a fried egg can never be a fresh egg again. It is physically without sense 
to talk about going to the past162 

Astronomer James Jeans, one of the world�s greatest geniuses  today, says: �A cyclical 
Universe is in complete disagreement with the well established principle of the Second Law of 
Thermodynamics, which teaches us that the cyclical Universe is impossible. When going back in 
time, we will  necessarily reach the moment in which the current Universe did not exist163 

Besides this, the hypothesis of the �pulsating universe� does not exclude the idea of creation, 
as in these successive expansions and contractions, there is always a loss of energy, in other words, 
sooner or later it will reach the end. 

 
When in the XX century, the theoretical geniuses and testers discovered the need  to admit a 

beginning of the Universe, the materialistic wise men toiled as true devils�. As they well know that 
if they manage to impose the thesis of the beginning of the Universe, the end of materialism will have 
arrived164. If astrophysics leads to admit that the Universe has started at some point in time�. Then 
Atheism will not be admissible165 

Science explains how the origin of the cosmos took place. But, �in the instant before the Big 
Bang, there is no Universe, the object of the Physical Science did not exist. Therefore, this science 
cannot understand what is foreign to its jurisdiction.  As is said by Cloud��where could the ball have 
come from, whose explosion gave origin to the Universe, is a question that transcends the limits of 
Science�. It belongs to Metaphysics and to Theology166. Among many, there is a scientific book that 
deals with the origin of the cosmos. It is entitled �Los tres primeros minutos167� (The First three 
minutes; it is a modern view of the origin of the Universe, written by Steven Weinberg, professor in 
Sciences at Harvard, Nobel Prize in Physics in 1980, After reading this book, the Physics Nobel prize 
winner T. D. Lee :said �This book presents this subject with clarity and great scientific precision� And 
an editor of the New Yorker, affirms: �When before it was believed that it was crazy to think about 
creation, after reading this book, what seems irrational is to not accept the creation� 

Robert Jastrow‚ scientist and internationally recognized author, who is the founder of the 
Goddard Institute for Special Studies of NASA, Professor of Astronomy and Geology at Columbia 
University, and professor of Sciences of the Earth at Dartmouth College, and who has been a 
relevant figure in the American Space Program from its inception, and was the president of the Lunar 
Exploration Committee of NASA, says: �The sudden birth of the Universe is a proven scientific 
fact�� It was literally the moment of creation168. And in his book �Dios y los Astonomos�, he says: 
When the astronomer reaches the summit of his knowledge on the origin of the cosmos, the 
theologians who were there for centuries before. welcome him. Theologians have always said what 
astronomers say today; that the cosmos began with the act of creation . Fr. Antonio Romana, S. I., 
Director of the  Astrophysics Observatory of Ebro for more than thirty years, a Jesuit institution, told 
me and I later on quoted him on Televisión Espaæola169�: �Today in astrophysics no one excludes the 
idea of creation�. It is evident that the Universe has had a  beginning170� In science, as it is in the 
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Bible, the cosmos begins with an act of creation�. All efforts to talk about an eternal  Universe with 
eternal matter, is confronted with the scientific data171 It is not a fallacy to affirm that time began with 
the Big Bang together with the space that our Universe occupies172. 

Ian Barbour, professor of sciences at Carleton, teaches that the Big Bang of the Universe is a 
divine form of creation173. 

The Big Bang is the cry of the universe at birth. 
That the Universe had a beginning at a given moment is confirmed by the greatest particle 

accelerator of the world (LEP), inaugurated on November 13, 1989, in order to simulate the 
conditions that gave origin to the Universe174. 

 
 
5. Another of the arguments that are used to demonstrate that matter is not eternal; it is the 

transformation of some radioactive elements into other elements. If matter were eternal, there would 
no longer be potassium-40, nor rubidium-87, nor uranium-235, as they would have already 
transformed into argon-40, or strontium-87,  and in lead-207 respectively175. 

Because radioactive bodies have a disintegration point, we can affirm that matter is not 
eternal, if it were eternal, they would already have transformed themselves completely. If in today�s 
world we still have radioactive potassium and uranium, it is because the thousands of years 
necessary for their transformation into argon and lead respectively have not gone by. It is a known 
fact that half of the uranium that a rock has, will transform itself into lead after 4,000 million years. It 
is also known that if there is still some uranium today it is a sign that it does not exist for an eternity, 
because if this were the case it would have converted into lead and there would not be any uranium 
in the world176. Matter had to appear at a given time, says the well known French physicist Jean E. 
Charon177, and he goes on to say: �The radioactivity in nature gives us a very precise method to 
date the birth of matter.178 

Hydrogen, which consists of a proton and an electron is the base of all other more stable 
elements than it is. It is impossible that the Universe be eternal; there would be no hydrogen179. It is a 
known thing that hydrogen converts to helium in a continuous and irreversible process. If this were to 
happen from all eternity, the hydrogen that is burned in the stars would have been consumed by 
now180, as the amount of hydrogen in the universe is limited, and what is spent is not replaced. 

This was the explanation that was given by Russian astronomer Fessenkov‚ at the Academy 
of the International Astronomy Union, in which he took part in Rome in 1952, talking about the origin 
of stars: They cannot be eternal, but they had to be produced at a given moment. Modern science 
finds new evidence on a daily basis that confirms the Catholic doctrine, that the cosmos is not 
eternal. Using radioactive methods, you can calculate the age of aerolites that have fallen on earth. It 
has also been calculated that earth is about 4,500 million years old181. In nature, nothing is created 
nor is it destroyed; everything is transformed. But this supposes a prior creation by Nature. The 
conservation of the matter-energy duo, is a law of Nature that makes no sense before the creation of 
the cosmos. 
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The law of energy conservation is understood from the sum of energy of all sorts which the 
cosmos encloses; mechanical, chemical, electrical, caloric, etc. But the caloric is considered a 
degraded energy because it cannot be integrally transformed into another energy. Mechanical 
energy can be completely transformed into caloric energy, but not vice versa. Caloric energy 
continually grows in the Universe, and, in its greater part, is not apt to produce a new useful work, it 
is that the usable energy decreases incessantly . This process of degrading of the energy, is called 
entropy.  Entropy grows without interruption until it reaches the thermal death of the Universe182. Well 
then, it is evident that if the Universe must end, then it must have begun, because if the Universe had 
existed from all eternity, all energy would have been transformed and we would already have 
reached the end183. 

Paul Davies, Professor of Mathematics at King�s College  in London, says that: �The end of 
the cosmos is calculated to come within the next hundred million years184 

This continuous degradation of the energy, expressed in the entropy law, has caused that 
scientist abandon the theory of the pulsating, Oscillating, cyclical pendulum of the Universe. Others 
say, among them Jean E. Charon, a French scientist; There is no cyclical evolution. The evolution of 
the Universe is linear185. 

Just like the water that comes down in a waterfall produces energy (moving a waterwheel), 
that same water can no longer go up by itself. 

A fried egg can no longer be a fresh egg. 
 
Arthur Eddington, considered as one of �the greatest astrophysicists of recent times�186, 

narrates in his book The Nature of the Physical World, of the thermal death of the Universe: The 
Universe is discharging� I find no difficulty in accepting the consequences of the current scientific 
theory as regards to the future: The thermal death of the Universe. It may be in billions of years, but 
the hourglass spills sand slowly but inexorably. We must set its contents at some time� The 
beginning of the world process  presents insurmountable difficulties, unless we agree to consider 
them as supernatural187. 

Professor of Physics and Astronomy at the University of Cleveland  FR. Carreira, S. I., says: 
We have a perfect concordance between modern science and the Christian and biblical idea of the 
creation. The Universe begins with creation.  The concept of creation is in perfect accord with 
Modern Physics and Astrophysics188 . Modern science leads naturally, through experimental 
measures, and also through the theoretical development of Astrophysics, to the idea of a created 
Universe. Modern science affirms, as scientific information, that the Universe has a limited age, that 
there is a maximum age of the structures that we observe, and that before there was no material 
structure that can be described by physical laws189. 

During a gathering of scientists of the world, on November 22, 1951, Pope Pius XII said: 
�Today�s science has confirmed the exactitude belonging to the physical tests: that our Universe is 
the work of a CREATOR190. 
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6. Physics Nobel Prize winner, C. Rubbia, says: We have discovered a precise image of our 
world. It is clear for me that this cannot be a consequence of  chance. There is evidently someone 
doing things as they are191. 

In 1973, the head astronomer of the Observatory of Paris, Jean Heidmann, published a book 
titled Introducción a la Cosmología, in which, after many pages of mathematical formulas, he ends 
up speaking on the origin of the matter and expresses this phrase:  �This is in all its simplicity the �fiat 
lux�  a biblical expression of the moment of creation�192. During the XXI Congress of Nobel Prize 
winners in Lindau (Germany), professor Paul Dirac, (Cambridge University), who passed away in 
1984193,  one of the most highly thought of physicist of the XX century, paraphrasing the also famous 
British scientist Fred Hoyle194 spoke: He is considered as one of the founders of the ondulatory 
mechanics and discoverer of the anti-matter, when he included through intuition the existence of the 
positron (positive electron), which was later discovered by David Anderson195, also a Nobel Prize 
winner. Later on, another Nobel, Emilio Segre discovered the anti-proton (negative proton)196. 

Dirac affirmed that it is necessary to admit the existence of God in the creation of the 
Universe, because to attribute it to chance, is not being scientific.197. Today many educated men 
who are involved in scientific research,  consider that religious faith is not irreconcilable with scientific 
facts198. 

It is false to believe that faith is something that belongs to the most remote past of our 
civilization. I would uphold the contrary. Nowadays, the vast majority of scientists, starting with the 
practicing nuclear physicists, have a very respectful attitude towards religion, or they themselves are 
practicing Christians. Bernard Lowell the Jodrell Bank astronomer, told me that no one dares this 
day and age to formulate theories of the positivist or materialist type on the origin or end of the 
Universe199. 

Spanish born Dr. Pascual JordÆn, professor of Atomic Physics at the University of Hamburg, 
several times candidate to the Physics Nobel Prize200, specialist in cosmologic and biophysics 
matters, collaborator to Einstein and Max Plank in the theories of relativity and quantum mechanics, 
is nowadays one of the most prestigious scientists. He has recently published a book in which he 
affirms that �Modern physics can no longer uphold the materialistic concept of the Universe based on 
the negation of the existence of God201. 

Max Plank, Nobel Prize in Physics, Professor of Theoretical Physics and Director of the 
Institute of Physics of the University of Berlin, and undisputable patriarch of Physics in our century202, 
and called, with reason, the father of modern physics203, says: What we have to look at as the 
biggest wonder in the world is the fact that the convenient formulation of this law produces, in any 
impartial man, the impression that Nature was ruled by an intelligent will204. 
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Man can know how the origin of cosmos was, but the explanation of �how� does not exclude 
the �why�. That is to say, it is always necessary to have an Intelligent  Being, Author of the laws of 
the cosmos. All this happens as if this universe of ours were the work of a composer205. 

Albert Einstein, who died in 1965, the best known physicist and mathematician of our time, 
Physics Nobel Prize in 1921, and who mathematically demonstrated that the speed of light is the 
maximum speed and that it cannot be surpassed206, and he was a believer207. He recognized his 
humble admiration towards a superior and unlimited spirit208. He would affirm that  �the man of 
science must be profoundly religious209. He frequently would say: �Science without religion is lame, 
and religion without science is blind210. 

Edmund Whittaker, professor at Edinburgh University, converted to Catholicism as a fruit of 
his investigations on the origin of the Universe211 

 
 
7. I dispense with luminaries of the antiquity, such as Saint Augustine, Saint Tomas or 

Michelangelo, who always kneeled in prayer before starting to work on his masterpieces. 
The same as Newton, Kepler was also a believer. Leverrier‚ discoverer of the planet 

Neptune, was a fervent Catholic. Laplace died a fervent Christian, assisted by a priest. Even 
Galileo, his lamentable process notwithstanding, died a good Christian in 1642. Copernicus (to 
whom we owe the heliocentric system) and Lemaitre,  died in 1966, (author of the theory or the 
expansion of the Universe, in vogue today) were priests. An outstanding  historian �Deunert-  has 
only found in the field of Natural Sciences about  2% of well known scientists who declare 
themselves to be materialistic and atheist. Among the wise men listed in the Dictionaire des 
Sciencies Exactes  there are 8,847 names cited by Poggendorff, where the majority of them are 
believers, and some 10% of them are either priests or belong to a religious order212 

Werner Heisenberg, died in Munich in 1976, aged 74 years. He is considered as the greatest 
Physicist of all times213, won the Nobel Prize for his investigations on Nuclear Physics. He 
mathematically formulated the unifying theory of the energetic, gravitational, electromagnetic and 
nuclear(Strong and weak); this was not attained by Einstein, in spite of his efforts214. In April 1969 he 
came by Madrid. In an interview he gave to the press, he said among other things: �What I do believe 
in is God, and that everything comes from Him�. Atomic particles have an order that must have been 
imposed by someone. Heissenberg told Vintila Horia: �The theory of a created world, is more 
probable than the contrary, this from the point of view of Natural Sciences. The majority of men of 
Science that I know have managed to reach God215. 

On a Sunday issue of the ABC newspaper, I read that Werner von Braun, father of  
astronautics and �brain� of the space flights who have taken man to the Moon, manifested that he 
was a believer and that he prayed to God every day216. He said: �Man has the need of faith as he has 
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the need of water, air. We have the need to believe in God217. Salvador de Madariaga says that �the 
most eminent men in the vanguard of science did not see anything in their scientific attitude that 
would prevent them from believing in God�218.  And Alexis Carrel‚ who died in 1944, Nobel Prize in 
Medicine, said: �I believe all that which the Catholic Church wants us to believe in.� and, in order to 
do this, I find no difficulty, as I do not find in the truth of the Church any true opposition to the facts of 
science219. 

Fr. Manuel Mª. Carrerira, S. I., Doctor in Physics and professor of Philosophy of Science at 
the University of Cleveland, says: �Nor for being a priest have I had to corrupt a scientific reasoning, 
nor was it necessary that I close my eyes to Science to maintain my faith220. 

Nobel Prize winner Paul Sabatier, who died in 1941, has said: �To oppose science with 
religion  is only done by people with little knowledge in either subject221. 

Dr. Juan Oró, born in LØrida, Spain, who is one of the most prestigious biochemists of the 
United States and who works for NASA, affirms: �There is no contradiction between faith and 
science�222. 

Professor Baltasar Rodriguez-Salinas, who is the dean of the Theory of Functions at the 
Faculty of Mathematical Sciences of Madrid, in a speed he gave at the Academy of Sciences, he 
began with a quote from the mathematical genius Cauchy.  �I am a Christian, in other words, I 
believe in the divinity of Jesus Christ together with Tycho-brahe, Copernicus, Descartes, 
Newton, Kepler, Fermat, Leibniz, Pascal, Grimaldi, Euler, Gauss, Guidin, Boscowich, Gerdil, 
with all of the great astronomers, all of the great physicists, all of the great mathematicians of past 
centuries. I am also a Catholic, as are the majority of them, and if you ask me the reason, I will tell 
you that my convictions are the result, not of birth prejudices, but of a deep examination223. Many 
other scientists are Catholic, such as Pasteur, De Broglie, Schrödinger, Pauli and Max Plank who 
converted to Catholicism ate the end of his life, as was affirmed by professor Stanley L. Jaki, 
Hungarian, Professor at several Universities in the U.S., while at the Congress on Physics and 
Religion, which took place in Madrid, October 1990224. 

Angel Santos Ruiz,  Professor of Biochemistry at the Universidad Complutense de Madrid, 
says: �No Scientific fact, duly confirmed, has ever been rejected for being in contradiction with the 
revealed doctrine�225. As a fact, no physicist, biologist, chemist, etc., has ever had to renounce his 
convictions about God, the soul, the Moral Law, and the supernatural, because they were 
incompatible with his science226.On August 23rd , 1985, I heard the rector of the University of 
Santander and Professor of Physics, D. Francisco GonzÆlez de Posada say in some conferences 
which he gave in Laredo, Spain: �The science of today does not give the atheist any information that 
confirms his atheism� 

D. Santiago Ramon y Cajal, Nobel prize winner in 1906, �never doubted the existence of 
God� paraphrasing his brother Pedro; who also affirms that if he had gotten there in time, his brother 
Santiago would have died with the sacraments227. 

Leonardo Torres Quevedo, who died in Madrid in December 1936, aged 84, was an engineer 
and mathematician, in 1895 he invented a machine to calculate equations, which is a precursor of 
the modern electronic computer. In October 1906, in the river of Bilbao he made an unmanned small 
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boat perform several maneuvers with the use of hertzian waves, thanks to the telekino, which he 
manned from the terrace of the yacht club. The boat advanced, went back, turned around, went past 
other boats in the harbor and arrived to the staircase of the steamship Elcano, where the official 
representation was watching228. The telekino is the precursor of the remotely directed rockets of 
today. 

On February 10, 1916, an inauguration took  place, that of the Funicular, whose project and 
design was done by Torres Quevedo after having won an international bid. The Funicular is still in 
operation today. 

The Municipality of Camargo (Santander, Spain) organized an exposition in August 1991, to 
celebrate the 75th anniversary of the Niagara Funicular, a project of Torres Quevedo, born in Santa 
Cruz de Iguæa, Cantabria) on December 28, 1852.  In this exposition I saw a replica of this Funicular, 
which in 75 years of operation has not had an accident, not even a serious malfunction. In the United 
States they call it the �Spanish Aerocar�. It is held in place by six cables and counterweighed 
anchors, with which the tension of the cables is maintained constant, notwithstanding the weight of 
the passengers aboard, giving it a high safety coefficient. Before building it on the Niagara, he 
installed it on the Monte Ulía in San Sebastian, in 1907, in order to test it. It was the first aerial tram 
in the world. In 1914, he invented the mechanical chess player, who always wins. It is the precursor 
of today�s robots. It is exhibited at the Escuela de Ingenieros de Caminos school. In 1951, it was 
presented by Gonzalo Torres Quevedo, (son of the inventor, assistant and collaborator), in Paris, at 
an International Colloquium on Cybernetics, and gave Tartakower, who at the time was a world 
champion, a check mate. The machine announces through a loudspeaker, when the opponent is 
either cheating or making a mistake. It will only allow three such instances, then, it gets mad and 
stands up229. 

I[n 1978 I was in Toledo, preaching Lenten conferences, and then I had the satisfaction of 
getting to know Valentina Torres Quevedo, daughter of the inventor, who allowed me to see the 
newspaper clippings that I have quoted. She told me that her father died a good Christian, as he had 
lived: he took communion on every first Friday of the month. 

According to �one of the better informed commentators in our country on  international events, 
the great majority of investigators and technicians on space navigation, not only of the United States, 
but also of the Soviet Union, confess, that when the conversation has reached a level of certain 
candidness, there is a surge in their faith in God. What�s more, almost without exception, they admit 
and add that their faith rises as a consequence of their own scientific investigations230. 

Two thousand three hundred members of the American Scientific Association admit to being 
believers231. 

Carlos Rubbia, Nobel Prize in Physics and Director of the European Center for Nuclear 
Investigation CERN), who has discovered a new form of generating energy through fission, which is 
cheaper, clean and safe, and is not able to be used as raw material to manufacture atomic bombs232, 
and has recently invented a destruction method for high activity atomic residues233, has said: �The 
most advanced science approaches religion234. And Pius XII: �Modern science discovers God 
behind each new door it opens235�. John  Paul II, said at the University of Madrid: �Science and Faith 
are not opposed, but converge in the discovery of integral reality, which has its origin in God.� 

Profane realities and those of faith have their origin in one same God236. 
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A quote from the First Vatican Council: �No true dissension can ever be had between faith and 
reason, because the same God who reveals the mysteries and instills faith, places in the human soul 
the light of reason; and God cannot deny Himself, and truth can never contradict truth237. 

In an interview with the German Magazine Der Spiegel in 1966, the German contemporary 
philosopher  Martin Heidegger said: �Contemporary literature, for the most part, is destructive. Only 
God can still save us.  In the absence of God, we will sink238. 

Boris Yeltsin, President of Russia, declared: �communism tried during 70 years to impose 
atheism, but has not succeeded239. Alexander Solzhenitsyn a well known Soviet Nobel Prize 
winner in 1970 who studied Mathematics and Physics at the Rostov University and then went on to 
study Literature at the Russian Institute of Philosophy of the USSR, manifests  to be a believer. The 
prayer he wrote is very well known: �How wondrous it is to live with you, Lord! How easy it is for me 
to believe in You! You send me the clear certainness of Your existence240. 

Chabbanis, after interviewing several atheist thinkers, affirms: �I thought I would find in them a 
rigorous and well founded atheism, but what there was in reality, was the absence of the search for 
Absolute Truth241�. 

Paschal states: �Many are always willing to deny all that they do not understand.� 
The nonbelievers have their origin in their religious ignorance. No one can be convinced of 

something he knows nothing about. I cannot have an opinion of the food in Kenya, as I do not know 
what is eaten there. It would be interesting to count the pages that that atheist has read about his 
profession, and those that he has read on religious culture. Surely the difference is enormous. What 
would be his professional information if we were to invert the numbers. Would we be surprised by his 
religious ignorance? 

 
 
8. Atheism leaves unsolved many more things than all of the mysteries that are accepted by 

the faith. That is why Alexis Carrel, Medicine Nobel Prize, said: �I am not sufficiently credulous, to 
be incredulous� 

According to a survey of the Centro de Investigaciones Sociológicas, 75%  of all  Spaniards 
believe in God242. And in another by Gallup, 94% of Americans believe in God, and 58% believe in 
Hell.243. 

As said by  Berdiaef, �man is an incurable religious being�. And Max Scheler: �Man either 
believes in God or he creates an idol. This idol will be the race, the State, a woman or money; but 
man cannot live without adoring something�244. The agnostic escapes through an �I don�t know�, as 
he does not want to recognize how reasonable a God-Creator is. 

Faith complements reason in the same manner that the telescope complements the eye. With 
the telescope I can see stars that are not visible to the naked eye. With faith I get answers to many 
things for which Science has no answer. What is the sense of man�s life? Where does he come 
from? Where is he going? What is there after death? 

 
The roads that lead towards atheism could be: 
a) The rebellion against evil in the world. 
b) Religious ignorance 
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c) An infantile religious formation 
d) A disorderly fondness for material pleasures  
e) The bad example of some believers 
f) Hostility towards religion 
g) An unfounded fear of God that does not know divine mercy and kindness245. 
 
It is much more reasonable to believe in God than to be an atheist  The atheist can not only 

not demonstrate that there is no God; but from Atheism, you cannot resolve the great questions of 
life. Where does it come from? Where is it going?   What happens after death? What sense does life 
have? How to satiate the appetite of happiness?, etc. etc.. An atheist condemns himself to live in 
anguish, in doubt, in desperation, unless he prefers to cease being a man and to live with his back to 
all transcendent thought. An animal cannot ask himself any transcendent questions. Man can. And 
only with God does he find answers. 

And as was stated in the Second Vatican Council 246, without God, there is no answer to the 
oldest questions of humanity, as are the sense of life and death, of guilt and pain. And these 
problems are unavoidable. And there is no one, who at one time or another in his life has not had 
them. 

Materialism says that everything that exists is material, because everything you see, you 
touch, you measure, etc., is material. This is as simple as the fisherman who denies that there are 
fish smaller than the ones he catches in his nets, because the smaller ones escape through the 
net247. 

The fact that there are so many men of science who are believers is proof that  Science is not 
an obstacle to believe. If it were, all scientists would be atheists, and, as we have seen, many men of 
science have declared themselves to be believers. The fact that there are some atheist scientists has 
to be explained in other ways, but not by the fact that they are scientists248. 

Evidently science does not prove the existence of God., as science studies the laws of Nature, 
not God. Theology studies God. 

But science gives information that supports the faith of the believer. 
Science does not prove the existence of God-Creator, but it does establish the foundation for a 

metaphysical reasoning that logically leads to Him249. 
The problem facing modern man is the fraudulent and persistent manipulation to which  he is 

being subjected by the materialistic rationalism, which insures that �Science� has proven the non 
existence of God250. There is no scientific argument that demonstrates that there is no God251. Quite 
the contrary, there are many bits of information that confirm the faith of the believer; from what the 
astronomers say on the origin of the cosmos (see nº 3), to the scientific studies carried out on the 
Shroud of Turin252 

On October 13, 1988, the result of the carbon-14 analysis on the Shroud of Turin, was 
made public, and it infers that the weave is of the Middle Ages, in other words, that the Shroud of 
Turin could not have covered the body of Christ in the first Century, and therefore is false. This 
information was rejected by all specialists on the Holy Shroud. The previous investigations in the 
fields of History, Medicine, Biochemistry, Numismatics, Paleontology, Archeology, etc., could and 
should not be ignored, as they confirmed the authenticity of the Holy Shroud. As a matter of fact, two 
�������������������������������������������������
�/#�	�������-������.����������&�-�����-���M���*�
�/+���-����1���-�������-�&7�4
���������0!���������������������������-�����������������9 ��&���������
�/;�D)��)	��)�0��)�7�������
��,
.'����:��������(�����$����D����D�����
�*E#�
�/E�63)	��J%�P�%�@�)P
�����7�M-�����
��K������������
�����������������N��������&�0�������������������
�/*�D)	3���DW��)�����)
������7���3��1�����������������
���(��������&�0�������������������**;���
�#"�63)	�(3)�0�7��������'����!��1���
�����$������!$����6��3��R����������&��D��������*E/�
�#��63)	�(3)�0�7��������'����!��1���
�����$�������+����������3��R����������&��D��������*E/�
�#��6���������	�
������7"
�
���������
������
�0G1
�
�0
��
���� ��*������:�&���=����&�� ���$����&��)�>�	�G�/��
D��������**"�



� ,;

International Scientific Congresses have been held , one in Paris, in September of 1989 and the 
other in Cagliari (Italy) in April 1990, where the carbon-14 tests on the Shroud of Turin have been 
invalidated  In the closing words in the Congress of Cagliari, Dr. Baima Bollone, President of the 
Centro Internacional de Sindonología de Turin: �The general feeling of the Congress has been the 
non acceptance of the Carbon-14 test on the Shroud of Turin. 

There were twenty seven investigation papers presented at this congress. I had the honor of 
presenting one of them, a paper on behalf of the Centro Espaæol de Sindonología, which was very 
well accepted, as expressed by the chairman. In the sixth edition of my book on the Holy Shroud I 
present a summary of this Congress and on the investigative work presented there by Spain. 

 
All in all, we must not overvalue the experimental scientific knowledge. Historical and 

metaphysical knowledge is also valid. The experimental scientific knowledge is not the only way to 
know. There are realities that escape the experimental knowledge. Philosophical reasoning is not 
scientific. When Descartes says: �I think, therefore I am�, he is making a valid reasoning, but it is not 
scientific, but philosophical. Science does not explain all. There are things that escape it. The same 
way that an open net cannot capture small fish, but  that doesn�t  mean that there are no sardines. 

 
There are some unreachable things for experimental science. Science is not good for 

demonstrating the existence of God., as it also does not help to demonstrate the love of a mother or 
the faithfulness of a husband, even though all of this is a reality. However, there is no doubt that 
Science gives us valid information that confirms the existence of God253- 

Science explains �how� nature works, but it does not reach the �why�. This is the object of 
philosophy254. 

The reasons to believe are sufficient, but not evident, as an axiom; as God wants man to freely 
accept and not by force. The truths of faith are reasonable and certain. We can firmly believe them, 
but they are not imposed upon us with an overwhelming evidence255, because if this were the case, it 
would have no merit, and God has ordered  that we be meritorious with the virtue of the faith. To say 
that the whole is larger than the part, is so evident, that to accept it has no merit whatsoever. 

The obscurity of the faith is absolutely necessary so that the act of faith be free. And the 
freedom of the faith is essential in order to be able to talk about the religious values in it256. Faith is 
sufficiently obscure so that adherence to it is free; and at the same time, clear enough so that said 
adherence is reasonable257 

Faith is secure and obscure at the same time. Secure because it is based on the word of God, 
and obscure because of the limits of our understanding. That is why Santa Teresita del Niæo Jesœs  
used to say: �Lord, I don�t understand You, but I believe all You say, because I trust You.. 

 
Agnosticism is in fashion these days, agnostics are people who do away with God. They are 

not interested in God. They install themselves in the world as if there were nothing on  the other side 
of death. The first thing that has to be said, is that to deny God is not to destroy Him, and he who 
thinks that there is nothing after death, will soon find out after he dies. Things are as God has said 
they are, not as we think they should be. And if God has said that we will continue to live after death, 
it is that way even if there is someone who does not accept it. 

Some think that by not accepting hell, they are freer. But it is not so. What they really are is 
more unconscious. To close your eyes before truth does not make man richer, it makes him poorer. 
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Prudence is not to ignore a risk, but in studying it and preventing it. To close one�s eyes to a risk is a 
sign of unconsciousness.  

Faith is to accept what one does not understand because one trusts the one who tells it to you. 
But faith is reasonable. If it weren�t we faithful would be  foolish. That is why faith is not a jump into 
the void, recklessly. It is very reasonable to accept what one does not understand, if I can trust the 
one who does understand it and tells me. 

Faith in God is perfectly reasonable. There are many reasons to believe that God exists 
rather than to doubt His existence. But one must reject rationalism, which only accepts that which 
can be proven (mysteries are not demonstrable) and fideism which scorns reason and pretends that 
faith become a �leap into the void�, without any reason of credibility. 

If faith did not have a motivation of a rational type, it would not be responsible nor human. That 
is why Catholic theology has always defended man�s natural capacity to arrive with the light of 
reason to know the existence of the God-Creator. It is so defined by the First Vatican Council258 

The Holy Mother Church upholds and teaches that God, Beginning and End of all things, can 
be known with certainty through the natural light of human reason, starting with the things created259. 
Paul said: The invisibility of God, from the creation of the world, can be seen in the intelligence 
through his works�260. 

However, even if reason indicates that there are serious motives to believe  reason does not 
cause faith. It is only when the human heart gives itself up to the grace in an act of humility and 
simplicity, when faith is born. Reason has to be accompanied by humble prayer. It is necessary to 
have a clean heart to believe in God. We must not forget that God will only  manifest Himself to the 
meek261 

Science, who has as its objective, to expose the reasons of credibility, in other words, the 
reasons and arguments  that demonstrate that faith is reasonable, is called  Apologetics262.  
Cardinal Newmann, who was a protestant, converted to Catholicism through pure reasoning. 
Cardinal Daneels, Archbishop of Malinas, says: �the suppression of all healthy apologetics is an ill 
timed service to the cause of evangelization263. In May 1935, Marchant, Minister of Public Instruction 
of Holland converted to Catholicism. When questioned by a left wing member of the Senate, he 
replied: �I believe, because I question�264. 

But it is not a matter of convincing anyone based on proofs, but to make him understand how 
reasonable it is to believe. To enlighten the truths of faith. Such is the role of the Apologetics. But let 
us not forget that the conversion is not born only after having been convinced, but after the 
illumination or the understanding and adhesion to the will of God, receiving the revealed truths, and 
placing my whole being in this enlightenment. The motives of credibility constitute a rational 
preamble of faith. The act of faith essentially constitutes   an agreement to these truths because God 
has revealed them. And of course, it is not enough to agree with the accepted truths revealed by 
God; it is necessary to live in accordance with them. To he who  has faith, a thousand objections will 
not make him doubt; and to the one who does not have faith, a thousand reasons will not convince 
him. 

Man is convinced through reasons, but it is the will that elects the reasons which it wants to 
convince it. That is why it is not enough to give reasons that only go to the understanding. We must 
present values that move the will: kindness, beauty, importance, usefulness or need to the man as 
such. 
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A man can �know� that tobacco is bad for his health; but as long as the pleasure of tobacco is 
a greater value than the harm it can cause his health, he will not cease to smoke. Faith is 
reasonable, but the reasons are not sufficient in order to believe. An act of will is missing. And the 
will does not decide for logical reasons, but for reasons and values265. It is not the same to be 
convinced than to be converted. Man, besides reason, has a heart, and frequently, it commands over 
reason. Works come out of the heart, more than from reason. It was already said by Jesus Christ: 
�Indeed, it is from the heart that evil desires come�266. 

If one considers Christianity as a negative value because of the sacrifices it demands, it is very 
difficult to believe. But if one considers Christianity as a superior value to any sacrifice because it 
guarantees eternal happiness, it begins to set the foundation of a possible faith, if at the same time, it 
has the opportunity to know sufficiently of the reasons in which the credibility of Christianity is 
supported.  

A man who wants to be healthy, will eagerly accept the medicine  that offers him a reasonable 
hope of cure. But to refuse taking it because there is no absolute certainty of its efficacy, is absurd. 

Christian faith places in our life: clarity, security and invincible fortitude267. 
An atheist is like the one who is in a closed room with the window shut, and can only see what 

is poorly illuminated by the light bulb of his work table. If he were to open the window, the radiant 
sunshine would enter, and everything would be illuminated. That is the difference between the 
atheist and the believer. 

I quote Ortega y Gasset: �The barbarism of the specialist is that  he is very knowledgeable in 
one subject, but allows himself to issue an opinion on matters that he ignores, with the same 
authority as in the field in which he is a specialist268 

Don�t be dazzled  by those affirmations that one hears sometimes from lips which are 
ill documented: �Modern science contradicts faith�. You can be sure that true science has 
never contradicted, nor will it ever contradict the Dogmas of Faith, because God, truth itself, 
is the Author of Science and of Faith, and He cannot contradict Himself. Effectively, science 
is the knowledge of the laws that God has placed in Nature which is the base of science, 
and Faith is the knowledge of the truths that God has revealed to us. God, infinite wisdom, is 
Author of both the scientific truths as well as the religious ones: therefore these principles 
can never be incompatible  to each other. When it seems that there is incompatibility, it is 
because men who have surpassed  or erroneously interpreted the truths of science or 
faith.269, The Second Vatican Council says: �Profane realities and the realities of faith have 
their origin in the same God�270. One must take into account that the working hypothesis of a 
scientist is not indubitable science. In the same way, the Revealed Truth is not the personal 
theory of a theologian. When I speak of science, I speak of indubitable science, not of the 
working hypothesis of a scientist. And when I speak of Faith, I talk about dogmatic truths, not 
of a disciplinary norm of the Church, as it happened in the case of Galileo. But between 
undisputable science and dogmas of faith there has never been a contradiction, nor will 
there be in the future, because of what I have just said. 

 
Many of the difficulties that some seem to find in apparent contradictions between 

Faith and Science, that stem from having taken as a truth revealed the affirmations which,  
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when once properly examined do not enjoy such a guarantee, or they come from looking at 
scientific truths as things that have been acquired definitely, which later on will be no more 
than simple hypothesis or theories, which with time, will require a bit of touching up271. Not 
only are there no contradictions between Science and Faith, but they mutually help and 
complement each other272. 

Physics has changed tremendously in the last hundred years, and the radically 
materialistic positions of some physicists of the XIX century are today non sustainable. Many 
influential ideologies, however, have remained anchored in the past, and many years must 
go by until anti religious prejudices, supposedly scientific, which were propagated by the 
wise men of the XVIII century, disappear273. Max Plank, Nobel Prize in. Physics, said: 
�There is absolutely no contradiction between Religion and Natural Sciences; both are 
perfectly compatible274.  Rudolf Kippenhahns‚ Director of the Max Plank Astrophysics 
Institute of Munich, says: They ask time and time again during my conferences, that if in the 
scientific conception of the Universe there is still place for God.. The more I think on it, the 
less I understand that the scientific knowledge must suppress the ideas of faith275. 

As was stated t}by the professor of the Universidad de Navarra and doctor in Physical 
Sciences, Mariano Artigas: �Science has never opposed Religion, and can never be 
opposed, as there is no true contradiction�. What�s more, he added: �Today we can affirm as 
true fact that the greatest scientists, practically without exception, are in agreement that 
there is no true opposition between Science and Religion276. 

True Science is not only not opposed to Religion, but confirms it more each time 
through its new discoveries. 

That is why Pius XII, in his discourse at the Pontifical Academy of Sciences in 1951 
said: �True  Science finds God behind each new door that is opened�277 

What�s more, History teaches us that when a theory opposes to what faith upholds as 
true and certain, this theory is false. Sooner or later it will be debunked by a new theory. This 
has always happened. And it is natural, as this theory comes from a man who can be wrong; 
on the other hand, Faith comes from God, who cannot be wrong. 

God cannot be wrong, because He is infinitely wise; and he cannot deceive us as He is 
infinitely good. 

But men to whom religion is a burden, anxiously grasp these badly demonstrated 
theories as if they were dogmas of faith, to reject the true dogmas of faith that are in their 
way. Not because in the dogmas of Religion there are mysteries �as we said before, life is 
full of mysteries, and no one finds it strange--;what they have against Religion are not 
scientific difficulties, but prejudices and moral difficulties. 

If Religion did not hold passions at bay, no one would have difficulties with Religion. 
And if moral precepts depended on the truths of physics, many would deny physics 

instead of denying Religion278. 
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There is nothing more blinding than to be obstinate in sin. This was said by Jesus 
Christ : �whoever does wrong hates the light�279. 

Bacon, has said: �Only those who benefit from His non existence deny Him. 
And J. Jacob Rousseau:  �Hold your soul in the sate to desire that God exists, and 

you shall never doubt Him�280. All in all, it is convenient to notice that atheism is losing 
ground. 

Paul Paupard, President of the Pontific Council for the non-believers, said in Madrid 
that technical atheism is diminishing in the world. In Spain, only 7% of citizens declare 
themselves to be atheists281 

 
It is not to be denied that an atheist can be honest, but evidently he is lacking 

motivation. When man tears God away from his life, he turns against his brothers. That is 
what Hobbes with this crude phrase: �Man is wolf for man� If he does not respect God, what 
else could he respect? In the long run, consequences are few. 

Unfortunate. If you cut the roots of a tree, it would have some reserves, but for a short 
time. It will dry up and fall. The root of our people is in Christianity. 

Pope John Paul II said in Ljubljana (Slovenia): �A world built without God, ends up 
rising against man�282. 

 
Fideism is absurd, as it pretends that we believe in God without a rational foundation 

of faith. The First Vatican Council says283: �We can know God through natural reasons� It is 
a certainty that excludes all reasonable doubt, but it is not axiomatic evidence. Faith is an 
act of the will, after the exam, through reason, of the motives for credibility. That is why 
reason prepares the faith, it does not impose it. To take this step forward, the grace of God 
is necessary. That is why we must ask God for the gift of faith. Faith is a gift in the sense 
that God helps us so that our reason is not hampered by psychic obstacles; moral, cultural, 
environmental, etc., which will  impede its proper functioning. The foundations of faith make 
faith reasonable.. Faith replaces reason, it does not destroy it.  

Reason is not the cause of faith, that is a pure gift from God, but it is an indispensable 
condition so that faith be responsible, human and non-arbitrary. If faith were not reasonable, 
we believers would be stupid284. 

The reason to believe does not lie in the fact that the revealed truths appear as true 
and intelligible under the light of natural reason. We believe because of the authority of God 
who reveals and cannot deceive Himself, nor deceive us. However, God has wanted to give 
us motives of credibility that show that the acceptance of faith is not a blind movement of the 
spirit285. 

Fideism, which is to believe without proof, has a strictly protestant root (Barth, 
Bultman). Has influenced some Catholic theologians who have forgotten Peter�s 
mandate286 to give reason of his hope. Consequences have been inauspicious. You cannot 
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establish faith  over doubt and insecurity. Today it is fashionable to talk of �risk� of faith, the 
tunnel, etc. But there cannot be a convincing pastoral if you do not reason the faith287. No 
one likes  to jump into a void without  guarantees. In important matters we all want security. 
No one puts his money in a bank that is teetering on bankruptcy. No one will eat spoiled 
food, risking intoxication. 

As Fr. López Pedras, S. I. says: �The evidence for each one is the final result of an 
effort: attentiveness, interest, will, which precedes a clear admission. Would we admit the 
sincerity of he who justifies his disinterest with the pretext of not being able to clearly see 
from the beginning? At the root of not seeing, the lack of will can be found-. In such a case, 
obscurity does not excuse, it accuses, and the final blindness is guilty.   Voluntary blindness 
can get to constitute the greatest sin against the Holy Spirit, against which all luminous 
manifestations will collide, even those who are more in conformity to the taste of the 
interested party. It is necessary to clean the eyes. It is not enough to want to see; many 
Jews wanted to see and ended up not seeing. Availability and receptiveness are required for 
whatever shows up,  without interposing conditions which will cloud the vision. Purification of 
prejudices. Purification of sentiments. How many times do we not dedicate the proper 
attention to a person or matter because it has a smack of sympathy or antipathy, either 
obscurely born in us or in the environment, that do not allow us to  see clearly or to interest 
us in seeing? If a miner, trapped in the collapse of a mine, in the dark, alone, oppressed and 
in the painful trance of asphyxia, sees, through a fracture in the rocks, a vague luminosity, 
no matter how faint it may be, it is sufficient for him, as he will be alert to that which comes 
from the other side of the rocks, where there is more light, and announces the possible 
salvation. He will make himself be heard to communicate his presence to his possible 
saviors. If he had withdrawn himself and said: �this is not enough, I will not do anything until I 
can see more light and clearer signs�, he could be buried forever. 

 
 
9. It is also necessary to pray. How can an atheist pray? When he knows that there 

is no God. Could he be willingly blind for not praying? Is this an inadmissible paradox? No, 
who is lost in a forest, not knowing what is on the other side,  will scream asking for help. 
Who does he scream to? To anyone, to anybody. He screams in case there is someone. 
Well then, no Atheist, will consciously eliminate, on the least, the suspicion that there is 
someone288. 

Pascal has said: �There are no more than two classes  of people who seek God with 
their whole heart because they do not know Him289 

Religiousness is a necessary dimension, part of man. It is not something accidental or 
optional, as can be the hobby of playing tennis or butterfly collecting. The non-believer, 
without doubt, is a psychologically mutilated being. Man cannot be unconcerned  about God 
without guilt. 

 
But it is not less true that believing  is an authentically human act290. In faith, the 

intelligence and  human will cooperate with the divine grace291 
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God gives a definite and overabundant answer in matters that man queries on the 

sense and finality of his life292 
Religious ignorance is a shame. Faith is the most important thing in life, because it is 

the only thing that responds to the fundamental truths. Any rational being, sometime in his 
life, will logically ask: himself: what sense does life have?. What will be of me after death? 
The agnostic will not know how to answer. On the headstone of an atheist you can read: �I 
have lived in the midst of doubts, ad I die in uncertainty. I do not know where I am going. 

What good is it to me to know the number of my chromosomes, or the vibration of 
ultraviolet light if I do not know the sense of my life? Only faith has an explanation for pain 
and suffering. For the atheist, there is only desperation and darkness. Faith gives rectitude, 
hope and cheer. Man has a religious dimension that cannot be shut down. Man desires the 
religious. Seventy years of militant atheism in the Soviet Union have not been able to curtail 
the faith of the Russian people, which has resurged with strength while the heads of Stalin 
and Lenin have rolled on the floor. 

The human soul naturally tends to God, and it is impossible to go against nature. 
If you throw a stone upwards, when the impulse ceases, it will fall to the ground. 
If you blow on a fire so that the smoke descends, when you stop blowing, the smoke 

will rise. 
A ship tends to float. It will only go to the bottom of the water if it is punctured. 
The soul that does not feel its destiny upwards is that it is broken, destroyed. That is 

why it sinks like a punctured vessel. He who has faith sees  God  behind all mundane 
things.. Just like the one who knows that the sun is behind the clouds. 

 
 
10. Faith is a gift from God293. It is a grace from God which we should ask for 

unceasingly. Even he who thinks that he does not have faith, must pray. At least he could 
say: �Lord, if you exist, grant me the gift of faith� And as it is true that He does exist, he will 
be heard and will obtain the faith.  Carlos de Foucauld (1858-1916), a French army officer 
found his faith at the age of 28, after living a disorderly life, repeating: �My God, if you exist, 
let me know you�294. God always comes out to encounter the one who is sincerely seeking 
him295. �God is near those who call on Him�296. 

God never rejects he who does all he can to get nearer to Him297 
Faith is a supernatural gift from God. To believe, man needs the internal assistance of 

the Holy Spirit298. With it, we can deepen the knowledge of Religion and can see things that 
are unsuspected for the one who does not have faith. It is the difference between 
contemplating the score of a concert made by a profane or by a great composer. The spirit 
of faith makes us judge all things according to the norms of faith from God�s point of view. 
This illumination must be asked from the Holy Spirit. Faith illuminates the night, but it does 
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not suppress it. Like the lights that illuminate the landing field for the pilot, they show him the 
way, but they do not illuminate the  darkness. We can see as we go forward. Like a flashlight 
that we use to indicate our way. 

Faith illuminates truth. It lets us know  unsuspecting things, and it takes us to accept 
the truth and lets us adhere to the Person who transmits it. It adheres to it like to rivers 
flowing into one. It is an option for someone and for something. God does not impose 
himself. He wants to be freely chosen. God offers himself in a statement of love and awaits 
my answer. Faith adheres us to God, and motivates us to adhere ourselves more perfectly 
to Him through grace. He lets us know that in reality we can only be united to Him if we are 
in Grace. 

 
11. In faith, man delivers himself totally and freely to God, he offers the homage of his 

understanding and will, freely accepting what God reveals299. Faith must not be intellective, 
cold, dry, without vital signs. It must be happy, optimistic, and ardent, that it gushes out from 
the inside of the spirit, and that it vivifies our whole being and our performance. Faith that is 
illuminated by the head and warmed by the heart. Faith grants optimism to carry on in this 
life so full of calamities. It is like the bird who hears the branch on which he is perched croak 
when buffeted by the wind, he is not afraid, he has wings. 
 
 

4. GOD HAS CREATED THE COSMOS OUT OF NOTHING300. 
 
 

1. To make something out of nothing is to create. To create is to give existence; to make a 
being to begin to exist301. 
 
Nothing exists without sufficient reason, it is a philosophical reason. J. A. Wheeler, a 

renowned  physicist302 asks himself: Why does SOMETHING exist  instead of NOTHING? The 
answer is evident. Because an ETERNAL BEING created out of NOTHING all that exists. 

The question of why the being exists and not the nothing, seems to have been first 
brought up by Leibniz.  Christian faith responds: the world has been created by God303.  We 
must understand as world everything that exists outside of God. 

Creation is the act by which God gives existence to everything which is not within 
Him304. Before creation, nothing existed outside of God. That is why, God created everything 
out of nothing. Because nothing and no one existed before the creation of the Universe, with 
the exception of God. That is why we say that God made  out of nothing what exists out of 
Him. 

The Bible says: God is the Author of all that exists, and therefore is before all creation. 
The Universe  is God�s work. 

�������������������������������������������������
�**���-����1���-�������-�&7�-���
��1���@������-���������������.�����@�:������:�&�����
���#�
,""�@�	P�	���7��
$������������
��$����
���D��	/�6�����(�������>��-�&����
�������1���-�������-�&�
,"��K)����9�60��)��� ������&��?��-�����.������������
��W
�����>)��%�%3�)��D�������*E,���
,"��D)	3����)�����)
������7����3��1�����������������
���	��������&�0���������������������������
��**;�
,",�63)	��3����3�P�@���)�%�Q)7� ����$*
�����
����
��'���	F���
��	��	��������&�0�������������������
,"/�	�������-������.����������&�-�����-���M��*"�



� /#

The Hebrew word �bara� means creation out of nothing. That is why in the bible it is 
applied only to God, because as men, we do not create, we only manufacture, transform 
matter. 

The Bible says: God is the Author of all that exists, and therefore prior to all 
creation305.The Universe is God�s work306. God is  the first cause  of all that exists307. 

God is the creator of all that exists. This is what the �creed� wants to say with the 
words �Creator of Heaven and Earth� 

 
 

5.- Men cannot make things out of nothing308 
 
 

1.  To make things out of nothing is to create. The only one who can create is God309. Man 
cannot create, because to do something he requires  of raw materials, the carpenter needs wood, 
the baker, flour, etc. Man only transforms the matter. Sometimes, these transformations are so 
original that we call them �creations�, but this way of speaking is not adequate. 

God has created the Universe, because He has made it out of nothing 
 
 

6. God made some beings by using others that already existed. 
 
 

1. The same way a carpenter uses a saw to cut wood and make a table. Parents are 
mere instruments of God. They do not know if the child will be smart or dumb, tall or short, 
hale or sickly. Normally, rather than making things directly, �God has them happen�310. 
�Creation was not fully finished when it left the Creator�s hands!311. 

The expression �in the beginning� does not suggest that the world, as we see it today, 
had been completed when it left God�s hands at a given moment. There is no objection to 
admit a slow evolution of the beings in their apparition, and a continuous progress to forms 
that are more perfect as time goes by. What is affirmed is that at the beginning of time, the 
initial start, is in God. That moment in which you go from the existence of nothing of which 
we see, to the first existence of things, is what is called creation. The idea of creation has a  
very precise shade which distinguishes it from similes such as �production� or �construction�. 
It is making something completely new and original, starting from naught, in which nothing 
preexisting is presupposed, but it is the Maker Himself. There is no previous matter, there 
are no instruments, there is only the pure possibility. On this possibility God�s loving conduct 
is overturned, which makes it possible to bring this world to light. The evolution that follows 
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is also God�s work. With this difference: in the first moment, all is creation, in later moments 
it is a development, a display of the initial creation312. 

 
 
2. Besides this visible world, there is also an invisible world to which the creative action 

of God is also extended, as we profess in the Creed. In the Creed of the People of God by 
Paul VI  it is explicitly explained under the title of �things unseen�. It must also be understood 
that �pure spirits which also receive the name of angels�, confirming the traditional 
interpretation313. The First Vatican Council spoke of two orders of creatures, corporal and 
spiritual, as equivalents of world and angels314. 

Jesus mentions angels as real and active creatures315. That is why the existence of 
angels is Dogma of Faith316it was expressly defined  by the Fourth Council of Lateran317. 

The existence of angels is witnessed by innumerable passages of the Holy Scriptures, 
although we know little of their functions and nature. They are �messengers� of God in 
extraordinary moments of the History of Salvation. We know some names related to the 
function to which they were elected, such as Michael, Raphael, Gabriel. It is understood 
that they are many in number, distributed in hierarchies. In the beginning they were 
subjected to a test. A few succumbed to the test, having declared themselves in mutiny 
against God: they are the demons that were condemned to hell.  Since then their existence 
seems to be concentrated in hating God and tempting men318. Amongst good angels, is the 
�Guardian Angel� that God gives each person in this world to guide him through the path of 
good319. 

It is reasoned from the Sacred Scripture, according to the interpretation of the Holy 
Fathers, that God has given each man an angel for his particular defense and protection320. 

The Bible says: �God has commanded His angels to keep you in all ways321. In the 
Gospel322 we find this testimony: Jesus said: �See that you do not despise any of these little 
ones, for I tell you: their angels in Heaven continually see the face of my Father�323. 

 
 
3. Sertillanges says that the master work of Satan is to make men believe that he 

does not exist324. The existence of Satan is a dogma of faith325. It is defined in the Council 
of Lateran IV326. This has recently been confirmed by the church327. 
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The Bible says that God created the angels, and that some sinned and were cast out 
forever328, these are the demons. �Demons are fallen Angels329 

A demon is an intelligent being, not human, who induces men to the bad or evil330. 
A demon is portrayed with horns and a tail, but it is now understood that the devil does 

not have horns or tail, as he is spirit. He is represented in this fashion to express that he is a 
bad spirit. 

The existence of the devil is clear in the bible, when Eve�s  temptation, in the tests of   
Job, etc., and above all in the Gospel331. Christ, upon hearing Peter�s advice to escape 
from the cross tells him: �Get behind me Satan�332. This is to say that Christ assumes that 
Satan  is somebody333. If not, this way of speaking would make no sense. The devil is a 
person334. This is how Christ considers it as He supposes that the devil has desires: He tells 
Peter that: �Satan wants to sift us like grain�335. And Peter calls Satan our adversary and 
affirms that he is looking for the way to harm us336   . 
On another occasion Christ affirms that He expelled the devil337 

The existence of the devil as a personal being cannot be eliminated from the Bible 
without altering the very essence of the Christian message338. D. Salvador Muæoz Iglesias  
Professor of the Holy Scripture at the Seminary in Madrid, on the TV program �The Pulse of 
Faith�, stated: Whosoever denies the true existence of Satan has to admit that Christ either 
was wrong or He lied to us. If a Christian cannot admit any of these two things, he will have 
to accept the true existence of Satan� If there is anything clear in the reading of the New 
Testament it is that for Jesus Christ  and the Apostles, the demon is a reality, a live reality 
and not a simple figuration or a ghost339. The devil �is the tempter who seeks our disgrace 
and wants to close the doors of the kingdom of heaven�340 

 
 
The Bible says that the devil tempts us because he is envious of us341, even though 

human nature being inferior to the angelic, we can save ourselves and he can�t. That is why 
he wants to impede our eternal salvation342. 

And in order to tempt us, he deceives us. John calls him: �liar�343. 
There are over one hundred quotes of �devil� in the New Testament344. 
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4. We are very interested in knowing when the world was created, in what time man 

appeared, which was the cradle of Humanity, but none of this is told to us in the Bible, as it 
is not a scientific book, rather a religious one, and the only thing that It is  interested in telling 
us is that the world is God�s work, and that God intervened in a special way in the creation of 
man345. 

Fr. Antonio Romaæa, S. I.,  in his speech delivered when he was admitted to the Real 
Academia de Ciencias de Madrid, quoted this phrase from Saint Augustine: God in the 
Bible has not wanted to show us how heaven is going, but rather how you are going to 
heaven346. 

The Holy Scripture does not have as a fundamental goal to communicate teachings on 
profane sciences, but to guide men to their eternal salvation347. 

All in all, archeological discoveries confirm the biblical tales. 
Kenyon, who was the director of the British Museum in London, states that the 

modern archeology investigation has corroborated the truth of the Scriptures348. I can 
categorically affirm that no previous archeological find has ever refuted a biblical reference. 
Dozens and dozens of archeological finds made up to date have come to affirm historical 
asserts of the Bible349. In 1957, Alejandro Diez-Macho, professor at the Universidad 
Complutense de Madrid, discovered the Codex Neophytl at the Vatican Library, this is a 
manuscript of the Pentateuch in Aramaic, which was the language used in the times of 
Jesus. This manuscript has been edited in five volumes by the Consejo Superior de 
Investigaciones Científicas350. 

 
 
5. The Bible tells us in the book of Genesis how God created the world. But in our way 

of talking, modern and occidental is different from that of the Bible, primitive and oriental, to 
which God in His revelations felt more comfortable with, The Bible expresses itself in a 
simple and figurative style, adapted to the mentality of that time. The theologian has to 
distinguish the content of the message revealed, the context in which it has been expressed. 
One must take into account that what the Bible   is pretending is to transmit a religious 
teaching. Its mission is not to teach science or history351. 

The bible did not propose any scientific end. Therefore, we should also not look in the 
bible for a scientific solution to the problems that modern science sets forth352.In the manner 
of speaking is where one can accommodate the way of thinking and expressing of the 
people which you are addressing. It is not the same to say one thing, than to affirm it. When 
saying it, I adjust myself to the way of speaking. When affirming it, I want to show it. When a 
child is told that the stork has brought him a little brother (although this manner of speaking 
is not recommendable), it is not affirmed that such is the way of making children, it is a 
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metaphoric and figurative way of speaking, erroneous and wrong, but the one who uses it 
considers it as the most adequate to make himself understood353. 

 
 
6. There can be no contradiction between science and Faith, as both come from 

God. Science is the knowledge of the laws that God has put in Nature and Faith is the 
knowledge of the religious truths that God has revealed. All in all, one must take into 
account, that science looks at creation from the point of view of natural causes and that is 
why it is directly interested in its development in time and of the exact order of that 
development. The Bible, on the other hand looks at creation from God�s point of view, as the 
primary and Universal cause, that is why it does not narrate anything pertaining to the 
objective temporary development, but it is fully attentive   to the affirmation of the divine 
cause in each one of the elements of creation. And as far as the order and duration of the 
creative process, it selected a means of speaking that is suitable to what apparently was 
taking place in heaven � as it is contemplated from earth--, and to a truth that it is desirous 
to instill: the divine wisdom in creating, which is shown by proceeding in an ascending order, 
that is to say, from the most imperfect to the most perfect354; even though the evaluation is 
done according to the sensitive appearance and to the common way of speaking of these 
things in that time. The most important thing in the Bible is the message it wants to convey 
and not the way of speaking that it uses to teach it. 

 
You have to take into account the simple and popular language it uses. Relative to 

the people to which it was addressing355. That is why the order it follows in the first chapters, 
as not in a few others, is not precisely chronological, but a determined logical order, and 
seeing things from Earth. It speaks in a popular way, according to appearances, not to 
scientific purposes356. That is why it states that a bat is a bird357, and it is a mammal, and 
that the sun goes around the earth, as it was Joshua who ordered the sun to stop, and the 
sun stopped in the middle of the sky358. Even today, even in scientific books is said that the 
Sun rises and the Sun sets, as if it were the Sun that goes around the earth. And we all 
know that the Sun, does not rise, nor does tit set, but it is the Earth  that,  in its rotation, 
presents the sunrays in different parts of its surface. It is that we talk about things of heaven 
as we see them from here, and although this way of speaking is not exact or scientific, we all 
understand what we are wanting to say. 

Similarly, when in the first chapter of the book of Genesis the word �day� is used in the 
narrative  of the creation of the world, we must not understand it as a 24 hour period, but as 
a time space359. Speaking of the six days of the creation has a liturgical foundation, to instill 
the rest of the Sabbath. It presents God anthropologically, working six days and resting on 
the seventh360. 
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7. In what the Bible teaches, there can be no error, as it is a book inspired by God361, 

the being free of error ties each one of its books  with the literary genre to which it belongs. 
Each literary genre in the Bible has its type of truth. As in a newspaper, one is the truth of 
the editorial article, another is the truth of the news from a news agency and another is the 
truth of the hyperbolic language of an advertisement. �There are no better�, �Superior to the 
best�, etc. Thus, one is a truth proper of the parable, in which it pretends to teach a truth 
without affirming each of the ornamental elements which make it pedagogical, another is the 
truth of a lyric song, that, as far as its sense and reality is concerned, must be judged 
according to the law of lyrics, another is the truth of a tale. In these, its author can want to 
affirm the historic reality of what he is narrating, in the substantial as well as in the details. 
But he can also only affirm the substance of the fact, without depriving himself, because of 
pedagogical and artistic reasons, to add to the substantial other elements whose historic 
reality does not assure anything. 

You have to take into account that in an oriental mentality, it is not considered to be 
untruthful if you expand the narration with non historic details, but which contribute to the 
embellishment of the central event which is attempted to be transmitted. To distinguish 
between the historic  and the ornamental details is no easy task. It is not a task that can be 
done by just anyone, but only by people who are prepared for the task, with a double 
preparation, scientific and theological. The Bible is a book which exists because of the joint 
and indivisible action of God and Man, God�s instrument, to whom God communicated His 
inspiration. His divine reality demands, in order to interpret it, theological preparation, and 
His human reality, scientific preparation; there cannot be a conflict amongst them if they are 
exercised with loyalty and intellectual rigor362. 

The interpretation of the Bible is not a  task that has to be forged and based only on 
science and competence, but above all through the adhesion to faith and a humble 
acceptance of the word of God. This is why its reading presupposes a certain religious 
preparation, quite different from the spirit of criticism or curiosity. Above the particular 
interpretations is the judgment of the Church, to which Christ entrusted the intelligence of 
the true meaning of the Holy Books, conserved by the holy Fathers and transmitted by 
tradition and the Magisterium of the Church. 

The proper interpretation of the passages of the Bible belongs to the authority of the 
Church, which is who has received from Christ the mission of teaching. The lay individual 
can make mistakes when interpreting some of the obscure passages. This is the origin of 
the multitude of erroneous and sometimes opposite interpretations of the Protestants, who 
admit the free personal interpretation of the Bible363. And Peter has already said: �There are 
passages in the Bible that are difficult to understand364. 

The task of authentically interpreting the word of God, written or transmitted, has been 
solely entrusted to the living Magisterium of the Church, whose authority is exercised in the 
name of Christ365. In the Gospel, underlying the true narratives of Jesus Christ,  in a 
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hidden sense, in the background, as in a secret code, there usually is a theological content 
hidden in the narratives366.  For example, the multiplication of the bread represents the 
Eucharist, the wedding at Canaan, the mediation of Mary, etc. 

That is why, �according to an ancient tradition two senses can be distinguished in the 
Holy Scriptures: the literal sense and the spiritual sense367. 

To exactly understand what the author proposes in his writings, one must take into 
account the way of thinking, of expressing, of narrating that was used in the writer�s time, 
also, the expressions that were being used in ordinary conversation368. Each language has 
its own way of saying things. A Spaniard will say: �my head hurts�, while a Frenchman will 
say: �he has a pain in his head�, a Spaniard will say �he drinks a glass of beer� while a 
German will say that �he drinks the beer �that comes out of a glass� 

Even admitting the literary genre we cannot deny that the Gospels relate true facts. 
We cannot say that they have falsified history or that they have invented it369. 

Each verse of the Scriptures forces us to know the cultural medium in which the author 
finds himself- The recent finding of the Auxiliary Sciences of the exegesis have given us a 
deeper knowledge of the biblical world. This group of auxiliary knowledge is not, however, 
what is essential in the reading or interpretation of the bible. Above all, it is necessary to 
always bear in mind that the best way to understand the Word of God is to explain the Bible 
for the Bible itself: a teaching that is perhaps covered in a passage in a partial manner, 
incomplete, will frequently find its complement and its balance in other texts that are clearer, 
more developed and coherent. And together with the recourse of the same sacred text,  it is 
necessary to pay attention to the interpretations of the Church�s Holy Fathers. These saints 
lived in human, social and religious conditions very similar to the conditions of the world at 
the time of the Gospel and also had a Christianity sharper and deeper than ours. 

 
 
8. The Church recognizes as sacred all of the books of the Bible because �having 

been written under the inspiration of the Holy Spirit, they had God as Author, because the 
inspired authors wrote everything and only what God wanted. That is why one must confess 
that the books of the Scriptures firmly teach with fidelity and without error the truth that God 
wanted to assign in the Holy Scriptures for our salvation370. The Bible is the Book of God. 

 
The Church. in the Bible, �receives not only the human word, but the Word of God371, 

as the truths that are contained in the Holy Scriptures were assigned by the inspiration of the 
Holy Spirit372,  

Even though the different parts that make it up were written by different authors, God is 
the principal author of all of them373. The list of the books inspired are in the �canon� 
published by the Church374. 
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Divine inspiration is a supernatural influence of God over the reason and will of the 
Sacred Writer in the writing of the biblical texts. The inspired author is the instrument of God, 
but endowed with reason: it has personal characteristics. The inspiration, that �divine wind� 
has, respects the liberty and way of expression of each sacred author, who while 
maintaining his personality, carries out a job of reflection and writing to communicate what 
God wants him to write. 

God�s inspiration notwithstanding, each author leaves his personal mark in the 
writings375. The same way that the stroke of a painter will vary according to how it was 
made, with a pen, brush or pencil: but the idea is always the author�s. In this way, above the 
literary differences existing among the different sacred books, God continues to be its 
author. The Bible, is a divine book376. 

Paul says: �All the Scripture is inspired377�. 
Inspiration is �the action that  the Holy Spirit has exercised on the Holy writers so that 

they may write that which the Holy Spirit wanted to manifest378�. 
As Pius XII stated in his encyclical Divino afflante Spiritu, �the sacred author is 

instrument of the Holy Spirit� but �divine instrument endowed with reason�, that is to say,  
leaving his personal trait, personality, character, etc. 

The Holy Spirit dictated what he wanted to be written. It was a silent  internal dictation. 
The author would write according to his style of expression, not even being aware that he is 
writing under the influence of divine inspiration. The Holy Spirit wanted none the less, that 
each stroke be his379. 

 
9. Jehovah�s Witnesses take advantage of the ignorance of their listeners to twist the 

Source of Revelation. They have their own translation of the Bible. New World Translation. 
The text of this translation differs in a radical way from the different Christian versions, 
Catholic and protestant. They reach theological conclusions that are diametrically opposed 
to traditional Christianity. This translation has received the unanimous repulse of all the 
exegetes, even the Protestants. �This volume is a clear proof as to how a translation is not to 
be made� says H. H. Rowley. And A. Hoekema  says: �It is not an objective version of the 
sacred text, but a work full of prejudice that they have smuggled into the Bible380. In the book 
En el Proceso a la Biblia de los Testigos de  JehovÆ written by the protestant pastor 
Danyans‚ in the foreword it says: Jehovah�s Witnesses have twisted the scriptures and have 
placed in circulation a Bible that is false and adapted to their prejudice. This is a sectarian 
Bible, and as such, is the negation  of  the genuine biblical spirit381. 

Faced with this cumulus of arbitrary situations bordering on sacrilege, because it is the 
Word of God, there is only one disjunctive: the translators of the Witnesses have failed in 
their quest because of ignorance or malice. If they do not know Greek and translated that 
way, they sinned because of ignorance, they should have never become translators of the 
Bible. If, however, they knew Greek very well, and did not translate properly. Then they 
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sinned against the light. It is not strange, therefore, that this translation has merited the most 
severe of criticisms382. 

This is why the Church wants the translations of the Bible to be published with 
ecclesiastical censorship, in order to assure the reader of the fidelity of the translation. 
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Origin of Life 
 
 
 
10. God is the Author of life, even in an evolutionist hypothesis we must accept 

some laws that direct this evolution 
 
Juan Oró,  a Spaniard working for NASA in the USA, is leading the team that analyzed 

the lunar rocks that the astronauts brought back  and whose opinion was definitive to state 
that there is no life on Mars, is of the opinion that life  appeared through a gradual chemical 
process of evolution which conduces to the progressive generation according to determined 
laws, even though we are far away from having a clear comprehension of the laws that 
govern the evolution of the elemental particles383 

  
Soviet Biologist  Alexander Oparin explains the origin of life in this manner: �In the 

primitive terrestrial atmosphere, with some relatively simple compounds, principally 
methane, ammonia, water vapor and sulfuric acid, and with the presence of electrical 
discharges and ultraviolet rays, numerous and varied organic substances  with  a complex 
molecule were formed. These products were part of the hydrosphere, when carried away by 
rain, and once there, they suffered additional modifications and further increment in their 
complexity384. 

 
In April 1985, Newsweek echoed the presentation of a group of NASA biochemists, 

whose tests indicate that clay was a catalyst in the formation of the first organic compounds. 
It could be an explanation of that that the Bible says: �Life was born of clay�385. 

 
One of the world�s experts on the matter, Leslie Orgel, demonstrates in the scientific 

magazine Nature that the origin of life could have appeared in the clay386. 
 
Stanley Miller and Harold Urey in 1953 prepared an experiment in which they sent 

an electrical current through a mixture of methane, ammonia, nitrogen and water vapor, they 
managed to synthesize amino acids which form part of proteins387. 

 
D. JosØ SÆnchez-Real, doctor of Chemical Sciences. And professor in Valencia has 

the opinion that the reaction that Oparin situates on the surface of the earth, could have 
happened in the higher strata of the atmosphere388 

 
In any case, as Oparin himself writes in his works, with a plethora of formulas and 

chemical reactions. All of this supposes some laws and to the laws intelligence. This 
intelligence we call GOD. 
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That is why we say God is the Author of LIFE 
He, Oparin, at the IV International Conference on the Origin of Life, held in Barcelona 

in 1973, stated: �The origin of life is not happenchance. It completely conforms to the laws of 
Nature�. 

 
And Stuart Mill: �The laws of Nature cannot by themselves, offer an explanation of 

their own origin389. 
 
John B. Haldane,  en eminent British physiologist-geneticist, professor at the 

University of Cambridge, affirms that the origin of life is impossible without a pre-existing 
intelligent being390. 

Serendipity did not form life; it is based on very precise laws391. 
 
Salvador de Madariaga: �The world cannot even be conceived but as the execution of 

a project that preceded it�392. The change from micro molecules to macromolecules is 
carried out according to rules and laws393 

 
Mardo Bersanelli, director of the program for the European Space Agency that 

studies the Big Bang, has manifested that �Each time it is more evident that the structure of 
the Universe and the eras of its History are arranged, made on purpose, so that life would  
emerge from within394. 

 
Fred Hoyle, a distinguished British scientist, who in 1972 was knighted for his 

scientific work, affirms: Life could have been provided by chance395. 
 
 
11.  The basis of life‚ is in the nucleic acids and in the amino acids. Amino acids are 

the components of the proteins396. Proteins are the bricks of the cells397. These macro 
molecules are essential in all living beings398. 

There is a law that from the first amino acids and nuclides  formed in the primitive 
waters, these have conduced through millions of years of evolution up to the formation of the 
human DNA399.  

 The molecule of the deoxyribonucleic acid (DNA) fundamental component of the 
chromosomes, is the bearer of the genetic information. Each cell can possess dozens of 
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chromosomes. Each chromosome possesses hundreds of genes. Genes are chains of 
deoxyribonucleic acid (DNA) 400. 

 
Harada synthesized amino acids, which are the structural components of the 

proteins401, by subjecting them to temperatures of one thousand degrees Centigrade, 
ammonia, water vapor and methane gas, three volcanic byproducts which were probably 
very abundant in the primitive atmosphere.  

Nevertheless, the complexity of the protein far from being a disorder is a supreme 
order. That is to say, we always have to admit laws which direct evolution402. 

 
Dr. George Wald, a biologist at Harvard, Nobel Prize Winner, told the International 

Congress on the Origin of Life in Barcelona in June 1973: �There is no opposition between 
the acceptance of a scientific explanation on the origin of life and a belief in God, since He is 
the author of the laws which govern the biological process403. 

 
Nowadays, quite a few scientists, at least among the occidental, consequently admit 

an ending tendency in the development of forms. Truly, the last discoveries lately, in a 
particular way, those realized in the sector of the living structures, are demonstrating the 
existence of laws in the vital phenomena, where simple chance is excluded, even just by the 
calculation of probabilities404. 

 
Life and evolution have a sense, it is not absolute luck405 
 
Oparin  himself recognizes that the laws of Nature cannot be a product of casualty, but 

he does not question the origin of these laws. 
 
To recognize the existence of the laws of nature and not ask oneself  about the origin 

of them is going halfway. If we were to ask ourselves about the last origin of these  laws, we 
would get to God.406  
 
 

12. Life could have begun in the world at a determined moment, according to the laws 
placed by God in Nature. It seems as though this took place some 3,000 million years 
ago407. It began in a very simple fashion, and little by little it evolved towards man who is the 
supreme manifestation of life on Earth. 

 
The evolution of life on Earth supposes laws that have directed it. 
The natural selection of evolution is produced through mutation of the hereditary 

characters in the genes of the chromosomes. But this process has followed some laws that 
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have directed the line of evolution. The whole process has been programmed so that at the 
end man would appear. There has been a privileged direction, an end. Without doubt, this 
end is in a superior plane to the simple evolution of the matter408. 

Whether life began on Earth or whether it came from another heavenly body is not 
essential as it only postpones the matter of time to another time and place, as Dr. Robert 
Jastrow, the celebrated American Astronomer explains409. 

Besides, the cosmic rays would have ended  with the possibility of life in interplanetary 
travel. 
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Origin of Man 

 
 

13. An international group of scientists, led by investigator Russell Clochon, of the 
University of Iowa, USA, discovered in China, human remains that date back two million 
years.410 

American scientist, D. Richard Leakey, in 1972 in Tanzania, near Lake Rudolph, on 
the frontier with Kenya, discovered some human remains considered to be the most ancient 
of those discovered up to this date. They date back some 2,500,000 years411. 

In November 1974, anthropologist Donald Johanson discovered in Ethiopia, a 
skeleton of a female, probably a hominid. It is the oldest, most complete and best preserved 
of the skeletons belonging to a past member of the human race. It is a biped hominid, three 
and a half million years old. It was baptized Lucy412 
In 1994, a team from Berkeley University, in collaboration with experts from the University of 
Tel Aviv, in Israel, found in the dry river bed of the Awash River in Ethiopia, a collection of 
human fossils contemporary to Lucy413. 

Recently, Maeve Leakey, wife of Richard Leakey, discovered a hominid in Kenya, the 
Australopithecus anamnesis, whose antiquity is four million years. It is considered as the 
�father� of Lucy414 

The oldest human remains are in Spain415, At Atapuerca in the province of Burgos. 
Jose Manuel Bermudez, has found human remains of 800,000 years of age416, And Jose 
Gilbert is of the opinion that the Hombre de Orce (Granada), lived there a million years 
ago.417 

If we were to put the history of the cosmos into a year, the Big Bang, would be at the 
beginning of January, and all of mankind�s history could occupy only the last minute of the 
31st of December in that hypothetical year, in which each day is the equivalent of fifty million 
years And Christ would appear on December 31st at 11 hours, 59 minutes and 50 seconds. 

 
 
14. The Bible tells of the Creation of the first man: of his material body and his spiritual and 

immortal soul418. 
Because of this we cannot simply say that man comes from the ape. It is necessary to 

admit the special intervention of God. The body can come through the evolution of matter, 
but not the soul, which is spiritual. The human soul is incorporated by God at the time of 
conception419. Never can the sprit come from the evolution of matter.420The jump from the 
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material to the spiritual can only come through the intervention of God. Between ape and 
man there is an abyss. This abyss is intelligence. And intelligence is of a spiritual order421. 

Nobel Prize Winner in Medicine, John C. Eccles, said in the prologue to �The 
Frontiers of Evolutionism� the following: �Each soul is a new divine creation. I permit myself 
to say that no other explanation can be sustained422.� 

The Church has always insisted on the fact that the human soul, being spiritual, can 
only exist by having been created, and it is not possible for it to come from an inferior animal 
through evolution.423 

Pius XII in the Encyclical �Humani Generis� says: �The Catholic faith obliges us to 
uphold that the human soul has been created immediately by God424.� 

However, there is no difficulty in admitting, within the Catholic doctrine, that God 
infused the spiritual soul in an anthropomorphic monkey425. The body of an animal is not 
less worthy than a piece of clay to receive the spiritual breath of God. 

In the Biblical history of the formation of the first man that which we want to emphasize 
is that man comes from God426. 

The intervention of God in the infusion of the spiritual soul in man is explained in the 
Bible with the words: �Let us make man in our image and likeness...� And �God created man 
in his image427.�  Man is the image of God in the spiritual soul, since God-Creator, does not 
have a material body. God is pure spirit. 

�Soul� signifies the spiritual beginning of man.428 
The reason man carries within him the image and likeness of God is not because of his 

body, but because of his spiritual soul, which carries understanding and will. Without a 
doubt, the Hebrew word barÆ (created) explains a special divine action.429 

 
�Man is the masterpiece of creation�430 As he was made in the image of God, the 

human being has the dignity of a person, he is not something, he is someone.431 
 
�In the evolution of the Universe and of life, there comes a moment, when,  overcoming 

the material and inferior inner energies, an energy of an eminently superior quality 
appeared, human psychic energy appeared on Earth.432� 

Darwin had the insight of how the origin of man could have been, but in his time the 
hominid fossils were hardly known433. This is stated by Dr. Bermudo Melendez, professor 
of Paleontology at the Universidad Complutense de Madrid. 
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In other words, in the times of Darwin�s theory of evolution, it was a hypothesis without 
due proof. That is why the church, which is very prudent, does not accept a scientific 
hypothesis immediately. but rather it waits that said working hypothesis be consolidated and 
its harmony with God�s Revelation be studied. 

 
 
15. This theory that God used the body of an ape in order to create the first man is 

called evolutionism. There are many  theologians who defend this theory, and it is not 
condemned by the Church. From the point of view of Faith and Philosophy there is no 
inconvenience in admitting the theory of evolution. Science has the last word. But the theory 
of evolution does not eliminate the need of an ordering intelligence. To admit order in this 
world and not to ask about its cause is like finding a television set on top of a mountain and 
attributing it to chance434.  The texts of the Bible435 do not attempt to give us a scientific 
explanation of the way in which Adam and Eve were made, but rather something much 
more profound: man is the work of God and woman is of the same nature as man436. 

Genesis is the symbolic narration of the origin of Humanity. 
The Bible is full of anthropomorphisms which one must know how to interpret. By the 

image of the Divine breath we mean to say that man received something from God that 
turned him into man. This something we call the spiritual soul. And when it says that Eve 
came from the rib of Adam it means that woman is of the same nature as man437.The 
making of woman from the rib of man wants to express that the dignity of  woman is the 
same as that of man.438 

In the Encyclical Humani Generis  (1950) Pius XII affirms regarding evolution: �The 
Church leaves the doctrine of evolution as an open question, as long as the speculations are 
limited to the development of the human body beginning with other existing living matter.� 

It is possible that man and ape actually come from a common trunk, but although the 
body of  man may come through evolution from an anthropomorphic ape, we are not going 
to say that man is a naked ape. The chicken also comes from an egg and we do not say that 
the chicken is an egg with feathers. Man is much more than an animal and to put aside 
man�s spiritual side is a mistaken vision of what man really is. 

Man is something more than a simple animal. In man there is a spiritual soul that 
cannot come through evolution of matter but rather as God�s creation. Man is more than the 
result of biological evolution439 

The effect can never be greater than the cause which produces it. You cannot get a 
flower from a stone, you need a seed. The seed has life unlike the stone. No one can give 
what he does not have. If I only have 50 cents in my pocket I cannot give you 100 cents. 

That the spiritual is produced by matter, from the viewpoint of logic, is inadmissible440. 
If the soul cannot come from matter, its existence can only be explained by the creative 
intervention of God.441 
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That souls are immediately created by God is a point of view which Faith imposes on us442. 
Pius XII adds in his Encyclical Humani Generis: �Faith orders us to defend that souls 

are immediately created by God.443� But he also admits that �in order to form the body of the 
first man, he could have used the body of an anthropomorphous ape�444 

Some time ago the Church received the theory of evolution with mistrust. Less than 
for the fault of Darwin, Father of the theory (he himself  was a believer445 who accepted God 
as the Author of the laws which control evolution446, as we say today) but more because of 
the fault of Huxley who was  materialistic and who excluded God from the evolutionary 
process, making  evolution �a new religion�447. 

Charles Robert Darwin not only was a believer, but began to study as a clergyman, 
although later on he left this to dedicate himself to his real calling: Natural History. Because 
of this he always treated the reasoning not only from the scientific point of view but without 
ever putting it in conflict with his religious convictions. Darwin believed that evolution was 
due to �the general laws imposed by the Creator448�.At the end of his book �The Origin of the 
Species� published in 1859, Darwin says: �It is grandiose, the spectacle of the varied forces 
of life which God infused in the created being making him develop in forms each time more 
beautiful and admirable.� �Life with its diverse faculties was infused in its origins by the 
Creator.�449 

Darwin wrote to Marx in 1880, rejecting the dedication in the English edition of �Das 
Kapital� because of its materialism.450 

 
 
16. It is important to warn of the fact that evolution is a hypothesis and not something 

which is scientifically irrefutable. It is affirmed but it cannot be proven451. 
There are more adversaries of evolution each day. Some scientists (Louis Bounoure, Von-
Hexkuell, Hermann Nielsen, Herbert Nilsson, etc.) believe that evolution is not possible, 
because evolution only takes place within one species, but it is not possible to pass from 
one species to another.452 

There are many scientists that reject Darwin�s theory/ Prof. Wilder Smith, investigator 
in Biochemistry, has published a book, a well documented book, against biological 
evolution.453 

G. Sermonti,  professor of  Genetics at the Universidad de Perugia, and R. Fondi, 
professor of Paleontology at the Universidad de Siena. have jointly written a book in which 
they deny all  
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determining value relating to the Darwinist natural selection454 
The famous contemporary scientist Sir Fred Hoyle is his book, �The Intelligent 

Universe� has written: �Darwin�s theory is erroneous�455. 
The Italian newspaper �Corriere de la Sera� on August 25th, 1992 tells of the 

intervention of Richard Milton, a British specialist, in the Congress of the British Progress of 
Science Association. He said, �The Darwinist myth has been totally destroyed.� 

Michael Canton, Director of the Center for Investigation in Human Genetics of Sidney 
(Australia), is of the opinion that Darwin was wrong 

Pierre Paul Grasse, Member of the French Academy and considered to be the first 
zoologist in the world, says that Darwinism contains important fallacies and warns: �One has 
to make the biologists think about the superficiality of the interpretations and extrapolations 
which the doctrinaire presents as truths.456� 

Recently, famous biologist and mathematician Jorge Salet in his book �Azar y 
Certeza� 457mathematically demonstrates  the impossibility of a progressive evolution. 
Affirming that from the origin of life some 3,000 million years ago there has not been enough  
time for the first live cell to evolve up until man, since the number of probabilities is in the 
order of ten elevated to the power of minus one hundred (10�100). That is to say, a 
probability so minute that for scientists it is practically impossible. 
 
 

17. The problem presents itself regarding if it was just one couple or whether there 
were many which God transformed into men. The first theory is called �monogenism�. The 
second is called �polygenism�.  

 
The theology of original sin has always been expressed under the �monogenism� 

concept regarding the origin of man. Currently, theologians have carried out serious intents 
seeking an explanation for the original sin on the hypothesis of �polygenism�458, but as yet 
they have not reached a fully satisfactory solution. �Monogenism� cannot be considered  a 
revealed doctrine or one which is taught infallibly by the Church459; but it is a doctrine which 
is considered by good theologians as a doctrine which is close to the doctrine of faith. The 
Supreme Pontiff Pius XII said the following in his Encyclical Humani Generis regarding this 
intention: �When dealing with another hypothesis, that of the so-called polygenism, the 
children  of the Church cannot enjoy the same liberty. Because the faithful cannot embrace 
the opinion of those who affirm: that after Adam, there were true men  on  Earth who did not 
come from that man who as the first father of all through natural generation, but that Adam 
signifies a kind of multitude of our first parents. It cannot be seen in any way how this 
sentence can be reconciled with the sources of revealed truth and those documents of the 
Magisterium of the Church which deal with original sin, which comes from the sin truly 
committed by a single Adam and  transmitted to all through generations, belongs to each 
one of us460.�Pope Pius XII does not say that polygenism cannot be reconciled with the 
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faith, but that �he does not see how it can be done�. That leaves the door open for a 
possibility of reconciliation. 

The hypothesis of monogenism has a scientific confirmation, according to professor 
Francisco Grande Covian, the genetic DNA information of the mitochondria confirms that 
all humanity comes from the same mother.461 

Mitochondria are cellular structures in the cytoplasm which surround the nucleus of the cell. 
A group of geneticists from Berkeley University headed by A. C. Wilson,  when 

studying the mitochondria DNA, suggested that it was the monogenic origin of humanity.462  
 
 

 
7. MAN IS A DISTINGUISHED ANIMAL IN THAT HE HAS AN INTELLIGENT SOUL. 

 
 

1. First Vatican Council states: �From the beginning of time, God created man in body and 
spirit, the angelic and the mundane, and then the mundane consisted of body and soul463. 

The human soul was created by God directly from nothing464 
Man lives because of his soul.465. The soul vivifies the body. The soul is the fountain of life of 

man.466. The soul is the vital sign of man.467 This refers to the existence of faith. The church has 
expressly defined this.468 

The existence of the soul is something so clear that one cannot doubt it in a healthy 
philosophy. A growing number of scientists who in dealing with the real existence of the human soul, 
leave the materialist dogma which flatly forbids speaking of it under the pretext that it has been 
�scientifically� demonstrated that it does not exist.469 
The soul is the spiritual principle of man.470 The soul is the spiritual part of man which survives the 
body, and is the seat of the spiritual operations such, as for example, the act of reasoning. 

That the duality of body-soul is of a platonic origin does not exclude that it also be revealed 
doctrine. Paul471 analyzes the human being in the elements that conform it. The psije (soul) appears 
as different to the body (soma)472  

The soul is part of a whole whose dual composition is evident from the diversity of functions 
with mutual influences, but with clear results peculiar to each part. It is a non-material reality, 
responsible for man�s free and conscious activity.473 
Karl Popper, one of the first class personalities of modern philosophy of Science who was enrolled in 
the Marxist movements until he was convinced that Marxism is a pseudoscientific and anti-human 
doctrine, affirms that the human language implies a capability for reasoning which must be 
considered to be superior to the knowledge of the animals. 
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John Eccles, Nobel Prize Winner in Neuro-Physiology for his research on the brain, shares 
with Popper the rejection of materialism and admits the existence in man of a spiritual soul.474 

Personally, I feel forced to believe that something exists, which we could call the supernatural 
origin of my unrepeatable self-consciousness, or my unrepeatable individuality or soul.475We must 
recognize that the Id is the effect of a supernatural creation, that which in a religious sense is called 
soul476  

The soul is the �form�, an ontic structure that is unique in man. That which makes him a being, 
precisely, a man. It is something real that is to say, as is indicated by the definition of real, effective 
and true existence.477 

The vital principle, we call soul. For such a reason, in the absolute, we could talk about the 
vegetative soul in the plants, of a sensitive soul in animals and of a rational soul in man. But folklore 
has reduced the name of �soul� to the vital principle of man, which is intellectual, spiritual and 
immortal. 

The concept of the soul is something which can never be given up by all humanist 
anthropologists from the moment in which it is agreed in designating with this concept the qualitative 
and entity difference which makes man stand out from any other mundane reality.478 

I feel as the same person as when I was a child. However, the majority of the material 
elements of my body have changed and have transformed. But there is something in me that gives 
continuity to my being. The soul which gives conscience of my Id, reason for which I think and love 
with freeness.479 

It seems as through some don�t dare to speak any more about the soul. Some priests avoid 
the respectable formula of the catechism as though we find ourselves before an element of Greek 
philosophy, strange to revelation; before a breakdown of the human reality, in fact indivisible..... 
Evidently a segment of the teachings of the Church are thus obligated in this way, and several 
essential aspects of the Church fade due to the lack of the idea of the soul which gave them 
consistency of expression... The existence of the soul, a spiritual principle that is inaccessible to all 
corruption, forms part of the doctrine of the faith.480 

The German theologian Ratzinger Prefect of the Vatican Congregation for the Doctrine of 
Faith says: �It seems to me that the time has come for a rehabilitation in the theology of the tabooed 
concepts of: �immortality� and �soul�. Certainly they are not free of problems... but to throw them out 
is naïve/481.� 

As Malebranche says, �man has a body, but it is not a body�. The one who has is different to 
the one had.482. Man is something more than his body. �It is the spirit which makes us people. 
Without it, we would only be matter. We would only be animals.483� 

One of the most eminent men in contemporary British science is Sir Francis Walshe who 
says: �I believe that we must return to the old concept of the spiritual soul: this integral part of the 
nature of man which is something immaterial, incorporeal, without which one is not a human person.� 
and C. S. Lewis, former Professor of Oxford University, said: �Nature is absolutely incapable of 
producing thought....This supernatural element in man, demonstrates that something exists above 
and beyond Nature.�484 
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Australian neurologist John C. Eccles, Nobel Prize Winner, states that: �Material phenomena 
clearly transcends physiology and biochemistry phenomena.�485 

On May 17, 1979, the Sacred Congregation for the Doctrine of Faith published a letter in which 
the essential data of the Catholic faith on life after death was reaffirmed. Pope John Paul II 
previously had approved the text of the letter which thus has the value of a true papal Magisterium. It 
says ad verbatim: �The Church affirms that a spiritual element survives after death. An element 
endowed with a conscience and will, in such a way that the very �human being� endures. In order to 
designate this element the Church uses the word �soul�, a term used in the language of the Bible and 
Tradition. And although this word has various meanings in the Bible, the Church believes that there 
are no valid reasons to precind of this word. On the other hand, the Church considers that it is 
absolutely indispensable to use some word to transmit the information of a faith in the survival 
between death and resurrection.�486. G. Deutzenberg has shown that the Greek word psije has to be 
translated as �soul� and not as �life�.487 

Finally, Paul says that man is made up of body and soul 488. 
 
 
2. The soul cannot be seen. But there are things which exist although they cannot be seen 

or felt, such as atmospheric pressure. 
The soul is not seen because it is spirit, and not everything is seen with one�s eyes. Neither 

can we see space or time, but rather the things which occupy space and the things which change 
with time. We can know the existence of a soul by its acts. 

In order to know if an electric current passes through a cable we connect a light bulb. If it lights 
up then we know by the luminous effect that there is a current; but you have not seen the current. 

If behind a wall you see a column of smoke you know that there is a fire; you cannot see the 
fire but you know it by its effect: smoke. 

When gazing at a river we think of the existence of its origin, not seeing it. Rutherford and 
Bohr, knew of the atom without seeing it, just by the facts known. 

We do the same thing in order to know the existence of the soul. We know it by its effects. 
The human soul is the foundation of life and intelligence. If we did not have an intelligent soul 

there would be no culture, nor science, nor arts, nor techniques, nor airplanes, nor railroads, nor 
radio nor television, etc. The human soul is the priceless part of a human. The value of the human 
body does not reach a dollar.489 

 
 
3. The soul in order to think uses the brain as an instrument490 but the brain without the soul 

which gives it life, cannot do anything; it is dead. It is like a light bulb without electric current. If the 
brain thinks it is because of the soul. The difference between that brain of a dead person and of a 
live person is that one has a soul and the other does not491. The cells and the atoms do not vary. The 
difference is in the soul. 
A brain is needed for rationale. This condition is necessary, even though it is not the cause. A 
window is a necessary condition for the sunlight to enter into the room. But the cause of the light is 
not the window, but the sun. The cause of rationale is the soul. The brain is only the condition, the 
instrument. 
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The painting of �The Lances� by Velazquez is not due to the brush. It is due to the artist, the 
painter, Velazquez. It is true that Velazquez with a broom would not have painted it. Velazquez 
needed the brush as an instrument. But the author of the painting is not the brush, but rather the 
artist. The brain is the instrument of the soul. Because of this the brain in order to think needs the 
artist, the soul. And if the brain is damaged, the soul malfunctions. The soul and the brain exert 
mutual influence.492 

The neurologist Wilder Penfield of the University of Montreal who as a neurologist and 
neurosurgeon dedicated his life to the study of the person and the human brain493 says: �The brain is 
very much like a computer. However, the mind, the spirit, is something independent from the brain. 
The mind is a product of the brain. It depends on the brain but it is not the brain, it is not something 
physiological. No scientist has been able to demonstrate that the mind has a material explanation.494� 
The mind, spirit and intelligence are not a material production.495 

Yes, it is true that the brain can be compared to a high tech machine with all the bells and 
whistles, spearhead electronic and optimum switchboards. We do need, however, something or 
someone to run it: the soul.496 
In the cerebral cortex there are 30,000 million nerve cells497. To want to understand the human mind 
by only studying the brain is like attempting to understand a television program only studying the 
transistors and the integrated circuits inside the television set. The television program presupposes 
many hours of thought on the part of technicians, producers, etc. 

A computer can diagnose an illness and even program its treatment, but it cannot grasp the 
psychological factors of the patient, such as the fear, anxiety, worry, frustration, etc. which the doctor 
can grasp and bear in mind. The computer cannot feel, love, nor happiness, nor remorse. The 
computer only stores information, but it has neither conscience nor initiative. A tape recorder will 
record what is spoken or said to it, but it is indifferent to what is said. You can tell it a joke or insult it, 
and it will not react. A human will. 

Psychic processes do not possess any of the properties of matter... On the other hand, matter 
does not show psychic characteristics Man holds both kinds of processes: His body is matter and his 
consciousness is material and psychic498. 

Dr. Rodriguez Delgado, an investigator of the brain at the �Ramón y Cajal� Hospital in Madrid, 
and Director of the Center for Neurobiological Academic Studies of the Royal Academy of Doctors, 
said through Radio Nacional de Espaæa on March 12, 1984 while being interviewed by Silvia Ariet, 
that the brain and the soul are two different things. One can touch the brain, measure it, weigh it, but 
not the soul, you can�t. One must distinguish between cerebral functions and the brain. Memory, said 
Dr. Rodriguez Delgado, is in the brain, but it is not the brain. �The brain and soul are different 
things�. 

The mind holds proprietary functions which surpass the purely biological and physiological, 
and with greater degree the physical499. To reduce the thought of the brain is akin to looking at a 
painting of Goya and looking at the canvas and the overlaid colors, but disregarding the art, which is 
of a spiritual order. A book is more than paper and ink. The important part is the ideas that it 
conveys. 

Recently antimatter has been discovered, but this must not be confused with the spirit. 
Antimatter is matter of a contrary sign: the positive electron and the negative proton. The spiritual 
acts are on another plane. 
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The spirit, the intelligence or the mind are not a material product. 
 
 

8. WITHOUT AN INTELLIGENT SOUL WE COULD NOT PROGRESS. 
 
 

1. Man progresses because he has intelligence. The animal does not progress because he 
does not have intelligence. The life of the bees as described by Virgil some 2,000 years ago is 
exactly the same today500. The swallows build their nests today as they did 2,500 years ago, 
according to a description which Herodotus then made.501  

On the other hand, man who began living in caves then built huts and cabins, and then 
houses, palaces and skyscrapers. What would a wise man of an ancient civilization do if he should 
resurrect and find himself with inventions such as the airplane, the submarine, radio and television, 
electric current and X-Rays? 

Man - since he sees, observes, thinks and deduces. The animal - since he does not have an 
intelligent soul sees but he does not deduce anything. He does not know how to think. The animal 
works blindly. He follows his instincts which God has given him without knowing why. 

Instinct is like an automatic machine. It always functions the same way. 
That which we improperly call animal intelligence is its capacity to react to stimuli. The animal 

responds in the same fashion to the same stimulus which excites its instincts. Man however, can 
modify his responses to the stimulus502. 

Animals learn things through the association of images and feelings, but they are incapable of 
reasoning or arguing. They are trained through punishment and reward. 

Animal instincts have a sensitive memory that does not allow them to make the same mistake 
twice. But this sensitive memory has nothing to do with the spiritual memory, unique to human 
reasoning, which allows man to pass from the known to the unknown, and be able to progress, which 
animals cannot. 
 
 

2. Human intelligence permits us to pass from the known to the unknown. 
An iceberg only shows one ninth of its mass, which is above water. Underneath the water 

there are 8/9 parts which cannot be seen but which I can surmise, because of my intelligence. 
In 1846 Leverrier discovered and pinpointed with exactness without ever having seen it, the 

planet Neptune, while he was calculating the deviation of the orbit of Uranus503. German astronomer 
Galle directed his telescope towards the place which Leverrier had indicated and there he found 
Neptune. 

In the same fashion the astronomer Lowelin in 1915 discovered Pluto although it was not 
seen until March 12, 1930504 by Clyde Tombaugh, who died in Mesilla Park, New Mexico in 1997.505 

Currently, there is a search for Planet X, which is believed to be some ten thousand million 
kilometers from the sun.506 

The structure of the atom, formed by neutrons and protons in its nucleus, and 
electrons in its orbit, was discovered by Bohr &Rutherford much before it could be seen. At 
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the Seville Expo, in 1993, we could see a hydrogen atom magnified one thousand million 
times. 

Paul Dirac, Nobel Prize Winner in Physics, predicted the existence of positive electrons before 
their experimental discovery which was carried out by the North American Anderson in 1932.507. 

In January 1972, in the Sierra del Güejar (Granada) a deposit of marine fossils of more 
than 30 million years and at a height of 1,000 meters above sea level. This indicates that 
these heights were covered one day by the sea. Our eyes only tell us about the existence of 
the fossils, but our intelligence tells us that these fossils could only have been left there by 
the sea. 

In 1769, James Watt, observing the lid of a pot on the fire rising intermittently as steam 
escaped, deduced the expansive force of steam and invented the steam engine. Later on, in 1814 
George Stephenson builds the first locomotive in the world. 
 

A cat cannot wind up a ball of twine. Animals are not inventors. They cannot even manufacture 
tools. Man is different from the animal in that because of his intelligence he dominates Nature: he 
dominates the cold and the heat by air conditioning, he shortens distances through locomotion, he 
augments the power of the vision of our eye with the microscope, and the power of the ear through 
the radio, etc. 
 
 
 

9.- WITHOUT AN INTELLIGENT SOUL WE COULD NOT UNDERSTAND ABSTRACT 
IDEAS, NOR FEEL DUTY OR VIRTUE. 
 
 

1. In man there is something which is not material: an illusion, happiness, hope. We have a 
capacity for the non-material.508 

Animals, not being able to grasp abstract ideas cannot concern themselves with philosophic 
or religious problems, which belong exclusively to man. 

Animals have a way of communicating with each other. But this is not a proof of 
intelligence. This communication enters into the field of instincts. 

Man, because he has an intelligent soul can understand the abstract, what cannot be 
seen, touched, what is not square nor round, what has no flavor or color: honesty, gratitude, 
duty. Do you think a donkey will be concerned if you talk to him about duty? 

The donkey only obeys the whip. The animal knows nothing of duty, since duty cannot be seen 
or touched; it is understood. And the animal does not have an intelligent soul: he sees and feels, but 
he does not understand anything. The animal only has a sensitive life. You can educate him and 
train him, but only with the carrot and the sticks. He does not understand reasoning. He does not 
understand the relationships of ideas. He only grasps sensations. If you make friends with your 
brother-in-law�s dog, the dog will end up knowing you by sight, smell or voice, through sensations. 
But he�ll never think of identifying you as his master�s relative. The animal has no knowledge, he 
cannot grasp ideas. 

If we did not have a spiritual soul, able to grasp ideas, we would remain in the same state as 
the one who does not understand the Morse code, dumbfounded while looking at a line of dots and 
dashes, you do not know if the news is good or bad. 
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Outside of the human species, we know of no animal able to have abstract reasoning. 
Human mental activity is based on abstract concepts and is qualitatively different to 
bioelectrical processes that occur in the brain. There is a non-material entity within us 
capable of abstract reasoning509. 

Animals are only moved by instincts of self-preservation and that of a species: 
reproduction and survival ,feeding and self preservation. 

Man likes to celebrate great events of his life: births, weddings, deaths, anniversaries, 
etc. Animals do not understand celebrations. 

The Nobel Prize Winner in Medicine, Alexis Carrel, said, �The soul is an aspect of 
ourselves which is specific to our nature and which distinguishes man from the rest of the 
animals510.� 

Animals have a means of communicating. But this is not a proof of intelligence. This 
communication enters into the field of the instincts. A canary can emit a group of instinctive 
sounds, but it is unable to interpret the score of Beethoven�s symphony. 

Between the human language and the communication between animals there exists an 
insurmountable abyss. Animals are capable of expressing different states: friendship, fear, 
surprise, etc., but they are incapable of expressing judgments. Some chimpanzees can 
repeat simple words, but they�re incapable of constructing sentences511. In spite of the fact 
that a chimpanzee has a vocal apparatus capable of pronouncing all kinds of words, after six 
years of instruction, he is only able to pronounce six words, while a child in the same years 
is capable of knowing and pronouncing more than two thousand. It�s not that we are dealing 
with voice, but rather intelligence. The possession of an articulate language is sufficient 
proof of the supremacy of man. The language of animals, whichever its modality, is no more 
than a grouping of responses.512 
 
 

2. Our intelligent soul is the great abyss which separates us from animals. Thanks be 
to God, we men are something more than animals. We have an intellectual soul which is 
spiritual and immortal, destined to know God and to enjoy glory for all eternity. 
 

 
10. OUR INTELLIGENT SOUL IS FURTHERMORE SPIRITUAL AND IMMORTAL. 
 
 
1. It is proven that the soul is spiritual because it has intellectual functions with which it grasps 

that which does not impress the senses513, those which cannot be seen nor touched, which have 
no color, nor shape, nor weight; that which is not material: duty, justice, nobility, honor, virtue, 
heroism.. Sentiments such as: envy, hatred, vengeance, greed, ambition, pride, are of a spiritual 
character. The same is true with kindness, generosity, etc. etc. 
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Abstract concepts are not subject to time or space. They are of yesterday and today, from here 
and there. Not like the flower which I see here and now. Yesterday it was a blossom and tomorrow it 
will wither. On the other hand, abstract concepts are invariable in space and time. The concept of 
triangularity is applied to all possible triangles, of all times and all forms, whether equilateral, 
isosceles or scalene. 

 
When I say �mother�, �son�, �brother�, besides the physical and physiological process 

of sound waves and nervous tones which reach from my vocal chords to your eardrum, from 
your hearing to your brain, there is something very different in the matter which leaves your 
heart and is moved to where your mother, your son or your brother are. To say �Te amo� 
and �I love you� sound totally different. Nevertheless, the Spaniard and the Englishman 
understand the same idea. The physical-biological process of the sound and sensitive 
waves is different. But the idea which they express is the same. That which belongs to the 
material orders is different, but the idea which is grasped with the spiritual soul is the same. 

The soul compares two ideas and can see its conformity or lack of conformity 
If I were to write on a blackboard �sugar is red and a carnation is sweet�, you 

immediately capture the disconnection of the ideas; because what is red is not the sugar but 
the carnation, and what is sweet is not the carnation, but the sugar. This you can recognize 
because you have a spiritual power that grasps ideas.. If someone were to insult your 
mother, it hurts you, but if the phrase were spoken into a recorder, it would be recorded, and 
the recorder would not be offended.  

A computer can do mathematical operations. But only those for which it has been 
previously programmed, but the machine cannot feel love, gratitude, pain, shame, remorse, 
repentance, etc.514 etc. These are sentiments of a spiritual order which are superior to that 
which is merely material.515 

Spirit exists in me, because science cannot explain reasoning, nor free will. The 
human being knows, besides concrete objects, abstract and universal notions, and that can 
only be gotten with an imponderable spiritual principle516. 

An animal can distinguish with its sense concrete things; for example, an equilateral 
triangle from another isosceles or scalene one. But it will never be able to grasp the idea of 
�triangularity� which is in the spiritual order. 

The effect cannot be of a superior nature to the cause which produces it; a 
chicken egg cannot come from a pine tree. No one gives what he does not have. If you do 
not have ten dollars you cannot lend them to me. If the soul is capable of spiritual acts 
(reasoning) it is because it is spiritual517. The spiritual cannot come from the material. The 
spiritual soul is greater than the material, it cannot come from the material. The spiritual soul 
is superior to matter, it cannot come from matter. Matter can only engender matter. The spirit 
is not subject to the laws of matter. A judgment, a reasoning or a willing act cannot be seen, 
heard or weighed. 
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2. The soul produces spiritual operations, therefore it is spiritual518.  
What�s more, man can know his own psychic potential; he can be aware that he thinks 

and that he knows. Conscience and judgment are not a simple change of quality in 
reference to the animal instinct, but an absolute change in nature and state.519 

Animals know, but they do not know what they know. Man is the only one who can 
reflect and is aware that he knows.520  

Instead of calling man a �rational animal� as Aristotle did, it would be better to say that 
he is �a reflexive animal�. A man is not a being that knows, but also a being that knows it 
knows. A characteristic of man is the reflexive conscience. 

Man is a being who asks himself in the ultimate sense about what he is doing and what 
he is. This is a question which an animal does not ask. This is a question an animal does not 
ask itself.521 

Man is a being who poses problems for himself. Because of this he is distinguished 
from other beings who populate the Universe. 

The typical thing about man is that he makes transcendental questions: �Something 
which can never be given up is that man should ask about the origins of the Universe.....The 
opposite of reasoning over this problem is irrational: it contradicts the very essence of 
reason.522 

Inert matter does not pose any problems about itself. The table is what it is without 
worrying about what it is, or what it should be. Neither does the animal think. It lives, 
exercises its appetites and its instincts, but without thinking, without asking questions about 
them: their objects and their value. 

Man, on the other hand, is capable of reflecting, to see inside himself and to think 
about his acts. In the questioning and in the thinking, our actions are born and mature which 
is truly human.523 

During a Parapsychology Congress in Toledo, Spain, in 1988, I heard Father Pilón, S. 
I. state that the human conscience is totally different form the sensations of the animal world. 
These sensations can be measured materially, but not the perception of the conscience. 

Talking about the difference between body and soul, I heard Julian Marias state at a 
conference given at the Colegio Oficial de Mexico in Madrid these ideas: 

The body tells me that I am, but not who I am. The who is proper of the soul. The body 
tells me that I am made of carbon, oxygen, nitrogen, calcium, iron, etc., but the personality, 
charm, cordiality, friendliness, sincerity, pride, lies, hate, vengeance, are spiritual virtues and 
defects. A medical checkup can discover that my body is sick, I am a diabetic, that my 
cholesterol level is higher, or that I am myopic, but at the same time, my spirit, my drive, my 
happiness, my optimism, can be very healthy. Even though there may be a certain influx 
between the body and soul, it is evident that man does not reduce himself to the body alone, 
but what is more important is who he is, and this transcends matter. 

We live an agitated life. We want to do many things and do not have the time for 
everything. We seem to spin our wheels and get nowhere fast. This is because there is no 
horizon. Many ignore the sense of life. They ignore the why, what and wherefores of life. 
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However, every rational being should ask himself: What am I doing in life? Where am I 
going? Only those who have a clear picture can live with optimism. That clear idea, positive, 
optimistic, is given by faith  

 
 
3. The spirituality of the soul can be proven, besides, man is free. That man is free is 

a dogma of faith524. 
Our liberty can be influenced by diverse circumstances which are external or internal to 

we ourselves. 
Endocrinology studies for example, the influx of thyroid on psychism525  
It will always stand that, in normal conditions, we have freedom. And we prove it with 

our own experience. I am conscious that I have the freedom to scratch my nose, or either 
one of my two ears. Nevertheless, I know that I cannot freely stop the palpitations of my 
heart. I am not free of being hungry if I stop eating. That is to say, no one can discuss with 
me that I am free for something, although not for everything. And the proof that all men 
believe in human liberty is that we become indignant when faced with certain monstrous 
actions which presuppose liberty and responsibility: a son who stabs his mother in order to 
steal. On the other hand, if the action is done without liberty or freedom (he who stabbed his 
mother was crazy), this does not provoke indignation, but rather pity. 

If man is not free, he is impotent to change his conduct, as it is to change the orbit of 
the sun. In this case, neither sanctions nor decorations make any sense. If they exist, it is 
because all the world is in agreement that man is free and responsible for his acts. 

If man has freedom or liberty it is because he is something more than matter. Matter 
does not have any liberty: it unfailingly obeys the laws of physics. It is matter, says 
Weiszacker,, which conforms to physical laws.526. A machine will always respond in the 
same fashion to the same stimuli in the same circumstances. If a motor on the motorcycle 
will not start, it is not because it does not want to. It will be that it does not have gasoline, or 
that the spark plugs are not in condition. But if it does not start, do not punish it because it 
does not have liberty. You seek the cause and you fix it because you know that if it is in 
condition the motor will start necessarily. Man, on the other hand, can work freely, because 
of this a murderer is put into prison; but one does not incarcerate a machine which has 
chopped up a man because it does not have any responsibility. 

 
 
4. Animals also don�t have any freedom527. Their spontaneous movements are due to the 

impulses of different instincts for self-preservation: to seek food, to defend their lives and reproduce. 
Man, as a free being, can choose what he wants between two things. The animal, as 

he is not free, cannot choose. It necessarily follows that which attracts its sensibility: the 
strongest stimuli of its instincts. Man can renounce to his hunger. The animal cannot528. An 
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animal cannot subordinate the pleasant to the honest. Man, can. Man can oppose the 
inclinations of his instincts in order to serve an ideal529. 

A famous text by Scheler states that man is �the only animal capable of saying NO to 
his instinctive appetite.�530 

Liberty is not the same as licentiousness. Liberty is a good. Licentiousness is an evil. 
Liberty becomes licentiousness when one bypasses the rights of others. Personal liberty 
should always be subordinate to the common good. Liberty, the same as fire and water, are 
good when under control. But when out of control, they ravish everything. 

 
 
5. But furthermore, the existence of the spiritual soul is something which is perceived. 
Paul says: �I cannot explain what is happening to me, because I do not do what I want, but on 

the contrary, the very things I hate. Well then, if I do the evil I do not want to do, I agree that the Law 
is good; but in this case, I am not the one striving toward evil, but it is sin, living in me. I know that 
what is right does not abide in me, I mean in my flesh. I can want to do what is right, but I am unable 
to do it. In fact I do not do the good I want, but the evil I hate. Therefore, if I do what I do not want to 
do, I am not the one striving towards evil, but Sin which is in me I discover, then, this reality: though I 
wish to do what is right, the evil within me asserts itself first. My inmost self agrees and rejoices with 
the Law of God, but I notice in my body another law challenging the law of the spirit, and delivering 
me as a slave to the law of sin written in my members531. 

Ovidio says: �Video meliora proboque, deteriora sequor�: I see the best and I approve but I do 
the worst.532 

Man must follow the moral rule that obliges him to do good and avoid evil. This law 
sounds in his conscience. But hurt in his nature by original sin, he is subject to error and 
inclined to evil while exercising his freedom533 

We all note in our being that there are two parts; a low one and another which is high, 
one which prefers that which is comfortable and another which prefers the heroic, one which 
is inclined towards pleasure and another which stops before that which is prohibited, one 
which flees from pain and another which faces up to death itself when demanded by duty. 

Now then, the instinct of self-preservation is essential to all nature. The plant clings 
to the earth with its roots; animals defend themselves like savages. On the other hand, man 
whatever his ideas and religion might be, believes that there are occasions when it is 
worthwhile to give one�s life for other values which are not material. And those who act 
thusly are called heroes. This signifies that man is something more than matter. If man were 
exclusively matter, the supreme goal of man would be terrestrial life534. And we see that it is 
not. 

On the other hand, in man that which belongs to the spirit is of more importance than 
that which belongs to the body. A slap in the face hurts more for the humiliation it causes 
than for the physical pain exerted.  

�������������������������������������������������
#�*�1��0���D)���PP�
������7�"���A�*$������������1���0�$L���
�������
���
�:�����)*
����
�,���$�'���
��2����������������
D�������
#,"�%�@����)�	��	0�)���7����
������!���#�����
��(F����������4
�
@�
�4����1��$��>
������
��	&&6��
#,��%��&7�����������������������7��#G�,�
#,���1�@��7����
���!3������
����(���
#,,�	�������-������.����������&�-�����-�
��M��;�,���
#,/�)	0�	�����2��D)��	
���%�7� ����$*
�����
�0
��
��'���(�����	(&��(���1������>)���D������



� ;/

The guilt of a bad action is felt in the soul. The body may be satisfied, and the soul, 
not. If God is just, there can be no equality between the terrorist who has just placed a bomb 
and his possible victims. 

And we know that God is just. We see that in today�s world there is no justice: many 
bad people succeed and many good people do not receive the proper rewards for their 
actions. Therefore there must be another life afterwards, where God gives each a reward or 
punishment deserved535 That is to say, that the soul must outlive the body. If the soul 
outlives the body, it is because it needs of the body to exist536, in other words, because it is 
spiritual. 

Spiritual is all that does not intrinsically depend on matter to exist. All that can exist 
separate from matter , such as occurs with the soul, is spiritual. 

In 1972, the Spanish Jesuit, Father Oscar Gonzalez de Quevedo, Professor of 
Parapsychology at the Schools of Ancheta de Sao Paulo (Brazil) and the Pontifical Catholic 
University of Rio de Janeiro, was in Spain giving courses in Parapsychology. He lectured 
and he carried out experiments which clearly showed the existence of the spiritual soul. 
Because of this, in one of his books he affirms: �Today there is no place in the world for a 
materialist parapsychologist�537. They all know that we have a spiritual soul. 

Swiss psychiatrist. Doctor Elizabeth Kübler-Ross, tanatologist, that is to say, a 
specialist on the matters of death and dying, has interviewed more than twenty thousand 
patients on the threshold of death, many of which have been revived after a clinical death, 
states that the reality of another life, after death, is something totally true538  

There is a book written by American Psychiatrist Raymond A. Moody, with the unique 
title �Life After Life� where he recounts the stories of over one hundred persons, who, were 
clinically dead, and then returned to life. They talk about a series of interesting experiences 
in which they saw themselves outside of their physical bodies, talking with already deceased 
persons, and above all, in contact with a luminous being who lovingly questions them about 
their past life. After this, I have no doubts. I know that there is life after death. These phrases 
are repeated throughout these stories.539 

 
 
6. The soul also is immortal because it is spiritual. The spiritual does not have parts 

as does matter. Therefore that which is spiritual cannot die, nor decompose nor by 
corruption of its parts - which it does not have because it is a spiritual being, nor by 
corruption of the body - which it does not need in order to exist540. 

The church affirms the subsistence and survival of the soul after death541, of a spiritual 
element542 which has a conscience and will, and that it survives the human id.543 

Furthermore, God has given to all men a yearning for happiness which immortality 
demands544 . A happiness that wanes is not true happiness. If a blind man were given his 
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sight back for only a day, if a prisoner were set free for only one hour, neither the blind man 
nor the prisoner would be happy. They would be tormented by the thought that this 
happiness would soon end. Happiness, to be complete, must be forever. 

As Aristotle says �All we men want to be happy to the greatest degree possible. 
Nevertheless, in this world no one is totally happy. We all have our sorrows. With some it will 
be material difficulties. With others, sicknesses. With others moral problems. But we all have 
in life clouds which darken the sun of the happiness which we yearn for. It is that our soul 
has been made for heaven and only there will it find this infinite and eternal happiness which 
will sate it completely. 545 

 
Enrique Rojas of ABC states: �Man is a discontent being. His existence is a 

permanent acknowledgement of his limitations. Ortega said that the only essence of man 
was loneliness. For Zubiri, restlessness. For Unamuno, the Tragic Sentiments. For 
Heildegger and Kierkgaard, anguish. For Sartre, the nausea. All that is human is lacking, is 
indigent546.    

 
If God has placed in the human soul this irresistible tendency to happiness, it is 

because he is disposed to give us the means in order to satisfy it547. The contrary would be 
against His Wisdom and Goodness. This is why the happiness which we desire demands 
immortality, and our body is mortal, therefore our soul has to be immortal. 

 
Vatican Council II says: �To affirm the spirituality and the immortality of the soul is not 

an illusory mirage, but rather a profound reality.�548 The Sacred Congregation of the Faith, 
on May 17, 1979 published a document on scatology, which in nº 3 says: �The church 
affirms that after death there is a continuation of a spiritual element of the Id which lacks, 
during that time, of the corporal supplement.549 The immortality of the soul is dogma of 
faith.550 

 
7. Jehovah�s Witnesses deny the immortality of the soul because the word in 

Genesis �nephesh� signifies a vital principle which is common to animals and men551. It is 
that the Biblical message of revelation is progressive. God accommodated himself to the 
mentality of the people to whom he was speaking. For example, the distinction between soul 
and body does not appear until Daniel, in the Second Century before Christ552. Afterwards, 
in the Book of Wisdom there already appears a clear idea of immortality: �God created man 
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for immortality553�. The body dies and disappears. That which remains is the soul554. 
Because of this Saul spoke with the spirit of Samuel who had already died. 555 

Because of this Jesus Christ said: �Do not fear those who deprive the body of life but 
cannot destroy the soul. Rather, fear him who can destroy both body and soul in 
Gehenna556. �Whoever believes in me, though he should die, will come to life; and who 
believes in me will never die557�. With these words Jesus confirms the thought that the Jews 
had that the soul would continue to live after death.558 

 
 
8. Recently a theory has circulated that the separation of the soul body was a dualism 

of platonic origins and that therefore man resurrected at the moment of death. But it must 
not be forgotten that such human categories are both Semitic and Hellenistic, and as such 
they are equally apt to be an instrument for the revelation of God559. The idea that 
resurrection is immediate after death is a doctrine rejected by the majority of the Catholic 
theologians, and even by Protestants of such standing as Oscar Cullman, Professor of the 
University of Paris, and one of the outstanding figures of Protestant theology560. In his turn, 
Cardinal Ratzinger, Prefect of the Vatican Congregation for the Doctrine of the faith, 
affirms: �The hypothesis of resurrection at the time of death cannot be proven either logically 
nor Biblically.561� 

 
 
9. Christ speaks that a man lives past death: the parable of Lazarus and the rich man 

Epulon speaks of a reality of hell after death562. To the good thief, He promises paradise 
after death563. 

Before he had said: �If you wish to enter into eternal life keep the commandments564� 
�These will go off to eternal punishment and the just to eternal life.565� �Be glad and rejoice, 
for great is your reward in heaven566.�  

The Gospel says that the God of Abraham, of Isaac and of Jacob, is not the God of 
the dead but of the living.567 . Therefore, if Abraham, Isaac and Jacob are alive, it is 
because their souls are immortal. 

Paul says: that in this life we know God imperfectly, but that in Glory we shall see him 
face to face and he adds: �For, to me, �life� means Christ: hence dying is so much gain.568�  
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�Eye has not seen, ear has not heard, nor has it so much as dawned on man what God has 
prepared for those who love him.� and he adds �as for me, I wish to die and be with Christ, 
which is so much better.569� The joy of heaven is indescribable570 

That is to say, it is clear that we shall continue to live beyond death. 
Pope John Paul II told the youngsters gathering in Vancouver, Canada, on September 

18, 1984 �Do not let anyone fool you about the true sense of life. Life comes from God. God 
is the source and the goal of your lives.� In the Gospel, Jesus warns us that in the world 
there are thieves who come to steal571 you will find the ones who want to trick you. They will 
say that the essence of life is in the greatest number of earthly pleasures. They will try to 
convince you that this is the only world that exists, and that you must try all that you can.. 
There will be someone who will tell you that happiness is in accumulating as much wealth as 
possible and enjoying life. The authentic happiness is not found in material things. The 
authentic life is found in God. And you will discover God in the body of Christ Love and 
serve him now, so that you can have a plentiful life.572  

 
 
10. We have an immortal soul. Whether we like it or not, this is an undoubted truth. 

And furthermore, a dogma of faith. And he who does not believe it, is going to find out 
because he is going to die. To deny that we have a soul is like denying that we have a liver 
because we do not see it or feel it. We are what we are, aside from what we would like to be. 
Within a thousand million years we still will be alive: happy in Heaven, or suffering in hell; but 
alive. And living forever. And happy forever, or suffering forever. And this happiness or this 
torment will depend on our years of life in this world. 

On the other hand, faced with the affirmation of Christ-God that man lives on beyond 
death, it is logical and prudent to take this into account. If I am driving on the highway and I 
see a sign which says: �The road is cut off after this curve. Bridge is out�, the logical thing to 
do is to brake. To take the curve at full speed is suicidal 

He who lives in this life without worrying about the next is a madman. The logical, the 
intelligent and the rational is to live here thinking about that which certainly has to come after 
death. 

We worry about keeping our health, a good physical presence, our investments, etc. 
To maintain or improve all of this we exercise, we sacrifice and we spend money. Do we 
forget the salvation of our soul? If we lose it, we will have lost everything and forever. If we 
save it, it will be saved forever. 

To be concerned of our salvation will keep us from living in mortal sin., as a sudden 
death will take us to an eternal condemnation. Sudden deaths are very common, accidents, 
illnesses, unexpected and fatal, etc. Who would sleep peacefully with a snake in his bed? 
Many a in hell who left their conversion for later, and then it did not arrive , as death found 
them first. Jesus Christ warns us repeatedly in the Gospel. You will not know the day nor 
the hour573 And we wager it all on one card, as we die only once. There is no second 
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chance. There is no middle of the road between saving and condemning oneself. It is 
heaven or hell. And this is, for all eternity. He who is wrong at the time of death, will never 
have the opportunity to rectify. 

A person or man of integrity makes good use of this life in order to do all the good 
possible. At the hour of our death we shall repent not only for the evil which we may have 
committed, but also for the good which we might have done and which we foolishly did not 
do. We should not do things because we like them, but because they are proper for the body 
and soul, and good for everyone else. We must do a good deed every day. And also, do one 
thing that we do not like to do, especially if it is in the benefit of the neighbor.. If someone 
were sure that he would be transferred to another place for the rest of his days, would it not 
be wise to move all possessions there, before going? A good Christian treasures his life for 
heaven574 

 
Other Perfections of GOD 

 
 
 
11. GOD IS OMNIPERFECT 

 
 

1. God is the Necessary Being (see No. 2.) The Necessary Being has the fullness of existence, 
because its essence is to exist. Because of this, God has all the possible perfections in an infinite 
degree and he cannot have any defect. If not, He would not be God. 
Contingent beings which exist for other ones, demand a being which does not exist for another one; 
that exists for itself, that has to be eternal, that cannot begin to exist, that it necessarily exists. That it 
cannot exist, that its essence is to exist, who has a fullness of existence, who has existence without 
limitations, who has all of its existing perfection in the maximum degree: that is to say, who is omni 
perfect. 

The omni-perfect being is immutable. Any being which changes or moves is lacking in 
something (of that new modality). Therefore, the omni perfect being is immutable. 
 

God is the plenitude of the BEING575 
 

The only being in plenitude is God, since he possesses by nature the fullness of existence, 
cannot grow, and therefore is infinite. And the infinite being is unique, since there cannot be two 
different infinite beings, as neither one of the two have what belongs to the other and consequently 
both could grow, and in this case they would not be infinite as we had supposed. 

All of this is amply demonstrated in Philosophy. 
 
 

12.  GOD CAN DO IT ALL. 
 
 

1. Man can do great things: 
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In ancient times, he built beautiful cathedrals, with the collaboration of the whole town576 , 
gigantic pyramids, like the ones at Keops, in Giza, where, according to Breasted, over one hundred 
thousand men labored for over thirty years and used 2,300,000 blocks of stone, each weighing two 
tons. With that huge amount of stone, you could build a two meter high wall from Lisbon to 
Warsaw577 Today man builds super-tankers, supersonic airplanes, atomic submarines, artificial 
satellites, etc., but man cannot make the Sun nor the Universe. God can indeed make the Sun and 
the Universe, because in fact he can do it all. Nothing is impossible for God578 

All which can be made, God can do.  
God can do all that is not contradictory579 

. But that which cannot be made, the absurd, the contradictory, is impossible for anyone to 
make, not even God: for example, a square circle. A circle cannot be a square because it 
then stops being a circle. Because of this a square circle is an absurdity; and God does not 
make absurdities. 
 

 
13.   GOD KNOWS ALL. 

 
 

1. God knows the secrets of Nature, and all the happenings of History, both the past as well 
as that which is to come., God knows about everything before it happens580.. For God everything is 
present. For God there is no time. 

God also knows all your sins, not only those of works, but also those of desire and thought581. 
But God also knows your sins, not only those of things done, but also those of thought and desire 
perfectly - and he will recount them all on judgment day � all your good deeds and even your good 
wishes582 

Bear this in mind because it will help you to do good. 
 

 
14. GOD SEES EVERYTHING 
 
 

A boy who escaped safely before an opportunity to sin, said that what had saved him was the 
thought as follows: �What would my mother say if she found out? Well, God not only knows but he is 
watching you. Doesn�t that put you to shame? Think about this when you are tempted. It will help you 
not to sin 

 
 
15. GOD IS OUR FATHER WHO IS IN HEAVEN: CREATOR AND LORD OF ALL 

THINGS, WHO WILL REWARD THE GOOD AND PUNISH THE EVIL. 
 

1. Paul says: �each will receive the reward or punishment for his acts during his mortal life583 
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God is the Father of all men whom He loves infinitely. In order to encourage us to be good, He 
rewards us by giving us Heaven and punishes the evil with hell. In the same way that a good father 
rewards a good son and has to punish a misbehaving son. 

Notwithstanding, God, in His great mercy � prefers to pardon us if we ask for His forgiveness. 
If he sometimes judges it, it is when he has no recourse because of man�s stubbornness in not 
wanting to seek pardon and whose liberty God has enjoined Himself to respect. 

God, in His infinite mercy, forgives one and all. God is not vindictive. We must not be 
anguished. We must trust in His clemency. God always forgives those who seek forgiveness. It 
would be a monstrosity unworthy of the justice of God. 

Jesus spoke of �blasphemy against the Holy Spirit� as an unforgivable sin. This sin is 
unpardonable because it is an obstinate rejection to convert to the merciful love of God the Father.584 
It is not wanting to repent. And God cannot pardon those who do not want to repent.585 

 
 
2. The expression �a punishment of God� is Biblical586. But it must be rightly understood. It is 

not that God delivers a punishment. But rather that the punishment is something intrinsic to the fault. 
Therefore the punishment comes from man and not from God. God limits Himself to manifestation of 
the situation of the callous man. As a professor one only reports the inability of the student. The 
professor does not suspend, it is the pupil who suspends himself for not being well prepared. It is to 
be assumed that the professor acts with justice. 

God permits punishment for it is necessary; but He does not want it. He also does not want 
sin.587 

What is evident is the following: 
a) God wants all men to be saved588 
b)For this purpose He helps us in many ways 
c) He respects our freedom, and he who wants to reject God, can do so. 
d) He who does so elect hell, against what God had wanted: �God does not want death 

(eternal) of the sinner, but rather that he convert and live (forever)�589 
e) Hell is a consequence of sin. 

 
 

3 The fear of God must be filial, not servile. More than fear, it is a loving respect. The fear of 
the son, that is the fear of offending, nor of not loving sufficiently. He who fears not loving enough, 
has a superior form of love. 590 
 
 

16.   GOD IS EVERYWHERE. 
 
 

1. In the same way that perfume permeates through a room, God fills all; He is everywhere. 
But in a more perfect fashion. 
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When we say that God is in Heaven, we want to indicate that there He particularly 
manifests His glory. 

Before creation God could not be in all things, because they still did not exist. From all 
eternity God was present within himself591 
 
 

17..   WE DO NOT SEE GOD BECAUSE HE IS PURE SPIRIT. 
 
 

1. Because of the limitation of the eyes in our body we cannot see that which is very small, nor 
that which is very far away. This is why we use a microscope or telescope, 
. 
Neither can one see the wind and the light, but we only see things which are illuminated by 
the light and the leaves which are moved by the wind. 

Nor can our eyes visualize the image of God because he is spirit. 
Therefore, those who are in Heaven see God with the eyes� of the soul, since they are 
granted a special privilege.  
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TRINITY 

 
 

18. THERE IS ONLY ONE TRUE GOD. 
 

1. There  can only be one true God. If there were more, or if  one would mandate over the 
others - this would be the only true God - or they would be independent  from each other. But this is 
impossible because the true God must have absolute control over everything which exists outside of 
Him. If not, he could not rule everything. And God, - as  demonstrated by philosophers,  - can do 
all.592 

The Bible says: �Thus says the Lord, Israel�s King..... there is no God but Me593.� 
 

The Hebrews, out of respect for God, did not even pronounce His name. They wrote only the 
consonants, YHVH, so the vowels had to be added. Thus there are two forms of the name, Jehovah 
and Yahweh. 
 
 

19.. IN GOD THERE ARE THREE DIFFERENT PERSONS. 
 
 

1. �God is love�, for that reason he is Trinitarian; because love requires more than one 
to love in his alter ego. That�s why in God there are three.594 

 
 
 
 

20. THE THREE PERSONS ARE: FATHER, SON AND HOLY SPIRIT. 
 
 

1. The Father loves us and has made us his children. The Son has saved us by dying for 
us. The Holy Spirit helps us with his grace to be good Christians. 

 

2.  Only by reason can we get to know something about God: His eternity, His omni 
perfection. But not the intimate life of God. (The Trinity)595 

The second person is like the idea that sprouts from understanding. That is why it is 
called Verb: Word. The third person is the Love that comes forth from the two First Persons. 
However, all three persons are simultaneous in time, because the Three are eternal. 
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21. THE FATHER IS GOD. 
 

 
22. THE SON IS GOD. 

 
1. The Second Person of the Most Holy Trinity proceeds from the Father, but He is 

not after Him in time. It is a source of origin, not of time. We can illustrate this with an 
example. If I turn on  a light in my room at night, I shall simultaneously see my hand and 
the shadow of my hand on the table. The shadow has its origin in my hand, but I see the 
two simultaneously. There is no priority in time. The shadow and the hand appear before 
my eyes simultaneously, although the shadow is originated by the hand.           

2. Jehovah�s Witnesses do not believe that the Son is God like the Father, and 
they fool the naive who listen to them saying that the Son was made flesh by the Father 
and therefore  comes after the Father and is not eternal like Him. It is that they ignore the 
philosophical distinction between the priority of origins and time, For example: fire gives 
origin to light, light does not appear after the fire, but rather it appears simultaneously. 
The same occurs in God with the Father and the Son. 

 
23. THE HOLY SPIRIT IS GOD. 
 
1. Christ said: �It is much better for you that I leave. If I fail to go, the Comforter will never 

come to you, whereas if I depart, I will send him to you596.� 

The Holy Spirit is also a Divine Person, therefore he should receive the same adoration and 
honor that the other two receive. 

Jehovah�s Witnesses deny that the Holy Spirit is a Divine Person; nevertheless, Holy 
Scripture gives to the Holy Spirit the same attributes of God: omniscience597, omnipresence598, 
omnipotence599. The Holy Spirit is the active power of God; it is God in action600 . The Holy Spirit is a 
Divine Person, because of this Jesus Christ says that the Holy Spirit inspires us601, teaches us602, 
and guides us603, and  Luke says that to lie to the Holy Spirit is to lie to God604. 

The Holy Spirit helps us to understand better what Jesus told us, and gives us the strength to 
follow the Lord. 

John says that he inspires us605 . And he comforts us606 .  Paul says that he is the giver of 
life607 . And he sanctifies us608 . 
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The Holy Spirit helps us to better understand what Jesus Christ told us, and gives us strength 
to follow the Lord. 

In the Nicene creed it is said that the Holy Spirit proceeds from the father: Ex-Patre,. This 
formula  means that he has the same nature as the father, in other o\words, that he is God as the 
Father is. 

When we live in sanctifying grace we are living temples  of the Holy Spirit609. He dwells in us 
and fills us with his gifts. Without his inspiration and help, we can do no good. 

Jesus Christ says that the sin against the Holy Spirit is not to be forgiven. Theologians 
interpret this as a willingness of not wanting to repent. And God cannot pardon those who do not 
want to repent.610 

Such hardness can lead to the final condemnation and to eternal perdition611. 
 
 
2. The Catechism speaks   of the Gifts of the Holy Spirit, which are permanent rules that make 

a man docile to follow the impulses of the Holy Spirit,  and they are seven: 
Gift of Wisdom:  A special liking of the spiritual 
Gift of Understanding> It is a grace of the Holy Spirit to understanding the word of God and 

to immerse oneself in the revealed truths 
Gift of Advise: A light to know at each moment what is the will of God. 
Gift of Science: Makes us able to distinguish between the true and the false in the order of 

eternal life. 
Gift of Strength: It is a special strength to  courageously do what God wants us to do, and to 

overcome the  challenges in our life. 
Gift of Piety : Is a true brotherly affection towards God as Father  
Gift of the Fear of God: It is an act of humility in fear of offending God, recognizing our own 

weaknesses. 
 
 
 
24. THEY ARE NOT THREE GODS WHO ARE EQUAL, BUT RATHER ONLY ONE 

TRUE GOD IN THREE DISTINCT PERSONS612. 
 
 
1. The three Persons are distinct because the Father is not the Son nor the Holy Spirit, and the 

Son and the Holy Spirit are distinct from the Father and amongst themselves. 

But all three Persons have the same and single divine nature. The same grandeur, power, 
wisdom, goodness, saintliness, the same lovingness and the way of doing things, etc. That which 
one Person does, all three do, nevertheless, certain activities appear to be more appropriate for one 
Person than the other: the Creation to the Father, the Redemption to the Son, and the Sanctification 
to the Holy Spirit. 
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It is not that the Three Persons share the power, the wisdom, the divinity etc., between 
themselves but rather that each of the Three Persons have all the divinity, all the power, all the 
wisdom, etc. 

This is a profound mystery, but we are certain that it is this way, because God Himself has said 
it, and God cannot deceive Himself nor deceive us. 

 

The Trinity is a mystery of love. Love is the mutual giving of oneself in order to form a third 
person which is �us�. In the Trinity, the Three Persons meld together because of love forming a 
single nature. 

 

 
2. Jehovah�s Witnesses also deny the Trinity, saying that it is a word which does not appear 

in the Bible. It is true that the word Trinity is not there, but the doctrine is,  which is deduced from the 
whole Gospel, and which Christ condensed when he said that one must baptize in the name of the 
Father and of the Son and of the Holy Spirit613. Precisely because this formula expresses the Trinity, 
Jehovah�s Witnesses eliminate it in their baptism with which they disobey that which Christ 
taught614. 

Jehovah�s Witnesses say that the Mystery of the Most Holy Trinity is something which we 
have copied from Hinduism, in that three divinities of Brahama, Vishnu and Shiva who form one 
trinity. However, Father Ceferino Santos, S.J., explains in his Chair of Oriental Philosophy at the 
Universidad de Comillas in Madrid, that although these three divinities are mentioned in the 
Mahabarata and in some Puranas before Jesus Christ, these were independent divinities among 
themselves and even opposed to each other615. The Hindu Trimurti (triple form of divinity) is 
something totally different from the Trinity of the Christian faith616.  The Trimurti never becomes a 
trinity in the Christian sense617 

These Hindu divinities are considered as a Trimurti after the V Century A.D., probably through 
the influence of the preaching of the Apostle Thomas in India. There are testimonies that go back to 
the III Century, from different sources that Thomas evangelized throughout India. There he was 
killed and his body is buried in the Cathedral of Madras (India). 

 All in all, the Hindu Trimurti never became a trinity in the Christian sense. 

That is to say, the historical truth is totally opposite to what Jehovah�s Witnesses go about 
saying, deceiving the unwary who put their trust in them. 

One should not speak about religion with Jehovah�s Witnesses because with their lies and 
half-truths they can harm you. He who takes poison will be poisoned. . John has already warned us 
not to receive in our home he who comes with a doctrine which is not that of Jesus Christ.618 
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THE MYSTERIES 
 
 
3. In our Holy Religion there are some incomprehensible mysteries for our limited human 

understanding, but we must believe them because they have been revealed by God. And God does 
not teach falsehoods. 

Furthermore, philosophers and theologians demonstrate that the mysteries of faith are superior 
to human understanding, but not contrary to reason619, that is to say, that they are not impossible 
and absurd This was confirmed by the Vatican Council620. What happens with them as with many 
other things in life, that we continually use and that we do not know about, magnetism offers us a few 
mysteries621. Maxwell�s equations, ever so strong, do not tell us what magnetism and electricity are, 
but only how matter behaves, magnetically and electrically.622 

No one knows what light is. It is defined as a �physical agent who makes objects visible� but its 
nature is unknown. Its activity is explained by the double theory: corpuscular by Newton, undulating 
by  Huygens and associated wave by Schrödinger623. But the nature of light is somewhat 
mysterious. The same thing happens with gravity, through the mutual attraction of material masses. 
We don�t know its matter624, Newton himself, who expressed this attraction in a simple mathematical 
formula confessed that he knew what the laws of attraction were625, but did not know what the 
essence of such attraction was626,. It is that Physics only tells us about the facts. No one tells us 
about the essence of things and their ultimate causes. There are truths which are known by 
demonstration: the angles of a triangle are equal to two right angles. But others can only be known 
through the testimony of authority: the mystery of the Holy Trinity. 

Life is full of mysteries. Are we going to be astonished that they will also be in an infinite 
God, which surpasses our understanding? 

Neither does the immensity of the sea fit in our eye, nor that of God in our understanding. If 
God should fit in our understanding. He would be limited. He would cease being God, as God has to 
be infinite. We cannot know God completely with adequate and perfect science627. It would be absurd 
to believe that only what is true is that which fits within our limited understanding. When we believe in 
the mysteries, we are in an act of humility recognizing that God knows more than we. 

Niels Bohr, one of the first scientists who discovered the structure of the atom, discussing with 
Einstein, also a believer, said to him: �It is not, nor can it be, our task to tell God how to rule the 
world628�. Some are carried away by an excessive nationalism which rejects all that is superior to 
reason.  

Mysteries are not exclusive of Religion, nor are they an obstacle in order to believe. And the 
same occurs with other sciences, when we do not understand something, we trust in those who tell 
us that they understand this science. Thus, in things of Religion we must trust in what God tells us in 
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Revelation, which is a work of God even though our limited understanding does not comprehend it 
perfectly. Neither does an ant understand chess, and nevertheless a game of chess is a reality. 

There are unexplained things In physics which, and it is not because of this that a physicist 
denies Physics; in Medicine there are cases which have no solution, and because of this a doctor 
does not detest Medicine. In Religion there are things which surpass our understanding, but we must 
trust in God who tells us so. 

It is like that little native African boy who had never seen ice and because of this he did not 
believe the missionary when the he told him that if it got very cold sometimes water hardened in such 
a fashion that a man could walk on it without sinking. The little boy did not understand how this could 
happen, but he was aware of the integrity of the missionary and that he knew what he was talking 
about, and therefore he should trust him even though his understanding did not comprehend it. We 
should believe in the mysteries of Religion which God teaches us through the Church with His divine 
assistance.. �I firmly believe in that which I do not see, because I believe in He who sees all.� 
(Bossuet). Although it is well that we seek the reason which makes our faith reasonable, 
nevertheless we do not believe because it appears to us to be reasonable, but rather because we 
trust in the scientific  truthfulness of God, and we accept with confidence all that He tells us. 

However, in Heaven we shall clearly understand all of the mysteries which we do not 
understand now. 

What happens to us is the same as happened to the person who only knew of flat surfaces, 
and ignored what a sphere was> He cannot begin to understand that if you travel through the 
diameter of the sphere, without backtracking yourself, you will arrive at the point of departure. 

 
4. The mystery that there is only one God in three distinct Persons is called the Mystery of the 

Most Holy Trinity. Although we cannot understand this perfectly, we can nevertheless clear it up with 
some comparisons. 

Water can be in three states (solid, liquid and gaseous) without losing its same nature: H2O. 
Three matches joined at the head have a single flame: each match has a flame, but they are 

not three flames, just one.  In a triangle, each angle encompasses the complete triangle, however, 
the three angles are different, etc. etc. etc. 

A rosebush can have three roses which are the same, but they are not three rosebushes. 
A mountain with three peaks is not considered three distinct mountains. 
With the same soul we think, we love, we remember: they are three different operations which 

we do with the same nature. 
If you look at yourself at the same time in three different mirrors, you will see three images of 

yourself. 
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INCARNATION 

 
 

25.  OF THREE PERSONS OF THE MOST HOLY TRINITY, THE SECOND ONE 
WHO IS THE SON BECAME MAN. 

 
 

1. �The only Son of the Father, who without losing Divine Nature, assumed Human nature629 
 
 

26. JESUS CHRIST IS GOD MADE MAN WHO WAS BORN OF THE VIRGIN MARY. 
 

1. Jesus Christ  who is true God and true man in the unity of his Holy person. Jesus Christ 
has two natures, the Divine630 and the human, united in the only Person of the Son of God631. 

In the year 431, the Council of Ephesus condemned Nestorius for saying that in Christ there 
were two Persons, and in the year 451, the Council of Chalcedon condemned Eutyches for saying 
the in Christ there was only one nature: his followers are known as monophysitic heretics. 

 

 
27. HE IS GOD BECAUSE HE IS THE SON OF GOD. 
 

 
1. Jesus Christ  allowed himself to be called �Son of God�. When Peter says such to Him, 

Christ answers that such has been revealed to Him by the Father who is in heaven632 
 

 
28. HE IS MAN BECAUSE HE IS ALSO THE SON OF THE VIRGIN MARY, in whose 

womb God formed his human body.   
 
 

1. Even if the comparison is inexact, we also carry the first surname of our father and 
the second one of our mother�s. Jesus Christ is God and Man. God because he is the Son 
of God; and Man because he is also the Son of the Virgin Mary. Christ is only one Person 
but in Him there are two natures, the divine and the human, composed of body and soul. 
As he had a human nature, he sometimes was thirsty and hungry. 
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As his person was divine, he was his father�s equal633 
 
 
2. We have to distinguish between nature and person. Nature answers to the: what is 

it? The Person to: Who is it?  
Nature is the entirety of common characteristics of those of the same species, which 

makes them different from other species: stone, flower, man.  

Person is the whole of the characteristics which belong to the �Id� which differentiate 
him from other individuals of the same species: Peter, John, Anthony, The Person is unique 
and is non-transferable634. 

A person is always an intellectual nature.635 Person is the being of an intellectual 
nature636. Person �is the autonomous individual who acts in the conscious possession and 
the free disposition of himself.637 

3. The Council of Nicaea in the year 325 A.D. defined the divinity of Jesus as a dogma 
of faith; and in the year 451 A.D. the Council of Chalcedon defined His absolute humanity.638 
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ever being together, was found to be laden with child by the Holy Spirit 639 

Protestant theologian of international fame, Max Thurian, says that those who deny 
the virginal conception of Christ are not faithful to the Bible. �The virginity of Mary 
constitutes an indubitable part of the text of the New Testament.640 
Max Thurian died in Geneva, Switzerland, in 1996, AGED 75. He converted to Catholicism 
in 1987. His biblical studies led him to discover the role of Mary in the church.641 
 

God formed within the purest womb of Mary Most Holy, a body like ours and created a 
soul like ours. To this Human Being, at the very instant of His conception, was united the 
Son of God, that is to say, the Second Person of the Most Holy Trinity, and thus that which 
was the Son of God became Man without ceasing  to be God. This is the mystery of the 
Incarnation. 

In the genealogy of the Gospel of  Matthew it says: so-and-so begat so-and-so, and 
upon coming to Joseph it does not say he begat Jesus, as in all the previous cases, but 
says: Jacob  begat Joseph, husband of Mary, of whom Jesus was born642, letting it be 
known that Joseph did not begat Jesus, but that the conception was virginal. And 
Luke says of Jesus: �that it was thought that Jesus was the son of Joseph,643". meaning 
that Joseph did not beget Jesus, but rather that Mary was a virgin when Jesus was 
conceived. 

But it says: �Jacob was the father of Joseph, the husband of Mary. It was of her that 
Jesus who is called the Messiah was born.644�). 

Joseph�s doubts confirm the virginal conception of Mary, because when he saw 
the external signs of  his wife�s pregnancy , and knowing that it was not his, as he had done 
nothing to make her pregnant, he began to have great doubts with what his eyes witnessed  
and the virtue which he knew of Mary. Unable to reconcile the two things, he suffered 
anguishing doubts until the angel calmed him, telling him that his wife�s condition was the 
work of the Holy Spirit645. Not being able to harmonize the two factors, he had anguishing 
doubts until an angel calmed him telling him that what was happening to his wife was the 
work of the Holy Spirit646 

Virginity did not have amongst the Jews any aureole. Quite the contrary, honors went 
to the fertile women.647 

2. The Virgin Mary had a single son, who was Jesus Christ. When the Gospel 
speaks of the brothers of Jesus648  it is referring to first cousins and relatives, who 
among the Jews also were called brothers649. In Hebrew there is no word that signifies 

�������������������������������������������������
+,*�D������
��
���E�
+/"�D)F�0(3��)	7��
��
���
��������0�<�����:�$��
�����
��$����
��!$���C���������(�-������@�-�����P�����=��
+/���������)�D���=���
��E"#�5;G�FG*+8��;�
+/��D������
�
7��+�
+/,��3K�
��7��,�
+//�D������
�
7��#�
+/#�D��3���%��	)@�7���@!�����'������
�)��������
�
���F������%������>)���D���������*;#�
+/+�D������
��7�"�
+/;�()	��3���:���>)�0()�)�7�#�����������
��������
�:���(F��
���(������>�����
������	&/6�
+/E�D������
�
���##A�D)�K
��7�,�
+/*�D��@)�>��7��
���
������������������1*1�������
�'�������+++��/����$���H����&��������P������



� *�

cousin650.(Lv, 10:14). The word �brother� encompasses several stages of 
relationship651. They would call �brother� all  who were close or a relative652. 

Jehovah�s Witnesses try to make people believe that the Most Holy Mary was 
not a virgin, but that she had many children, point to the text of the Gospel where it 
says that James and Joseph were brothers of Jesus653 . But here, as in many of their 
other deceits, they present a text which can complicate and hide the text which can 
clear things up. In fact, the same Holy Gospel says that at the foot of the cross was 
Mary the Mother of Jesus654  and next to her the mother of James and Joseph655 who 
was the wife of Cleophas, Joseph�s656 brother. Cleophas657  is the same name in 
Greek, as Alpheus is in Aramaic. (Mt, 27:56) Both are the same name given to 
Joseph�s elder brother, Mary�s  husband. He was the father of James the young658and 
Joseph, and was married to the other MARY who was at the foot of the cross next to 
the virgin. He married her after widowing in his first marriage where Simon and Judas 
Thaddeus were born. Therefore the mother  of James and Joseph is different from the 
mother of Jesus. Then why does the Gospel say that James and Joseph were brothers 
of Jesus? Because they were relatives, and these among the Hebrews were called 
brothers. In fact, we know from the Bible that Abraham was an uncle of Lot659. 
However, Lot and Abraham call each other �brothers� five times660 (Gn, 13:8; 14:16, 
etc.) In another passage, it says that Laban was Jacob�s uncle661. Later it says that 
Laban calls Jacob �brother�662 

If the Virgin Mary had other children, Jesus on the cross would not have 
entrusted her to John, but rather to them663. It is evident that Mary did not have other 
children to care for her.664 

That is to say, that the Most Holy Mary had only one son: Jesus. When the Gospel 
calls him �primogenital�, it is affirming that he is the first child, but that does not signify, 
according to the way of talking in those days, that there were other children later on. 
Primogenital means first in line of birth,  not preceded by others. It  precludes the existence 
of others after him. 

Not long ago, a tombstone inscription has  been discovered that states of a young 
Jewish  mother that �she died while giving birth to her primogenital son�  Which means 
that there were no other children  after this one.665 
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Saint Geronimo says that �all single children are primogenital, but not all 
primogenital are only children�666 

When Jehovah�s Witnesses go about deceiving the unwary who listen to them 
saying that Mary had many children, know that that is not true because they presume 
to know the Bible. They teach the obscure text which I have mentioned and they are 
quiet about the clear text. This is not honorable, but it is their way of doing things. 

Some are of the opinion that the Gospels calling �bothers of Jesus� is in reference 
to the children of Joseph from a prior marriage, as he was a widower, as per the 
Apocrypha writing of the II Century  Protoevanlio of James.. 

The Virginity of Mary is a dogma of faith. It was defined in the year 649667 A.D., in 
the first Council of Lateran. 

The Church teaches since the V Century that Mary was a virgin before the birth, 
during the birth and after the birth668. The virginity during childbirth  is faith in the whole 
church since the IV Century669. It was confirmed by the Second Vatican 
Council.670Because of this it calls her �always Virgin Mary671�. 

It is a matter of faith that the Most  Holy Virgin Mary always remained virginal.672 
The literal translation of �since� can be construed in English to accept �yes 

afterwards�. But in the Bible, it does not accept a post change of situation673 
 
 
3.The Most Holy Virgin is our Mother in Heaven.  

Mary is our mother, since she is the mother of Jesus Christ who is the head of 
the Mystical Body of Christ674. The mother of the head is also the mother of all 
members of the body. And we are the members of the Mystical Body of Christ. That is 
why Mary is the mother of the church. Paul VI  so proclaimed it in the year 1964 during 
the closing of the third session of the Second Vatican Council. 

That Jesus enjoined John to care for his mother is perfectly normal, but what is 
not normal is the parallel request that Mary take loving care of John. This seems 
unnecessary. If John is to take care of Mary, her correspondence seems obvious, to 
insist on this seems superfluous and not too delicate. Any normal woman needs not to 
be told. She will know it spontaneously. Jesus�  enjoining supposes a transcendental 
theological  content,. We are all represented in John. Besides, at that time John�s 
mother was present. To enjoin John to Mary  would be offensive to his mother Mary 
Salome. There is no doubt that in the words of Jesus there is a deeper sense than 
what the seen to intend  Jesus gives a MOTHER to HUMANITY. These words have a 
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transcendental meaning, they say, relative to all men, that they have universal 
meaning675 

Mary is the physical mother of Jesus and the spiritual mother of all men676. We must 
love Mary and honor her with our hearts. Thus we shall please the Lord, who like all well-
born sons, will be pleased to see his Most Holy Mother honored and loved677. 

In order to value the qualities of Mary, it is enough to have an idea of how Christ could 
make his mother to His will. How would you have endowed your mother if this had been up 
to you? Christ could have done it and he was omnipotent. 

The Most Holy Virgin is the greatest woman who has ever existed in the world.678 
The Holiest Mary is the most exquisite creature that has come from the hands of God. 
We must seek the Most Holy Virgin with all our sorrows and temptations. She can do it 

all, because God concedes all  to her679 because she is the Mother of Christ and because 
she never had any sin, not even the original sin. 

Mary remained pure, without original sin,  throughout her life680. 
Because of this St. Luke calls her full of grace681.  
The fact that Most Holy Mary was preserved from original sin from the first moment of her 

conception in the womb of her mother Saint Ann is what we want to express when we say �The 
Immaculate Conception�. 

The church has celebrated the feast of the Immaculate Conception since the VII Century682 
The Spanish people celebrated the Immaculate Conception many years before it was 

defined, Murillo himself had done thirty paintings of the Immaculate Virgin, three hundred 
years before the dogmatic definition.683 

The Spanish people used to sing in those days: 
If he wanted and could not, He is not God, 
If he did , and did not want, he is not Son 
Let�s say then, that he could and wanted. 

 
And Escoto, with his concise style, said, �Potuit, decuit, ergo, fecit�:  He could do it, he 

should do it, and then he did it.684 
The Dogma on the Immaculate Conception of Mary was defined on December 8, 1854, 

by Pope Pius IX685 
The redemption of Mary was preventive, as she was to become the mother of God.686. 
The dogma of the Conception of Mary was defined by Pope Pius IX on December 8, 1854. 
God could have arranged that Jesus Christ should appear in the world as an adult, but 

He did not want Him to. He gave Him over to Mary. He placed Him in Her hands. God had 
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wanted to use Her in the redemption and salvation of all men.687 (Vatican Council II, Lumen 
Gentium.) 

Christ is the mediator with the Father. No one gets to the father but through me.688(1 
Tm, 2:5).  

He is the mediator with the father689.. Because of His own merits. Without depending 
on any other person, Mary is the path to  Christ. She is the secondary mediator, 
subordinated to Christ690. She is mediator as she intercedes for us. Vatican Council II says 
of Mary that �Her multiple intercessions grant  eternal salvation�691. (Vatican Council II, 
Lumen Gentium) 

 
4. In churches there seem to be many images of the virgin, the Virgin of Fatima, 

the virgin of Lourdes, the virgin of Guadalupe, etc. It is that the Most Holy Virgin has 
many titles and prerogatives. Each town has its own virgin or representation. But they 
are all images or pictures of the one and only Virgin Mary, who is in heaven in body 
and soul 692 

The elevation of Mary to Heaven in body and soul is called the Assumption. The 
Assumption was declared dogma of faith on November 1, 1950 by Pope Pius XII. But the 
feast of the Assumption had already been celebrated on  August 15 for 500 years after 
Christ. 

 
5. One of the best devotions to the Most Holy Virgin is the prayer of the Holy Rosary. If 

you can pray it in church, so much the better. If not, pray at any moment you are free, or 
while you are waiting to go to sleep. I advise you to make an effort to pray it because it is a 
very pleasant gift to the Virgin, as she herself has said in Lourdes and Fatima. And better yet 
if you pray it with the family. This is a very Christian practice. Try to introduce this practice at 
home, if you do not already have it, because it unites the family.  

Prayed in a church or at a reunion, it has a plenary indulgence.  
If you cannot pray  the  whole  rosary  because it is too  long,  pray a mystery every 

day. 
Praying to the Virgin is a very beautiful devotion. Mary is the only woman who has ever 

existed  who is most worthy of love. It is a love that dignifies and elevates.   Her sweet 
memory  can protect you against the temptations which are at the extreme opposite to 
purity. 

Another recommendable devotion to the Virgin is the Holy Scapulary. This was a 
devotion revealed to  Saint Simon Stock, Prior to the order of  the Carmelites, in the XIII 
Century. The virgin promised him that whoever was wearing the Carmelite Scapulary at the 
moment of his death would not be condemned. The scapulary must be imposed by a priest, 
and one must daily pray three Hail Mary�s. The cloth scapulary can be substituted by a 
medallion which carries on one side the image of the virgin693, and on the other side the 
Scared Heart of Jesus. Such was granted by the Pope. 
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6. To be devoted to Mary is the way to salvation. He who daily prays three Hail 
Mary�s in her honor, will attain a special help in obtaining a good death, as God 
revealed to Saint Matilda694, and as is shown from many experiences. 
 
�Remember, then, you the faithful, that the true devotion to Mary does not consist either 

of a sterile and fleeting affection, nor in vain credulity; but rather it comes from the true faith 
through which we are led to know the excellence of the Mother of God and we are nourished 
with a filial love towards our Mother and in imitation of her virtues695. But above all in her 
love of Christ, her strong faith in the Annunciation, and her faithfulness until the Cross. 

Protestants accuse us Catholics of adoring the Virgin Mary, but this is a calumny. All 
of us Catholics know full well that the Virgin is not God. And adoration is exclusive to God. 
We do not adore the Most Holy Virgin, but we honor and venerate her because she is 
mother of God. That is why in the Hail Mary, we say �pray for us�. In the litany of the Rosary, 
when addressing God, we say �have pity on us�. On the other hand, when we pray to the 
Virgin, we say: �. pray for us� We go to Mary so that she may take us to God. 
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Saint Joseph 
 

28. ST. JOSEPH IS THE TRUE HUSBAND OF THE VIRGIN MARY; 
AND THEREFORE, THE LEGAL FATHER OF JESUS CHRIST, ENTRUSTED 
WITH HIS EDUCATION AND SUSTENANCE. 

 
 
 
St. Joseph lived with the Most Holy Virgin in perfect chastity, without making use of the 

marriage rights, as though they were brother and sister. But as he was the true husband of 
Mary he is also the father of Jesus Christ; although not by  the flesh, because Jesus Christ 
did not have a human father. 

According to an investigation of Fr. Sebastian Bartina, S. I., professor of Biblical 
Sciences which he published in the magazine �Revista de Estudios Josefinos�, Joseph was 
a legal heir of King David. As a direct descendant he was entitled to royal rights. Joseph�s 
royal family  went into hiding in Nazareth, running away from Herod, the usurper of the 
throne, who was not of the Jewish race, but an Idumean. Jesus being the legal son of 
Joseph, was the king of Israel, not only spiritually, but also legally. Paradoxically, the sign 
that Pilate put on the cross was expressing a reality: �Jesus of Nazareth King of the Jews.696� 

The gospel calls him �a just man�, which in the way of speaking in Hebrew means �holy 
man�.  

St. Joseph was a carpenter in Nazareth. He was a model  worker. Because of this the 
Church has named him Patron of all workers. He died accompanied by Jesus and Mary. 
Because of this he is also is the patron of the good death. 

When you establish a home, pick St. Joseph as your patron; he also knew what it 
meant to have the worries of maintaining a household.. St. Theresa said that she never 
asked anything of St. Joseph that the saint did not grant her. And to those who do not 
believe it, she tells them to try it for themselves.697 

THE HOLIEST VIRGIN 
 

29.- THE VIRGIN MARY IS THE LADY FULL OF GRACE AND VIRTUES 
CONCEIVED WITHOUT ORIGINAL SIN, WHO IS THE MOTHER OF GOD AND OUR 
MOTHER, AND WHO IS IN HEAVEN IN BODY AND SOUL. 

 
30. WE SAY THAT THE VIRGIN MARY IS THE MOTHER OF GOD BECAUSE 

JESUS CHRIST, TRUE GOD AND TRUE MAN WAS BORN OF HER. 
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1. Mary is the Mother of Jesus Christ because she gave him a human body. But as Jesus 
Christ besides being Man, is God, the Most Holy Mary is also Mother of God698. Mary is the mother 
of a man who has Divinity. 

The same thing occurs if one becomes a mayor. One�s mother would be the  mayor�s mother. 
She has not given him the mayor�s office, but because she gave him his body, she is his mother, the 
mayor�s mother.. 

But the Most Holy Mary is the Mother of God  with still more reason; because Jesus Christ is 
God from the time of his conception, therefore He who is born of Mary is God, and thus Mary is the 
Mother of God.  Paul says: �But when the fullness of time  came, God sent forth his Son born of a 
woman699.�  

That Mary is the Mother of God is a dogma of Faith,  defined by the Council of Ephesus in the 
year 431 A.D700. Jesus was conceived, not by virtue of man, but rather miraculously by virtue of the 
Holy Spirit. St. Matthew says: �This is how the birth of Jesus Christ came about. When his mother 
Mary was wed to Joseph, but before they consummated the marriage, she was found with child 
through the power of the Holy Spirit701�. 

Among  the  Jews  the  betrothals  were  the  same  as  our  weddings, although they sere not 
definite nuptials. If after the betrothal, she was unfaithful to the husband, she was considered an 
adulteress and if he should die, she was considered a widow702.  

The Jewish betrothals supposed such a commitment so real that the fiancØ was called 
�husband�703 

Even though Mary did not yet live with Joseph, she was his legitimate wife704 
Because of this the angel called Mary wife: �Joseph, have no fear about taking Mary as your 

wife705�. 
Luke says: �The angel answered her: The Holy Spirit will come upon you and the power of the 

Most High will overshadow you; hence the holy offspring to be born will be called the Son of God706.� 
. 

Jesus  was conceived , not by man, but miraculously by virtue of the Holy Spirit. MATTHEW 
says: The birth of Jesus Christ was this way: Mary, being married to Joseph, without ever being 
together, was found to be laden with child by the Holy Spirit 707 

Protestant theologian of international fame, Max Thurian, says that those who deny the 
virginal conception of Christ are not faithful to the Bible. �The virginity of Mary constitutes an 
indubitable part of the text of the New Testament.708 

Max Thurian  died in Geneva, Switzerland, in  1996, AGED 75. He converted to Catholicism in 
1987. His biblical studies led him to discover the role of Mary in the church.709 

 
God formed within the purest womb of Mary Most Holy, a body like ours and created a soul like 

ours. To this Human Being, at the very instant of His conception, was united the Son of God, that is 
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to say, the Second Person of the Most Holy Trinity, and thus that which was the Son of God became 
Man without ceasing  to be God. This is the mystery of the Incarnation. 

In the genealogy of the Gospel of  Matthew it says: so-and-so begat so-and-so, and upon 
coming to Joseph it does not say he begat Jesus, as in all the previous cases, but says: Jacob  
begat Joseph, husband of Mary, of whom Jesus was born710, letting it be known that Joseph did 
not beget Jesus, but that the conception was virginal. And Luke says of Jesus :�that it was thought 
that Jesus was the son of Joseph, 711.. meaning that Joseph did not beget Jesus, but rather that 
Mary was a virgin when Jesus was conceived. 

But it says: �Jacob was the father of Joseph, the husband of Mary. It was of her that Jesus 
who is called the Messiah was born.712�). 

Joseph�s doubts confirm the virginal conception of Mary, because when he saw the 
external signs of  his wife�s pregnancy , and knowing that it was not his, as he had done nothing to 
make her pregnant, he began to have great doubts with what his eyes witnessed  and the virtue 
which he knew of Mary. Unable to reconcile the two things, he suffered anguishing  doubts until the 
angel calmed him, telling him that his wife�s condition was the work of the Holy Spirit713. Not being 
able to harmonize the two factors, he had anguishing doubts until an angel  calmed him telling him 
that what was happening to his wife was the work of the Holy Spirit714 

Virginity did not have any areola amongst the Jews. Quite the contrary, honors went to the 
fertile women.715 

2. The Virgin Mary had a single son, who was Jesus Christ. When the Gospel speaks of the 
brothers of Jesus716  it is referring to first cousins and relatives, who among the Jews also were 
called brothers717. In Hebrew there is no word that signifies cousin718.. The word �brother� 
encompasses several stages of relationship719. They would call �brother� all  who were close or a 
relative720. 

Jehovah�s Witnesses try to make people believe that the Most Holy Mary was not a virgin, 
but that she had many children, point to the text of the Gospel where it says that James and Joseph 
were brothers of Jesus721 . But here, as in many of their other deceits, they present a text which can 
complicate and hide the text which can clear things up. In fact, the same Holy Gospel says that at the 
foot of the cross was Mary the Mother of Jesus722  and next to her the mother of James and 
Joseph723 who was the wife of Cleophas, Joseph�s724 brother. Cleophas725  is the same name in 
Greek, as Alpheus is in Aramaic. Both are the same name given to Joseph�s elder brother, Mary�s  
husband. He was the father of James the young726and Joseph, and was married to the other MARY 
who was at the foot of the cross next to the virgin. He married her after widowing in his first marriage 
where Simon and Judas Thaddeus were born. 
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Therefore the mother  of James and Joseph is different from the mother of Jesus. Then why 
does the Gospel say that James and Joseph were brothers of Jesus? Because they were relatives, 
and these among the Hebrews were called brothers. In fact, we know from the Bible that Abraham 
was an uncle of Lot727. However, Lot and Abraham call each other �brothers� five times728  In 
another passage, it says that Laban was Jacob�s uncle729. Later it says that Laban calls Jacob 
�brother�730 

If the Virgin Mary had other children, Jesus on the cross would not have entrusted her to 
John, but rather to them731. It is evident that Mary did not have other children to care for her.732 

That is to say, that the Most Holy Mary had only one son: Jesus. When the Gospel calls him 
�primogenital�, it is affirming that he is the first child, but that does not signify, according to the way of 
talking in those days, that there were other children later on. Primogenital means first in line of birth,  
not preceded by others. It  precludes the existence of others after him. 

Not long ago, a tombstone inscription has  been discovered that states of a young Jewish  
mother that �she died while giving birth to her primogenital son�  Which means that there were no 
other children  after this one.733 

Saint Geronimo says that �all single children are primogenital, but not all primogenital are only 
children�734 

When Jehovah�s Witnesses go about deceiving the unwary who listen to them saying that 
Mary had many children, know that that is not true because they presume to know the Bible. They 
teach the obscure text which I have mentioned and they are quiet about the clear text. This is not 
honorable, but it is their way of doing things. 

Some are of the opinion that the Gospels calling �bothers of Jesus� is in reference to the 
children of Joseph from a prior marriage, as he was a widower, as per the Apocrypha writing of the II 
Century  Protoevangelio of James.. 

 

The Virginity of Mary is a dogma of faith. It was defined in the year 649735 A.D., in the first 
Council of Lateran. 

The Church teaches since the V Century that Mary was a virgin before the birth, during the 
birth and after the birth736. The virginity during childbirth  is faith in the whole church since the IV 
Century737. It was confirmed by the Second Vatican Council.738Because of this it calls her �always 
Virgin Mary739�. 

It is a matter of faith that the Most  Holy Virgin Mary always remained virginal.740 
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The literal translation of �since� can be construed in English to accept �yes afterwards�. But in 
the Bible, it does not accept a post change of situation741 

 
 
3.The Most Holy Virgin is our Mother in Heaven.  
Mary is our mother, since she is the mother of Jesus Christ who is the head of the Mystical 

Body of Christ742. The mother of the head is also the mother of all members of the body. And we are 
the members of the Mystical Body of Christ. That is why Mary is the mother of the church. Paul VI  
so proclaimed it in the year 1964 during the closing of the third session of the Second Vatican 
Council. 

That Jesus enjoined John to care for his mother is perfectly normal, but what is not normal is 
the parallel request that Mary take loving care of John. This seems unnecessary. If John is to take 
care of Mary, her correspondence seems obvious, to insist on this seems superfluous and not too 
delicate. Any normal woman needs not to be told. She will know it spontaneously. Jesus�  enjoining 
supposes a transcendental theological  content,. We are all represented in John. Besides, at that 
time John�s mother was present. To enjoin John to Mary would be offensive to his mother Mary 
Salome. There is no doubt that in the words of Jesus there is a deeper sense than what the seen to 
intend  Jesus gives a MOTHER to HUMANITY. These words have a transcendental meaning, they 
say, relative to all men, that they have universal meaning743 

Mary is the physical mother of Jesus and the spiritual mother of all men744. We must love 
Mary and honor her with our hearts. Thus we shall please the Lord, who like all well-born sons, will 
be pleased to see His Most Holy Mother honored and loved745. 

In order to value the qualities of Mary, it is enough to have an idea of how Christ could make 
his mother to His will. How would you have endowed your mother if this had been up to you? Christ 
could have done it and he was omnipotent. 

The Most Holy Virgin is the greatest woman who has ever existed in the world.746 
The Holiest Mary is the most exquisite creature that has come from the hands of God. 
We must seek the Most Holy Virgin with all our sorrows and temptations. She can do it all, 

because God concedes all  to her747 because she is the Mother of Christ and because she never 
had any sin, not even the original sin. 

Mary remained pure, without original sin,  throughout her life748. 
Because of this  Luke calls her full of grace749.  
The fact that Most Holy Mary was preserved from original sin from the first moment of her 

conception in the womb of her mother Saint Ann is what we want to express when we say �The 
Immaculate Conception�. 

The church has celebrated the feast of the Immaculate Conception since the VII Century750 
The Spanish people celebrated the Immaculate Conception many years before it was defined, 

Murillo himself had done thirty paintings of the Immaculate Virgin, three hundred years before the 
dogmatic definition.751 
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The Spanish people used to sing in those days: 
If he wanted and could not, He is not God, 
If he did , and did not want, he is not Son 
Let�s say then, that he could and wanted. 
 
And Escoto, with his concise style, said, �Potuit, decuit, ergo, fecit�:  He could do it, he should 

do it, then he did it.752 
The Dogma on the Immaculate Conception of Mary was defined on December 8, 1854, by 

Pope Pius IX753 
The redemption of Mary was preventive, as she was to become the mother of God.754. 
The dogma of the Conception of Mary was defined by Pope Pius IX on December 8, 1854. 
God could have arranged that Jesus Christ should appear in the world as an adult, but He did 

not want Him to. He gave Him over to Mary. He placed Him in Her hands. God had wanted to use 
Her in the redemption and salvation of all men.755 (Vatican Council II, Lumen Gentium.) 

Christ is the mediator with the Father. No one gets to the father but through me.756(1 Tm, 2:5).  
He is the mediator with the father757.. Because of His own merits. Without depending 

on any other person, Mary is the path to  Christ. She is the secondary mediator, 
subordinated to Christ758. She is mediator as she intercedes for us. Vatican Council II says 
of Mary that �Her multiple intercessions grant  eternal salvation�759. 

 
 
4. In churches there seem to be many images of the virgin, the Virgin of Fatima, the virgin of 

Lourdes, the virgin of Guadalupe, etc. It is that the Most Holy Virgin has many titles and 
prerogatives. Each town has its own virgin or representation. But they are all images or pictures of 
the one and only Virgin Mary, who is in heaven in body and soul 760 

The elevation of Mary to Heaven in body and soul is called the Assumption. The Assumption 
was declared dogma of faith on November 1, 1950 by Pope Pius XII. But the feast of the Assumption 
had already been celebrated on  August 15 for 500 years after Christ. 

 
5. One of the best devotions to the Most Holy Virgin is the prayer of the Holy Rosary. If you 

can pray it in church, so much the better. If not, pray at any moment you are free, or while you are 
waiting to go to sleep. I advise you to make an effort to pray it because it is a very pleasant gift to the 
Virgin, as she herself has said in Lourdes and Fatima. And better yet if you pray it with the family. 
This is a very Christian practice. Try to introduce this practice at home, if you do not already have it, 
because it unites the family.  

Prayed in a church or at a reunion, it has a plenary indulgence.  
If you cannot pray  the  whole  rosary  because it is too  long,  pray a mystery every day. 
Praying to the Virgin is a very beautiful devotion. Mary is the only woman who has ever existed  

who is most worthy of love. It is a love that dignifies and elevates.   Her sweet memory  can protect 
you against the temptations which are at the extreme opposite to purity. 

 

�������������������������������������������������
;#��6��V��DW���)	���
������7�������EX�������������+
����������R����Z��=���*/,�
;#,�@�	P�	���7��
$������������
��$����
���D�	%C	������(�������>��-�&����
;#/�)	0�	�����2��D)��	
����%�7���������������
����
�������
�
�����	&&������>)���D�������
;##���-����1���-�������-�&7�"�����4��������@������-���������������.���������-�
��M�+��
;#+�6���
��/7+�
;#;�0������
��7#�
;#E�)	0�	�����2��D)��	
���%�7�"
�
��$����
��
��(F��
�����	C%������>)���D�������
;#*���-����1���-�������-�&7�"�����4������7�@������-���������������.���������-�
��M���
;+"�	�������-������.����������&�-�����-���M*;/�



� �"�

Another recommendable devotion to the Virgin is the Holy Scapulary. This was a devotion 
revealed to  Saint Simon Stock, Prior to the order of  the Carmelites, in the XIII Century. The virgin 
promised him that whoever was wearing the Carmelite Scapulary at the moment of his death would 
not be condemned. The scapulary must be imposed by a priest, and one must daily pray three Hail 
Mary�s. The cloth scapulary can be substituted by a medallion which carries on one side the image of 
the virgin761, and on the other side the Scared Heart of Jesus. Such was granted by the Pope. 

 
6. To be devoted to Mary is the way to salvation. He who daily prays three Hail Mary�s in her 

honor, will attain special help in obtaining a good death, as God revealed to Saint Matilda762, and as 
is shown from many experiences. 

 
�Remember, then, you the faithful, that the true devotion to Mary does not consist either of a 

sterile and fleeting affection, nor in vain credulity; but rather it comes from the true faith through 
which we are led to know the excellence of the Mother of God and we are nourished with a filial love 
towards our Mother and in imitation of her virtues763. But above all in her love of Christ, her strong 
faith in the Annunciation, and her faithfulness until the Cross. 

 
Protestants accuse us Catholics of adoring the Virgin Mary, but this is a calumny. All 

Catholics know full well that the Virgin is not God. And adoration is exclusive to God. We do not 
adore the Most Holy Virgin, but we honor and venerate her because she is mother of God. That is 
why in the Hail Mary, we say �pray for us�. In the litany of the Rosary, when addressing God, we say 
�have pity on us�. On the other hand, when we pray to the Virgin, we say: �. pray for us� We go to 
Mary so that she may take us to God. 
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Saint Joseph 
 
31.- ST. JOSEPH IS THE TRUE HUSBAND OF THE VIRGIN MARY; AND 

THEREFORE, THE LEGAL FATHER OF JESUS CHRIST, ENTRUSTED WITH HIS 
EDUCATION AND SUSTENANCE. 

 
 
1. St. Joseph lived with the Most Holy Virgin in perfect chastity, without making use of the 

marriage rights, as though they were brother and sister. But as he was the true husband of Mary he is 
also the father of Jesus Christ; although not by  the flesh, because Jesus Christ did not have a 
human father. 

According to an investigation of Fr. Sebastian Bartina, S. I., professor of Biblical Sciences 
which he published in the magazine �Revista de Estudios Josefinos�, Joseph was a legal heir of King 
David. As a direct descendant he was entitled to royal rights. Joseph�s royal family  went into hiding in 
Nazareth, running away from Herod, the usurper of the throne, who was not of the Jewish race, but an 
Idumean. Jesus being the legal son of Joseph, was the king of Israel, not only spiritually, but also 
legally. Paradoxically, the sign that Pilate put on the cross was expressing a reality: �Jesus of 
Nazareth King of the Jews.764� 

The gospel calls him �a just man�, which in the way of speaking in Hebrew means �holy man�.  

St. Joseph was a carpenter in Nazareth. He was a model  worker. Because of this the Church 
has named him Patron of all workers. He died accompanied by Jesus and Mary. Because of this he is 
also is the patron of the good death. 

When you establish a home, select St. Joseph as your patron; he also knew what it meant to 
have the worries of maintaining a household.. St. Theresa said that she never asked anything of St. 
Joseph that the saint did not grant her. And to those who do not believe it, she tells them to try it for 
themselves.765 

 

2.  �To know Saint Joseph well, the book by Bonifacio Llamera, O. P., called: Teologia de San 
Jose766 . This is one of the best books on Saint Joseph in the whole world767 
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JESUS CHRIST 
 
 
32. JESUS CHRIST LIVED MORE THAN 33 YEARS768    
 
 
.1. The history of Jesus did not start with his birth. Many centuries before He was born, He 

was already being spoken by the prophets. 
Micheas, some 730 years before His birth, spoke about His birthplace.(5:2) 
Isaiah, 734 years before His birth, states that He will be born of a virgin (7:14), and describes 

His passion (53:3-8) 
Zachariah about 520 years before His coming, says that He will be sold for 30 coins (11:12s) 

with which he will purchase a potters field. 
Eight hundred years before this happened, Isaiah prophesized that He would be treated as a 

hoodlum (53:12). whipped (50:6) and condemned to death (53:8). 
It is said in the Psalms that His tunic will be raffled (22(21:19) 
 
 
Jesus was not born on the first year of the Christian era, as is commonly stated. The wise 

Benedictine Dionysius the Small who in the year 533 began for the first time to count the years 
starting with the birth of the Lord, substituted the old enumeration which began with the founding of 
Rome, and was off by 6 years769. He made the first of January of the year I coincide with the first of 
January of the year 754 B.C. of the foundation of Rome, instead of picking the year 748 which today 
is considered to be exact. Therefore, we should place the birth of Christ six years before the 
Christian era.770 

According to historians, Herod the Great died in the year 4 B.C. As it was he who ordered the 
massacre of the children of Bethlehem who were less than 2 years of age, we can suppose that 
Jesus was born two years before, that is to say, the 6th year before our era. 

This is confirmed because according to the mathematician and astronomer, John Keppler, in 
7 B.C. there was a conjunction (one was placed behind the other) of Jupiter and Saturn which 
provoked an intense light in the starry heavens. Could this be the star of Bethlehem?  

About the day of the year that Jesus was born, the Gospel does not tell us anything, but from 
the First Century, it has been celebrated on December 25th.771 

Jesus was born in Bethlehem, as the census taken by Quirino, ordered that all register at 
their place of origin, and Mary and Joseph, hailed from Bethlehem, the city of David. 

With the name of �Quirino Census�, they included portions of a previous census, which 
culminated in the Quirino Census, as was explained by Professor Joaquin Gonzalez Echegaray, of 
the Instituto Bíblico y Arqueológico de Jerusalem, in a short course on the Gospel of Luke in the 
Seminario de Monte Corban of Santander, in July 1995. 

It is believed that the day Jesus died on was perhaps the 14 of Nissan772 of the year 785 B.C., 
of the foundation of Rome, which corresponds to April 3 of the year 33 A.D., which was the First 
Friday of the month. 
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Recent astronomical studies carried out by Colin Humphries and W. G. Waddington, of 
Oxford University, have revealed a partial eclipse which darkened the skies over Jerusalem on April 
3, of the year 33, which corresponds to the 14 of Nissan of the Jewish calendar, which is the day that 
Jesus Christ died. This is an explanation of �Darkness came over the earth� that day, as per the 
Gospel.773 

Without excluding the possibility that this was a miracle, it is also possible that it was a natural 
phenomenon foreseen by God for its symbolism. The sun could have been covered over by a cloud 
of dust raised by a powerful sirocco wind, as it happens there sometimes.774. Notwithstanding, there 
are others that put the probable date of the death of Christ at Passover of the year 32. 

 Because of these obscurities, we see that the Gospel writers did not attempt to publish any 
�Diary of the Life of Jesus�. The exact determination of the dates and places did not interest them 
especially. Frequently they speak in general terms of �at that time�; and many times there follow a 
very indeterminate description of a place. The Gospels want to transmit the preaching of the faith of 
the Apostles, and to draw a sufficient image of Christ, so that each one may convince himself of the 
truth of the faith. None of them attempted to relate all; on the contrary, each one took the liberty of 
collecting what seemed the most important to him, and to arrange it according to their determined 
points of view.775 

 
2. The pagan historians of the epoch speak to us about Jesus Christ.  
Plinius Secundus who was governor of Bithynia (Asia Minor) in the year 112, in a letter to 

Governor Trajan speaking of Christians said that they �they refused to offer sacrifices to the emperor 
and met at daybreak to sing hymns to Christ, their God776�. 

Flavius Josephus wrote in the year 93 of the I Century: �In those times Jesus appeared who 
was an exceptional man, if we can call Him a man because He carried out surprising wonders... 
Among the Jews as well as among the Greeks he had many disciples who followed him. Because He 
was denounced by the elders of the people, Pilate had Him condemned to the torture of the cross. 
But this did not stop His disciples from continuing to love Him as before. Three days after His death 
He appeared alive777.� 

Suetonius, historian of the Cesar�s� from Augustus to Domitian, in his work written between 
the years 110 and 120 A.D. twice alludes to the Christians. Once in the life of Nero and again in the 
life of Claudius. 

Cornelius Tacitus, the great historian, also speaks of them, and he was a disciple of Pliny 
the Elder. In relating the burning of Rome on the orders of Nero in 64 A.D. he says: �...it was 
imputed to the Christians who take their name from Christ, who during the reign of Tiberius, had 
been condemned to death by the solicitor Pontius Pilate778� 

 
. 
3. But above all the Holy Gospel speaks to us about Jesus Christ. 
Gospel means �good news779� The �good news� is the coming of Jesus, Savior of men. The 

word �Gospel� does not mean primarily a text, a book, but because of its etymological and biblical 
usage it originally states a happy message or, an announcement that brings joy780 The Gospel was 
therefore primarily the word of Jesus. None had spoken like Him781 
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The gospel, was preached before being written, before it was read, it was heard; before it was 
a book, it was word. But as the circle of Christianity grew, it became necessary to set the deeds and 
words of Christ in writing. 

The word �gospel� to mean a collection of writings of the life of Christ is already found in the 
second century782 

The Gospels are books written between 40 and 100 A.D. by eyewitness783.who tell of what the 
heard and saw784, or by those who had personal contact with those who did. John says: �That which 
we have heard, that which we have seen with our eyes...we proclaim to you785�.  

Luke says: Many have dedicated themselves to compose a narrative of the happenings, just 
like the ones which have been transmitted from the beginning by those who were eyewitnesses y 
bearers of the word.786 

 
4. The theories of Protestant theologian Professor Rudolph Bultmann, which for some time 

oriented the interpretations of the Biblical text of the New Testament, are today disparaged thanks to 
the investigations of Hebrew specialists. Above all the works of David Flusser787 and Geza Vermes 
788who have reached the conclusion that behind these affirmations of Bultmann on the Biblical texts 
that there was much German philosophic ideology. Geza Vermes went so far as to say: �The myth of 
Jesus has only existed in some German minds�. Historical studies of Judaism in the First Century 
allowed the rescue of new aspects of the historical Jesus. However, the opposition to the theories of 
Bultmann began among his own disciples, such as Ernest Kasemann789 and Gunther 
Bornkamm790. 

 
 
5. The Second Vatican Council affirms the historicity of the Gospel 791�Holy Mother Church has 

maintained and maintains with firmness and maximum constancy that the four Gospels (according to  
Matthew, Mark, Luke and John) whose historic fact it affirms without doubt, truthfully narrate that 
which Jesus, the Son of God, living among men truly did and taught. The historic fact of the Gospel 
besides being clear for the critics is for the Catholics a truth of divine faith.792 

St. Irenaeus who became a Bishop of Lyon and had been a disciple of St. Polycarp in 
Smyrna and the latter of the Evangelist John, that is to say, one of the more representative figures of 
the Second Century, said: �Matthew published a written Gospel. for the Hebrews and in their 
tongue..; Mark, a disciple of Peter also transmitted to us in writing the things preached by. Peter: 
Luke, a follower of Paul, put in book form the Gospel preached by his teacher. Later on, John, a 
disciple of the Lord...also published a Gospel during his stay in Ephesus793�. 

We have two other documents from the second century: 
Papias states that Matthew wrote his gospel in Hebrew, and that Mark was the interpreter of 

the evangelization of Peter. 
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The other document, is the Canon of Muratori which manifests the official thoughts of the 
Church794of the second century795, which speaks of Luke being the author of the third gospel and 
John being the author of the fourth796. 

Fr. Vaccari, S. I., a bible specialist, of international fame, states that until the campaign by the 
rationalist Protestants in the 19th century, no one had doubted that the gospels belonged to Matthew, 
Mark, Luke and John..797 

In 1977, Dr. John A. T. Robinson, Professor at Cambridge, published a book entitled: 
�Redating the New Testament798�, where he affirms that all of the books of the New Testament 
excepting John, were written before the year 70 and that the names of the authors Matthew and 
John correspond to the Apostles of Jesus. Mark and Luke were in direct and immediate contact 
with the witnesses799 and they used contemporary documents800. Luke says that he writes his gospel 
�after diligently investigating everything, from its origins.801 

 
 
6. Furthermore, these books were written for contemporaries of Jesus802. The facts that they 

narrate were known to all; either by having seen them personally803, or by having heard them from 
persons who saw them804. They could not, therefore, distort anything of the reality. In this case they 
would have been refuted and there is no trace of any rectification805.  

If the evangelists had said what is not true, their gospels would have been rejected by that 
generation which was witness to the facts. There is no document that shows said rejection.806 

On the other hand, the Apocrypha Gospels, which lack historical rigor, were commonly 
rejected807. They are fantastic and unbelievable tales808. They contain errors in the geography of 
Palestine, and are not set in the historical time frame809. 

The deceitful gospels called �Apocrypha Gospels� have never been accepted by the church, as 
they are not included in the Canon of Muratori which is a list of the inspired books which was drawn 
up by the church in the second century810i 

The information that is included in the Gospels on the geography of the land, its political and 
religious situation, and of its traditions and customs, are in agreement with all that we now know 
through other sources. The Evangelists died defending the truth of what they said, and no one gives 
his life for what he knows to be a lie.  

Aside from the fact that they are inspired by God they cannot make mistakes or lie. Vatican 
Council II says that the whole Bible is inspired by God811ii. (Vatican Council II, Dei Verbum. Dogmatic 
Constitution on Divine Revelation, No. 11). And Paul says: �All Scripture is inspired of God812�. 
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7. On the other hand, the four Gospels narrate the same facts, coinciding in the fundamental 

and differing in the accidental. If each one for its part had attempted to deceive, they would not have 
coincided so much: if they had agreed to deceive, they would have avoided the showy differences813. 
Each evangelist has sincerely narrated facts which have most impressed him. Each evangelist made 
his selection of materials and happenings and the succession of facts according to his catechetical 
objectives. Each evangelist presents from a personal point of view, the figure and person of Jesus 
Christ814. The gospel according to Matthew, addressed to a Christian community comes from 
Judaism, and the gospel according to Luke, addressed to a gentile community, shows a different 
focus.815 

 
The evangelical narrations are diverse, the details of each one are different, and none stray 

from the truth. What is narrated by each, is in harmony with the rest of the writings..816. 
The gospels offer differences due to the fact that they do not always literally quote the words 

of Jesus, nor do they narrate with the exactness that we now demand. Each tells what he 
remembers and in his own style, some limit themselves to the essential, others give extensive 
details. without clearly defining the essential elements; others have a more abstract narrative; some 
are more concrete or popular, etc. The narration of an act depends heavily on the psychology of the 
narrator, of his way of observing, of his memory, of his imagination, of his character and of the 
auditory which he is addressing. Taking into account that we are not looking at observers or 
narrators with a modern and occidental psychology of today, but that of an older world, of a simple 
mind and culture, in which the imaginative element is more dominating. But as they are inspired 
books, everything they say has God�s approval, who respects the peculiarities of the 
instrument/writer and does not dictate as if he were a typist of the things which he has to say, but 
respects his way of talking, and only stops him in the case of error817 . 

Matthew�s gospel is written for Jews, that is why it insists that Jesus is the Messiah 
prophesized in the Old Testament, and frequently refers to the way of talking and living of the 
Jews.818 

Marks�s gospel reflects the catechism in Rome of Peter, whom he accompanied. He probably 
writes in Rome, and that is why he explains many of the Jewish traditions to those who are not 
Jewish819. 

Luke�s gospel, companion to Paul, reveals the doctrine of the Apostle of the People820. He 
writes about Christian communities of Greek mentality, who proceed from paganism. that is why he 
insists that Jesus is the Savior. 

The gospel of John is the last one written. That is why he completes the other three821, which 
are similar amongst themselves, (that is why they are called �synoptic�, they can be read 
simultaneously), and it tells things which the others left out. He centers himself in the figure of Jesus, 
and is the most theological of the four. 

There are those that are of the opinion that the fourth gospel was not written by John, the 
apostle. They ascribe it to John the Elder a Greek that never knew Jesus directly822 . That opinion 
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is unacceptable, because the narrator of the fourth gospel declares himself as a witness to the acts 
he describes823, and recognizes that he was Jesus� favorite disciple824, who at the supper rested his 
head on Jesus� chest825, that he was with Most Holy Mary at the foot of the cross826, that together 
with Peter went to the Lord�s tomb, and when seeing the sheet lying on the ground, and the shroud 
neatly folded which had been on his head, he saw and believed827  

It is much more logical to apply all of this to the apostle John, than to try to introduce a new 
player, also called John, who reclined his head on Jesus� chest at the Last Supper, then having 
�fourteen people in attendance�.828 

But the gospels state that only twelve were seated to the dinner with Jesus829 
On the other hand830, in the other three gospels, apostle John is named seventeen times, the 

fourth gospel, he is not named a single time. He is always referred to as the �Loved Disciple�. This 
substitution is explained if the Apostle John and the �Loved Disciple� was the same person. 

Besides, in the fourth gospel, the friendship between Peter and the �Loved Disciple� is 
mentioned multiple times, and Luke in the book of Acts says that the friend of Peter was the apostle 
John 

To introduce another John, different from the apostle, makes no sense. 
The author of the fourth gospel can be identified, without fault, with the �Loved Disciple� of 

Jesus, one of the twelve. (��) From the second century, de fourth gospel is attributed to the 
apostle John. (�..) From its first spreading of the news, the church received the fourth gospel as 
that of John, the apostle831 

Saint Irenaeus 832says that John dictated his gospel in Ephesus, when an elder. This explains 
the different style between the Apocalypses and the Gospel, as the Ammonite could have been a 
well cultured person and improved John�s Greek. 

�Those  who proclaim the fourth gospel to John the Elder say that the apostle John died a 
martyr together with his brother James. This is inadmissible as Luke tells of the martyrdom of 
James chapter XII of the book of Acts. not mentioning John at all. This silence could not be possible 
if both brothers died together. Besides, it shows us latter on, in Chapter XV, Apostle John being a 
participant at the assembly in Jerusalem on a date certainly\y after the death of James833 

Would it not be he who is refereed to as John the Elder the same apostle John, who was 
very old when he dictated his gospel in Ephesus? 

 
 
8. Evangelists did not write their books like modern day historians would do so describing a 

historical fact investigated by him834, with concrete dates, and exact itineraries. �Gospels are not 
chronologically correct series of events, but a catechism for the faithful transmittal of the Christina 
truth835I 

Matthew juxtaposes miracles and parables which took place at very different times. and Luke 
puts it all in order on a trip to Jerusalem. 
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Gospels do not have a historical form, but rather a message form. 

Evangelists do not try to relate the events in exact chronological form, but try to present the 
person, the doctrine; the redeeming works of Jesus to men, so that they may believe.836 

Gospels are narratives, schematic, fragmentary, selections and summaries. 
On the other hand, they have always had the practical finality of preaching: they try to be a 

teaching, to transmit a message which one should take upon oneself and live in the faith, they do not 
try to give us a bit of information, and when contributing to the formation of a new world, born of the 
redeeming work of Jesus, they present the Lord Jesus, so one may find Him and be His disciple.837 

Gospels are neither a diary nor a biography in the modern sense of the word. They are a 
catechesis of apostolic preaching. 

The more one is imbued in the individual methods of the evangelists, in their goals and in their 
plan, the more one is convinced of the fragmentary and serialized character that is peculiar to each, 
and they showed no interest in the little things which may seem to us today as being of almost 
substantial character.  

Evangelists try to strengthen the faith of their readers, and in order to accomplish this it is 
enough for them to select something of the most outstanding of the life and doctrine of the Lord. 
Topographic and chronological framework was not necessary, and for such reasons they overlooked 
it. Many facts and words are outside of their historical framework838. 

Generally, the evangelist, has no chronological interest. He sometimes gathers parables, 
miracles or controversies with the Jews with a linking word (�then�, �later�, �after�). even though the 
facts may have happened at very distant times. The intention of the evangelists was to inculcate a 
way of life, religious upbringing. The base of the narration is historical, but not as we understand 
history now.839 

The Gospels are historical books although history is not understood in the modern sense. But 
their style, describing places and introducing historical characters in their time, however, do clearly 
demonstrate that they are not trying to write a work of fiction. Although not always, they sometimes 
show with exactness the day and date, and give a multitude of details, which show their desire to 
describe the true facts.840 

The gospels are �historical� in the common and vulgar sense. The church has always thought 
so: The clergy and the laity.841 It is evident that they were not �invented�. 

Evangelists affirm that what they narrate is the truth842 
Luke at the beginning of his gospel guarantees his readers of �the certainty of his narrative, as 

they are �true and authentic things� 
Luke843 says that to write about the recently occurred happenings after it was determined 

�after having investigated with exactness all of those facts from their origin�844 
John affirms that what he narrates is �what his eyes saw and his ears heard845. He who bears 

witness to it, and his testimony is true and he knows that he is telling the truth so that you may 
believe�846 
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Gospels appear, then, to be written without any true apologetic preoccupation, in the modern 
sense of the word, but rather with the purpose of transmitting just as it is regarding the fact about 
which they give witness.  

Gospels are not a doctrinal speculation, but rather the attestation of a fact  
The authors not only do not make a eulogy to themselves, but rather present them as without 

intelligence, ambitious, quarrelsome, with cowards, and traitors. They present Christ, inferior to the 
Father as abandoned by the Father... The miracles are described with a sobriety which distinguishes 
them immediately from the accounts which are not evangelical.847 

The Apostolic origin, direct or indirect, and the literary genesis of the Gospels justify their 
historical value. 

Derived from an oral preaching which goes back to the origins of a primitive community, they 
have as their basis the guarantee of eyewitnesses. 

Undoubtedly neither the Apostles nor the other preachers and evangelical narrators tried to 
make history in the technical sense of this word; their purpose was less secular and more 
theological; they spoke to convert and to edify, to inculcate and to illustrate the faith, to defend it 
against the adversaries. 

But they did it relying on veridical and controllable testimony demanded both by the integrity of 
their consciences as by the desire not to give cause for hostile refutations. 

If the Gospels are not �history books�, nor is it less certain that they do not attempt to offer 
anything which is not historical.848 

The historical value of the gospels, besides being true for the critic, are for the Catholic a truth 
of faith849. 

 
Comparative studies have been made on all of the copies of the writings of the evangelists 

that we keep.850 
Hort, one of the surest critics of the XIX century851 summarizes his research of twenty-five 

years and those of his colleague Westcott in their original critique of the Greek text of the New 
Testament, with these words: �The variants which touch the substance of the text are scant and can 
be evaluated in less than a one-thousandth part of the text852�. 

The majority of the variants only refer to the exterior grammatical form, the order of the words, 
and synonyms.853 

Of the one hundred fifty thousand variations, only fifteen are of any importance, and not a 
single one touches the faith of the church854 

This attests to the care with which they were copied855. 
That Christian generation who had witnessed the facts that are narrated in the gospels, found 

them to be so correctly narrated, that they copied them by hand (no printers were available then) and 
were handed down generation to generation, so that today we have more copies of the gospels than 
of any other book of that time. No one dares doubt the authenticity of the works of the Latin classics, 
Caesar, Cicero, Horatio and Virgil. Even though they all lived some 50 years before Christ, do not 
have, by far, the amount of proof that we have of the gospels. The only contemporary of Christ of 
whom we have the best documents is Virgil. And of Virgil, we only have three uncial codes. On the 
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other hand, we have two hundred and ten copies of the gospels, a complete superiority!856 Of Plato, 
we conserve manuscripts that are 1,500 years after him857 Aristotle who lived 300 years before 
Christ, whose �Treaty on Logic� continues to this day to be the foundation of all philosophical 
reasoning, the earliest manuscript that is known is 1400 years after him. The great contemporary 
historian, MenØndez Pidal, who in his �History of Spain858, a 30 volume set of books, refers to and 
backs some of his affirmations in the work Germania of the Roman Emperor Tacitus, who was after 
Christ, as he died in the year 120. Of the �Germania� of Tacitus, the oldest known code is 1340 
years after him.859 

Greek historian Polibius, who died 120 years before Christ, and of whom Mommsen, (Doctor 
of Ancient History at the University of Berlin, and Noble prize winner) says that: �it is to him that later 
generations, including our own, owe the best documents concerning the march of the Roman 
civilization860., the oldest manuscript that we have from him is 1067 years after his death.861 

On the other hand, we have manuscripts of the gospels very close to the evangelists. The 
Gospel according to John was written in the year 95862; well then, in 1935 the Rylands papyrus 
which refers to this gospel was discovered, and is kept in Manchester. It was purchased in 1920 by 
B. P. Granfell for the book merchant John Rylands863. According to specialists, it was written in 
the year 130864. Only 35 years later! This is wonderful! The Bodmer II papyrus, which is kept in the 
Cologne library in Geneva, and which almost completely contains the gospel according to John, is 
100 years after him865. It was published in 1956 by V. Martin866. Of the three centuries after Christ, 
there are thirty papyruses867 

This is a unique case in Greco-Roman history. 
In 1972, Fr, Joseph O�Callaghan, a Spanish Jesuit papyrologist, Professor at the Gregorian 

University in Rome and Dean of the Biblical Faculty of the Pontificio Instituto Bíblico di Roma, and of 
the Theological Faculty of Barcelona, deciphered some fragments of scrolls found in cave 7 in 
Qunram (Dead Sea). They are identified as 7Q5, It is the text of Mark, 6:52s. In eleven other caves 
there were six hundred scrolls. In these manuscripts,, which were discovered in 1947 other texts 
have been identified, such as Exodus, Isaiah, Jeremiah, etc. Of almost all of the books of the Old 
Testament. The text deciphered by Fr. O�Callaghan is a fragment of the gospel of Mark, sent to 
Jerusalem by the Christina community in Rome, which was hidden by the Essene inside amphorae 
in those caves. one of which has the name �ROME� written in Hebrew.868 

 This probably occurred during the invasion of Palestine by the Romans, before the ruin of 
Jerusalem of the year 70. Specifically when Vespassianus troops were approaching in the year 
68869. This discovery has been considered the most important on the New Testament870 of the 
twentieth century. In 1991, a facsimile edition containing 1,787 photographs of these manuscripts 
was published.871 
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This interpretation of Fr. O�Callaghan has recently been confirmed by Oxford�s University�s 
eminent German professor Carsten Peter Thiede, in the prestigious magazine BIBLICA872 Thiede 
literally says: �According to the rules of paleographic work and actual criticism, it is true that 7Q5 is 
Mark, 5:52s. The 7Q5 is the O�Callaghan papyrus. Thiede has published a study supporting Fr. 
O�Callaghan titled �The oldest manuscript of the gospels�873. Fr. Ignacio de La Potterie, S. L. said 
that there are many more who each day accept this identification. during the international symposium 
in October 1991 in Eichstat where the expert papyrologist Hunger of the University of Vienna, and 
Riesenfeld 874 of Upsala University in Sweden supported this opinion.. 

The text of the 7Q5 has been studied by the IBICUS computer in Liverpool, England, and has 
demonstrated that the combination of letters, in the bible, is only found in Mark 6:52s, which is 
7Q5875 

British paleographer Roberts from Oxford University and the foremost world authority on 
Greek paleography, stated before these papyruses were deciphered, by studying the writing 
determined that they dated some 50 years after Christ876 , in other words, some 20 years after the 
death of Christ and 10 years after Mark wrote his gospel. There is no doubt that is before the year 
68, at which time the caves at Qumran were sealed, with the scrolls inside them, before having to 
flee from the troops of Vespasianus who invaded that territory in the year 68877 It is therefore of the 
manuscript that is closest to Jesus of all known manuscripts878 

The decoder of these documents has stated that it is no longer possible to affirm that the 
Gospel is the elaboration of an ancient Christina community, and that it had a more or less lengthy 
period of word of mouth diffusion before being written, but that we now have the proof of events 
through immediate sources. 

This discovery has knocked down Bultmann�s theories. The proximity of this manuscript to the 
original destroys Bultmann�s hypothesis, which stated that the gospels are a creation of a primitive 
community which transfigured �the historical Jesus� to the �Jesus of faith� This discovery confirms 
scientifically what the church has been teaching for nineteen centuries: the historicity of the Gospels. 

The onslaught against the historicity of the gospels began with Friedrich Strauss in 1835. 
Renovated by Ernest Renan in 1863. In modern times Rudolph Bultmann affirms that �we can 
know nothing about the life of Jesus, as the gospels are the idealization of a legend of the following 
generations. If 7Q5 is from the year 50, this idealization is not possible in the contemporary. The 
celebrated protestant theologian Oscar Cullman, for some time a follower of Bultmann, recognizes 
that he withdrew from Bultmann because of the interpretation he had of the bible. For Bultmann the 
only historical element of the gospels which would remain standing is the cross. The rest, including 
the resurrection, would merely be a symbol.879. One of Bultmann�s followers has said about the 
discovery of 7Q5: �One must throw into the fire about 7 tons of Germanic studies.�880 The time 
elapsed between the happenings and the composition of the gospels is so short, that it does not 
allow the formation of a myth contrary to history881. 

Recently, Dr. Carsten Peter Thiede published in the German magazine Zeitschrift Für 
Papyrologie, specializing in papyrology, the discovery a papyrus with a fragment of the twenty sixth 
chapter of the Gospel of Matthew, written in the first century of our era. It is the Magdalene Cr. of 
Rome 17, because it is kept in the library of the Colegio de la Magdalena de Oxford. It was donated 
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to this school by the Rev. Charles B. Huleat, an alumni of the institution, who had been the chaplain 
of the Iglesia BritÆnica de Luxor, in Egypt882. He had purchased it there from an antiques bazaar. 
They are three fragments from Matthew written in the year 70883. This was front page news in the 
TIMES during Christmas 1994. A few months ago, Thiede published a book, Jesus Eyewitness. 
Reading it is a true spiritual and intellectual pleasure.884 

Fr. B. Manzano, S. I., who has written the most modern and well documented book on the life 
of Christ885, and who is a specialist on matters pertaining to Palestine, gives us these dates as the 
approximate dates in which the synoptic gospels were written. 

The Gospel according to Matthew, between the years 37 and 42 
The Gospel according to Mark, between the years 40 and 45 
The Gospel according to Luke between the years 47 and 56 
The Gospel according to John, as stated before, was written in the year 95. 
H. J. Schultz professor at the University of Würtzburg (Germany) categorically states that no 

gospel was written after the year 70. This position has been supported by the famous exegete 
Rudolf Schnackenburg �because of the weight of the arguments posed�886  

Some people think that if the Gospels were written several years after the death of Christ, they 
may not reflect with exactness Jesus� sayings, but that they may be a free reconstruction of the 
same. But one must bear in mind the habit of the Jews of memorizing the Bible, the Talmud, the 
Torah, etc. In this manner we can be guaranteed that the evangelical texts will make us closer to the 
thoughts of Jesus and to his word.887 In the second century, they are confirmed by Papias disciple of 
John; by Clemens Romanus, disciple of Peter, and Pope from the year 91 to year 100; by Ignatius 
of Antioch also a disciple of John; by Justin, Irenaeus, Bishop of Lyon and disciple of Polycarp, 
friend of John, by Origen, Tertullian, Clement of Alexandria, Hermes the shepherd, etc. etc. All 
of them in the second century. The text of the gospels has been transmitted to us literally in the 
essential. It is true that we do not possess the originals But the same thing happens to all writers of 
that time888. This is due to the fragility of the material on which it was written. The sacred texts were 
copied with such interest and were kept with such love, that this is why there is no book from that 
time which could be compared in number and quality of manuscripts. 

It is also, the exceptional state of conservation. Of the Latin authors, the most complete 
works that we have today are dated after the VIII century. On the other hand, we have seventy eight 
complete evangelical codices, from the fourth to the sixth century. And gospels were so frequently 
quoted, that we could reconstruct in their totality the four gospels just by the quotes utilized by the 
seven writers (Justin, Irenaeus, Clement, Origen, Tertullian, Hipolitus and Eusebius). Of these 
we have 26,487 quotes.889. Facing all of this evidence, the great British critic of classic literature B. 
H. Streeter, confesses that the gospels (as to their authenticity) are in a most privileged position 
amongst all of the literary works of ancient times. 

Therefore, he who does not admit what the gospels say, has no right to believe in anything 
pertaining to ancient history, because what is told to us in the gospels, makes us much more aware 
of their rigor, than the many things admitted by the history of old times. And one of the things on 
which the gospels insist most on are the miracles that Christ performed to prove he was God.  
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9. Nothing is told by the gospel on the external aspect of Jesus. It was not a habit of the 
historians of those days. That is why the evangelists keep silent as to his height, the color of his 
eyes, the tone of his voice and the features of his face. 

We know that his gaze was irresistible, a look capable of doing, with just one look, that men 
would abandon everything in order to follow him. A deep look, warm, yet penetrating. A gaze full of 
kindness, of a Being that was all kindness. Of a Being who traveled the land of Judea doing good, 
Galilee, Samaria�., curing the sick, consoling the outcast of the world, giving himself to everyone, 
having pity on all, loving all�. Of the Being who would pronounce the sweetest words that ever took 
form on human lips �Come to me you who are tired and heavy laden, and I will succor you�890  

�I do not believe that there is anything more profound, more attractive, more virile and more 
perfect than Christ� (F. Dostoyevski) 

In the National Library of Madrid there is an incunabula in which the Roman consul Lentulus 
Publius writes about the figure of Christ. He says: � In our time, there appeared a man �Jesus�, of 
great strength, venerable face, serene eyes and abundant beard. His disciples called Him Son of 
God, as he resurrected the dead and cured the sick891. 

The gospels describe an exceptional being, a man who in only three years of public life, in a 
radius of a few miles, changed the world in such a way that time is now measured in the time that 
preceded Him, and the years after His coming892.  

Christ illuminated mans life with His doctrine, with a vision of eternity and transformed the 
values of human thought. 

Jesus Christ has been the greatest man in History. Geniuses like Calderon de la Barca and 
Michelango, military men like Caesar and Napoleon, after their deaths have been admired, but not 
loved. Jesus Christ is the only man who has been loved beyond his death. Two thousand years 
after his death, legions of men and women, leaving their paternal families, and their future families, 
their wealth and their Country, giving everything up, have lived only for Him. 

Jesus Christ has been loved with heroism. Thousand upon thousands of martyrs have given 
their blood for Him. Thousands upon thousands of saints have centered their lives on Him. 

Saints of all times, of all ages, of all social classes. Some with crowns of kings, others with 
bare feet; some with the habit of monks, and others with the belt of a soldier, some with a jacket and 
tie, and others with the calloused hands of laborers; boys with a pure heart and girls with a clear look 
and a demure way of walking. All of these loved him heroically and attained the crown of immortality. 

Jesus has also been the most fought against man in humanity. What does this man have, who 
died over two thousand years ago, and to this day, bothers many? 

 
10. Jesus lived the greater part of his life a worker, earning his sustenance with the sweat of 

his brow and working with his hands. He worked as a carpenter in a humble and happy workshop of 
Nazareth. In this fashion he dignified and ennobled work.  

Jesus, says the bible, made himself as a man  in everything except sin 893. When Paul says 
�that Christ became sin for us�894, he means that Christ took upon himself the punishment for our 
sins, but not the guilt. This would be incompatible with the infinite goodness of God. 

The life and doctrine of Jesus Christ are for us an example of what we have to do to attain the 
kingdom of heaven, that is to say, to save ourselves. He taught us the path to Heaven. 
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When Jesus Christ was a mere thirty years old He began to preach His doctrine. He 
miraculously cured many sick and needy. His public life can be summarized in this sentence: �He 
went about doing good works�895. 

Because of this, many followed him as disciples. Of these He chose twelve in order to form 
them especially and so that, when He would not be there, they would continue his work. 

But the ruling class of the Jews could not tolerate that an unknown man, not educated with 
them, should displace them from popular favor. Envy grew and with it, hate. They shut their eyes 
until they could not see even the clearest of things. �This man�, they said, �performs many miracles 
and they all follow him�. The logical thing would have been, since they recognized the miracles, that 
they surrender before God�s testimony and follow Him. But no, they became obstinate and they did 
not stop until they seized Him and turned Him over to the Roman authorities, obtaining from them the 
sentence of death on the cross, which was the cruelest manner of death known at the time. 

Today, we see the Jews approaching the person of Christ. There have been several books 
written by Jews on this matter. One of the better known books is that of Joseph Klausmer, entitled 
�Jesus von Nazareth�, published in Jerusalem. Recently, several eminent personalities have 
converted to Catholicism from their Judaism, such as historian Ludovico Pastor and Edith Stein, a 
philosopher; Nadiuska, a movie actress and Andre Frossard, son of the First Secretary General of 
the French Communist Party, and author of the book �God Exists, I have found Him�, a worldwide 
best seller. 

 
11. Evangelists wrote from their faith in that Jesus was the Son of God. Thus did Mark affirm 

this at the beginning of his Gospel896, and John at the end of his897 . 
The expression �Son of God� not always supposes the divinity according to the use of this 

expression among the Jews. But a professor of the Gregorian University in Rome, Jose Caba, S.I., 
shows in one of his books how in some passages of the Gospels, the divinity of Christ is clearly 
expressed.898 

Jesus Christ introduced himself as God899. No other founder of religions had such daring. 
Buddha, Confucius, Muhammad, Lao Tse, Zarathrusta, or Soroaster900 , etc., introduced a more 
or less moralizing religion, but not a single one of them pretended to be God.901 

Jesus Christ said that He was God. 
On repeated occasions he presented himself as God; �You belong to what is below; I belong to 

what is above902�. �I existed before the world existed903� ; �Who sees me, sees the Father904� ; �The 
Father and I are one905� . That is like saying: �The two of us are of one and the same nature, I am 
God as the Father is God�. 

The texts in which Jesus Christ shows His inferiority in respect to the Father, are always in 
reference to His human nature. 

Since Christ had two natures, that of God and that of Man, the texts of the Gospels sometimes 
refer to Jesus Christ as God and others to Jesus Christ as Man. That Jesus Christ was a true 
man is very clear: He was hungry and because of this He approached the fig tree to see if it had 
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figs906; He was thirsty and He asked the Samaritan woman to give Him water from the well907 ; He 
became tired and He fell asleep in the boat908, etc., etc. 

Jesus Christ called Himself The Son of Man. It appears this way some eighty two times in 
the gospel; and always from the mouth of Jesus Christ . It is a reference that the prophet Daniel 
was giving to the messiah. 

The disciples called Him �Lord� (Kyrios). It was a reference to Yahweh, the God of Israel, 
inspired in the 110th Psalm who gave the Messiah such name.909 

Jesus Christ also had a divine nature as can be deducted from a multitude of texts. On 
repeated times he called Himself the Son of God910 .  

But this divine relationship of Jesus Christ is in a different fashion from that of the rest of men. 
Because of this He makes the distinction: �My Father and Your Father911� . In the meantime we men 
are the adopted sons912, Jesus Christ is a natural Son, that is to say, of His same nature He has 
divine nature. Being Jesus Christ, a natural son of God He has His same nature.  

The offspring will always have the same nature as their parents: the son of a fish is a fish, the 
son of a bird is a bird, the son of a man is a man, and the son of God is God. 

We are children by adoption913. Jesus Christ is by generation. That is why He is called �only 
begotten�914. Paul says �Jesus Christ being of divine nature, did not boast of His dignity, but rather 
forsaking His category of God, took the nature of man�915, and Paul adds, �Jesus Christ did not 
consider He was usurping being equal to God�916, as He already was by nature. That is why, when 
making himself similar to men, �He humbled himself�917, that is to say, He lowered himself when 
assuming the nature of man, being God as He was. 

 
 
12. Apostle Thomas called Jesus: �My Lord and my God�918 Jesus did not make him rectify 

as if that were an exaggeration.  
The Second Council of Constantinople authoritatively declares that Christ has been called God 

in these passages919.. 
Paul repeatedly affirms that Christ is God: he says that he is �of divine condition920� : that � in 

Him, in bodily form, lives divinity in all its fullness921� ; he calls him �God blessed forever922� and 
�Great God923� . Paul transmits the belief of the first Christian community. On the contrary the other 
Apostles would have protested924. On the contrary they themselves said the same thing. 
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Peter calls him God925 before receiving the keys to the Kingdom of Heaven926 and at the 
beginning of his second letter, calls Jesus, God and Savior.  

John said of Christ: �He is the only son of God�927, �He is the true God�928  
Paul stated: : �Anyway, whether it was them or I, this is what we preach929�. 
If the Apostles had not believed that Christ was God, they would not have given their lives for 

Him, because no one gives his life up for that which he knows to be a lie. 
Jehovah�s Witnesses deny the divinity of Christ and because of this they have made a 

translation of the Bible which they call the �New World�, where they introduce words which are not in 
the original text and they change the sense of the sentences where the divinity of Christ is spoken 
of. This introduction of words which change the sense of the original text is an authentic fraud. 

 
 
13. The Jews understood that Jesus held himself to be God, and because of this they wanted 

to kill him because he made himself �God�s equal930� . �We are stoning you not for doing a good 
work, but for blasphemy: though you are only a man, you claim to be God931�. �He must die as he 
pretends to be the son of God932� .  

The Jewish people were monotheist and did not consider any other God except Yahweh. 
Christ clearly affirmed His divinity. Because of this they called Him a blasphemer933.  

To Caiphas it also sounded like blasphemy, the answer which Jesus gave in the Sanhedrin 
when He affirmed that He was the Son of God. And for blaspheming they condemned him to 
death934. .If Christ had called Himself the Son of God, in the same fashion that God is the Father of 
the rest of men, which would not have sounded like blasphemy. Christ identified himself with the 
Father935, because He had the same nature as God.  

All of the texts that Jehovah�s Witnesses cite to take away from the Catholics their faith in the 
Christ-God refer to the Christ-Man. To ignore the texts in which it is affirmed of the divinity of Christ; 
is not to know the Bible. or to want to deceive, which is worse. Jehovah�s Witnesses do not have 
the right to call themselves Christians, since they do not believe that Christ is God. Because of this 
they are excluded from the World Council of Christian Churches936. 

John says: �Whoever denies the Son cannot have the Father either; Whoever acknowledges 
the Son has the Father too937�. . 

Jesus was convinced of being the Son of God in a special sense, unique. Jesus Christ called 
God His Father in a familiar fashion. He used the word �abba� which is the same as �papa�. German 
researcher Joachim Jeremiahs in his brief work entitled �The Prayer of the Lord� and in his book 
�The Essential Message of the New Testament� gives much importance to the term �abba�. He says 
that �Until now one has been able to cite a single case within Palestinian Judaism in which God is 
invoked as �My Father� by an individual. For the Jewish mentality this would have sounded like a lack 
of reverence. Which makes it unimaginable to call God with this colloquial term. It is something new, 
exceptional to all of which there never would have been even a suspicion. We find ourselves facing 
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something which is new and unheard of, which breaks all the moulds of Judaism938. Urs von 
Balthasar says that the word �abba� (daddy, dad) is loving and exclusive �it is unthinkable that 
Jesus would have given that treatment before to another man named Joseph939 

Christ is the Son of God in a real sense. Not a figurative one: a holy man, but not of divine 
nature. Because of this St. Augustine writes: �To those who say that Jesus Christ is the Son of 
God as far as He is a man so holy that he deserves to be called the Son of God, to those who do not 
believe, as such they should be expelled from our community by the Catholic institution�940. 

Some want to downgrade the divinity of Christ. For them Christ was a �divined� man in the 
affective sense of the word, not the effective. That is why instead of talking about the divinity �of� 
Christ, they prefer to talk about the presence of divinity �in� Christ. As if Christ were not a true God, 
but only a man in whom God shone in an extraordinary form. But if we were to read the gospel 
without prejudice, as said by Greely, it is clear that Christ feels united with the Father in a unique 
and extraordinary form; �Who sees me, sees the Father� John says, putting words in Christ�s 
mouth941. What�s more Jesus feels He has the authority to change the Old Testament. The prophets 
of Antiquity backed His words in the authority of God. They would say; �So speaks the Lord�. Jesus 
speaks in His name only and dares to correct the Mosaic law, being superior to it. He speaks on his 
own right. �It was said to the elders, but I tell you�942. 

Jesus spoke with sufficient clarity so that we could discover hi divinity, but in a veiled way so 
as to not scandalize those people, essentially monotheist, who could not accept another God than 
Yahweh. 

That is why Jesus discovered His divinity in a gradual form943. To state it suddenly would have 
caused a scandal. 

Only at the end of His life does He reveal the mystery of His divine personality. Jesus 
responded to Caiphas who questioned him about his divinity: �You have said it� which is a way of 
speaking, which means �It is as you say�944 

To be a Christian it is necessary to believe that Jesus Christ is the son of God945 
 
 
14. Jesus Christ demonstrated with His miracles that which He said was the truth: because 

only with the power of God can miracles be made946 . The miracle surpasses the laws of Nature, and 
this can only be done with the power of God. 

Jesus Christ had said many times: �If you do not believe in my words, believe in my works947� 
�My works give testimony of Me948� , �If I had not performed such works among them as no one else 
has ever done, they would be blameless949�  

Jesus Christ alluded to the miracles which he performed so that we might believe in Him950. 
Jesus Christ performed the miracles on his own behalf. He says to the wind: I tell you, stop; 

and the wind stops. And to the ocean: I tell you, be calm, and the ocean becomes calm . And to the 
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lame: I tell you, get up and walk, and the lame walks951. Jesus Christ always performed his miracles 
in his own name. On the other hand Peter did them in Jesus Christ�s name952 

 
 
15. A miracle is a work, a visible act which can be perceived through the senses and which 

surpasses the forces of Nature953, and which is done by God, whether directly, or through the angels 
or by men. 

God always performs miracles for a good end: as a sign of salvation954. 
John, when referring to the miracles of Jesus Christ , calls them �signs�955 
Miracle is the seal of God. Everything that carries the seal of miracle is true, as God cannot 

backup his authority with a lie. 
The strength of a miracle is the fact that God is the only one who can change the laws of 

Nature, and He is the Sum of all Truth. Therefore, the miracle is carried out to confirm an affirmation 
made by human lips, this is an approbation of God to the affirmation of man; and God cannot 
approve an error or a lie. 

A miracle represents the seal of God. All that which bears the seal of a miracle is truth, 
because God cannot back up with his authority that which is a lie. 

Miracles help faith, but do not force it, as the event must be free. If not, it would not be 
meritorious. Faith transcends reasons, but it is reasonable. If faith were not reasonable, the believers 
would be stupid. 

Miracles, are not those extraordinary acts which come from certain skills of men or from 
intervention of the devil. 

A miracle is not the same as a wonder. A wonder can be the work of a magician or a water 
diviner who finds springs of water, have nothing to do with miracles. These are tricks, skills, 
exceptional qualities. But none of this surpasses the laws of Nature. The miracles is a breaking of the 
laws of Nature, and in a religious context956 

God can change Natures Laws, as they belong to him. but God cannot make a square circle, 
as that would be absurd, and God makes any absurdities957 

Today there are phenomena which we still do not understand well, such as water divining, 
telepathy, telekinesis, precognition, etc., although almost all the scientific world rejects what 
parapsychology affirms about the ability to influence material by subjective means, both in prediction 
and telekinesis.958. 

 But a miracle is something which we know surpasses the forces of Nature: such as 
resurrecting a dead person who has been dead for four days and is already in the state of 
putrefaction. 

We may not know the extreme to which in some cases the laws of Nature may get to959. But 
there are things that for certain Nature cannot do960 a man so tall that he can touch the moon with his 
hand, obtain gold by rubbing his hands hydrogen and oxygen, or harvest roses by sowing the seed 
of wheat. There are things which evidently surpass the possibility of man, as Rabindranath Tagore 
said: �You can blow out a candle with one breath; but it is impossible to snuff out the Sun with air 
puffs.� 
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A pig, no matter how much you train it, will never be able to compete with a race horse; at 
most, it will be a fast pig.. 

As Parente says: �Today medical science obtains wonderful cures, by using adequate means, 
frequently complicated and long. In this there is no wonder, but rather technique and the intelligent 
use of adequate means to this end. But if a man cures a blind person, or a leper, with a simple word 
then science and reason are eliminated and it is necessary to find the cause in facts which are 
outside of the laws and natural means.961� 

 
 
16. Some persons resist believing in the miracles of Jesus Christ. They deny the miracle 

because they say that it is impossible. But this denial has no value at all. If it can be proven that they 
are real facts, then some explanation has to be given. The cure of illnesses, they want to attribute to 
occult and unknown procedures; and when this turns out to be too absurd, then they limit themselves 
to calmly denying the fact. This procedure is very easy, but it is not very scientific.  

The force of Jesus Christ is in that he confirmed his doctrine with miracles which we know 
were realized by the historicity of the Gospels, and because they exceed all human power they are a 
confirmation of the divine.  

�Once we admit the activity of the miracle-worker as an indubitable fact in the life of Christ, 
there is no basis for making a selection between the miracles of the Gospel, admitting some as 
historic ones and rejecting others as legends.... Reading the historicity of the Gospels, there can be 
no doubt.962� 

The best historical source is that which was spoken of the fact by the contemporaries who 
saw or heard from those who witnesses. Well then, the miracles of Jesus Christ are told to us by 
those who saw them with their own eyes and who died for defending the truth of what they said.  

St. John says: �We speak only about what we know and witness only what we have seen and 
yet the people reject our evidence.963�. Even the same enemies of Jesus could not deny the 
miraculous deeds which Jesus performed and because of this they attributed them to Satan964. They 
even decide to kill him because �this man makes may miracles. If we let him live, many will believe in 
him965�. And even Peter in his speech in Jerusalem, on occasion of Pentecost feast, said: �Fellow 
Israelites, listen to what I am going to tell you about Jesus of Nazareth. God accredited him and 
through him did powerful deeds and wonders and signs in your midst, as you well know�966. The 
Gospels describe in detailed form the more than forty miracles that were personally made by Jesus 
Christ 967. 

 
17. Faith, is the acceptance of the word of a trustworthy person. To believe in what has not 

been seen because it is told to us by one who has seen it or knows about it968. 
Personal faith in Jesus Christ is the acceptance of his own testimony up to the support and 

the total giving of oneself to his divine Person969. It is not mere acceptance of the fact that He lives 
and exists among us as truly as when he lived in Palestine: neither is it only an adherence of only 
understanding the truths which the Gospel proposes to us, according to the authorized interpretation 
of the Magisterium of the Church. It is something much more existential and totalizing.  
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The First Vatican Council states: �The Catholic Church unfailingly teaches that faith is 
essentially a supernatural assent of the understanding of the truths revealed by God970, but faith is 
not only accepting a truth by reasoning, but also with one�s heart. It is the commitment of our self 
with that of Jesus Christ in a relationship of intimacy which bears with it demands which an ideology 
never would be capable of demanding of us. In order to have a real and mature faith one has to pass 
from the cold concept to the heat of friendship and a decided commitment. Because of this a faith 
like that in Jesus Christ is one which gives strength and efficacy to a Christian life which has been 
fully renovated, such as that which Vatican Council II wants to promote. The most essential part of 
faith is to accept a truth through the authority which God has revealed. He who demands a scientific 
explanation that God is in the Eucharist, does not have faith in the Eucharist. 

The only thing that is reasonable is searching the guaranties that take us to accept that this 
truth has truly been revealed to us by God, These are reasons of credibility971 Amongst these is the 
infallible definition of the Church that a determined truth is truly revealed by God.972 

When the Church, either by dogmatic definition, be it by its Magisterium ordinary and 
Universal, proposes to the faithful a truth to be believed as revealed by God, it cannot fail in view of 
the special assistance of the Holy Spirit who cannot allow that the entire Church err in matters 
relating to faith or customs.973. 

Faith is not only the acceptance of some formulas, but also the personal adhesion to Jesus 
Christ 974. Faith, more than believing in something that we do not see, believes in someone who has 
talked to us975. More than �an intellectual act, it is an attitude, a vital behavior that implies the whole 
person. Faith is above all, adhesion to the person who reveals, secure in the faithfulness and loyalty 
with which God speaks to us976 

Faith is not only accepting concepts, but, above all, living faithfully to some principles. It is not 
only �I accept�, but more �I trust you�. Faith means �acknowledging something for true and real in 
light of the testimony of another person�, because we trust his science and veracity. Supernatural 
faith gives me the utmost certainty, as I do not have to trust the natural aptitude of human 
understanding to know the truth, nor of the veracity of a man, but of the science and veracity of God. 
Because I believe in Jesus Christ, I trust his word. I accept Jesus Christ n as a supreme norm, and 
I value everything as He values it. One�s acts are the expression of the level of faith of a person. 
There is no possible acceptance of the program of Jesus Christ if it is not through the language of 
the acts. �To follow Jesus Christ means to listen to His words, assimilate his attitudes, behave like 
Him, identify oneself completely with Him � �It is not a following in the material sense of the word: one 
must follow Him in spiritual steps, with one�s heart, with the soul, by giving one�s self. �Follow� in 
this case, means to believe, accept his words, obey His teachings, and turn into being His disciple977 

Those who truly follow Jesus Christ want to be like Him. They make an effort in order to think 
like Him. To do things that would be of His liking. They wish to do good. Help others, forgive, be 
generous and to love all978. To have faith carries within itself a lifestyle. �Faith is mans answer to a 
God who reveals himself�979 �Faith is the human response to the personal God and therefore is the 
meeting of two persons., In it, man is totally committed. Faith is certain, not because it implies the 
evidence of something seen, but because it is the adhesion to a person who sees. Transmission of 
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faith is verified through testimonials�.. A Christian gives testimony as he commits himself to God 
and His works� Normally, Christian truth makes itself be recognized through the Christian person.980 

Who doesn�t have faith does not understand he who does. and who knows how to appraise 
eternal values. It is like talking to a blind person about colors. 

 
 
18. Today it is fashionable to insist that faith is something insecure. There is some truth in that, 

because faith is not shown to us with a metaphysic certainty, as a philosophical axiom. But a faith is 
very reasonable, as we have seen in some preceding pages (3,8). One must not underestimate this 
security Psychologists affirm that a sense of security is one of the indispensable elements for the 
human being, in such a fashion that a lack of it is a source of neurosis. 

The desire for security is inherent to human nature. Nobody puts his money in a bank where 
there is a danger he might lose it, no one eats rotten food that might make him ill, and no 
mountaineer would climb up a rope that is not well tied. 

Faith is illuminating, optimistic and full of hope because it is reasonable.  
Some speak of a faith which is obscure, vague, diffuse and nebulous. �The Church and our 

experience make us smile when we are faced with this coarse reasoning, which is the fruit of an 
inferiority complex which today has so many believers, even among those who write and teach.� 

The following of Christ demands an effort to go on assuming the fundamental attitudes which 
gave meaning to all of His life: to believe in what He believed, to give importance to those things 
which He did, to defend that which He defended, to live and to die for that which He lived and died981 
. A man without values is an immature man, who flows with the wind and lacks responsibility982 
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REDEMPTION 
 
33. GOD BECAME MAN IN ORDER TO REDEEM US FROM SIN AND TO GIVE US 

LIFE ETERNAL. 
 
 
 
1. To redeem from sin is to ransom for a price.  
Since the original sin which Adam and Eve983 committed, the doors of Heaven were closed 

and no one could enter there.  
Through the merits of the Redemption of Jesus Christ all of our sins were forgiven and the 

doors of Heaven were opened:  
 
God sent his son to redeem man984.�For you know that you have been ransomed.....with the 

precious blood of Christ�985 �For ye have been bought at a price�986. �For he shall save his people 
from their sins�987. Jesus Christ who offered himself as a ransom for all.988�  The son of man came to 
give his life for the redemption of all989 Christ died for us990. Christ died for all991 

The Father sent his son to be the savior of the world992. And Peter  says that Jesus is the only 
savior of the world.993 

�Many� in the Bible means �all�994. 
God has died for all, but for redemption to be applied to each man,  depends that he want to 

take advantage of it995. As Saint Augustine said: �God, who has created you, cannot save you with 
out you. 

But in order for us to be saved it was necessary to believe in the truths revealed by God and to 
do good works: 

�Whoever believes and is baptized will be saved; whoever does not believe will be 
condemned� 996 �But if you wish to enter into eternal life, keep the commandments�997. 

 
 
2. Irish Franciscan philosopher was walking along a road and found a laborer who, perspiring, 

was sinking the ploughshare into the hard earth. They began to speak about God. After a few words 
the farmhand interrupted him: 
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Do you allow me to ask you a question? 
 
Let us see. 
 
�God knows all. God is infallible. He cannot make mistakes. At this instant God knows if I am 

going to save myself or if I am going to condemn myself. Well now, if God knows that I am going to 
save myself, no matter how much I sin, I will be saved; on the other hand, if God knows that I am 
going to condemn myself, no matter how much I try, I will be condemned. Therefore, why should I 
worry about doing good works?� 

 
�God knows if you will be saved or condemned, in the same fashion that He knows if this year 

you will have a splendid harvest or you will lose it all in a freeze. According to your reasoning, since 
God knows what will happen to your harvest and God cannot make mistakes, it is useless for you to 
plow and to sow the land. Pick up your plow, go home, and wait to see what happens.� 

 
And opening his prayer book, he continued to walk along the path. The farmhand did not know 

what to say. In spite of the infallible science of God, if he did not sow it was certain that he would not 
reap the harvest. 

 
And it is that the reaping or the non-reaping of the harvest; that I will be saved or condemned; 

does not occur because God already knows it; but rather that God already knows it from now 
because, in fact, it will happen afterwards.  

If you let a stone drop from a window before it reaches the ground you know that there will be 
a thud. But the thud did not happen because you knew it, but only that you knew it because it 
necessarily was going to happen. The difference is in that we only can know the future when this 
depends on physical laws of nature; on the other hand, God also knows the future of free beings, 
because for Him time does not pass. God already knows the �film� of your life, and he knows how it 
is going to end. But you yourself make the �film�, freely and voluntarily. It will come out as you wish.  

 
If I watch a football match recorded on a tape after I have seen the match live, I know the 

results before it finishes playing, but not for that am I responsible of the result. God knows my future, 
as for Him everything is present. However, my future depends on me. 

He who condemns himself it is because he has not wanted to cooperate with the graces which 
God has given him: �Because I called you and you refused�998 �You are guilty of your perdition.�999 

 
 
3. They asked a child in school: 
 
�Who created the devils?� 
 
He answered: 
�God created them angels, but they made themselves into devils.� 
 
Well answered. The same thing happens with us. God created us for Heaven; but we make 

ourselves worthy of hell should we die in sin. 
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God does not condemn you. It is you who condemns yourself for not  complying. The same 
way that it is incorrect to say that a professor suspends one. It is the student who fails for not having 
answered correctly. The only thing that the fair and just professor does is to declare that the student 
is badly prepared. The same way with God. He creates you so that you will be saved, He desires that 
you be saved, but if you do not comply, He will have to declare that you are not apt for salvation, but 
only for hell. 

 
 
34. JESUS CHRIST HAS REDEEMED US OFFERING THE SACRIFICE OF HIS LIFE ON 

THE CROSS, for the forgiveness of our sins and to return us to the grace and friendship of God. 
 
 
1. The death of Jesus Christ nailed to the cross is the greatest happening which ever 

occurred in History. For the reparation of humankind, in a plan of strict and perfect justice, it was 
absolutely necessary for the incarnation and redemption of Christ1000. 

The offense is increased with the dignity of the offended. While sin is an offense to an infinite 
God, its malice is infinite. It could not be repaired by a mere man. That is why God made himself as a 
Man-God, and thus repair the offense of man1001 

Through the humanity of Jesus Christ  the Word made Man enters into solidarity with the 
human race. We are whole with Him. He is one of us. That is how the true redemption can be 
attained. We offended God, and He pays for all. Christ is a link that joins the great with the 
negligible. Raises  humanity to the heights of divinity and it seems that he bends divinity to our 
earth.1002 

 Saint Gregory the Great says: �For God to have lowered himself to the level of humanity, 
causes to raise the man to the level of divinity1003 

 
God could have sent all the men who had sinned mortally to hell, but for the great love which 

He has for us, he did not do this, on the contrary, He wanted to become man in order to redeem us.  
And although it would have been enough to accomplish this with just one tear in his eyes or 

one word on his lips1004 , He wanted to suffer torments so terrible and a death so cruel, so that we 
might see the value of our souls and that we might have a horror of sin. This to give us  proof of his 
love for us and to serve as an example for in our works and hardships. 

 
 
2. Jesus wants us to correspond the love which He has for us. Because of this, many images 

of him shows us his Heart, asking that we too love Him and that we consecrate and dedicate all the 
acts of our life to Him, especially those which cost us the most. The pain and the suffering are a 
treasure if one knows how to profit from them for another life by offering them to God.  

 
Christian life, even in its most minimal actions possesses an inestimable richness of value, due 

to the union of everything which is baptized with Christ, in whose mission and redeeming merits he 
participates.  

All that value and price can be offered to God to make amends for the sins and to collaborate 
in the salvation of the world, and even to obtain from the omnipotence of God, graces and favors for 
oneself and others. 
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The Apostolate of Prayer is an outreach of the Church which associates 37 million persons, 

united in Christ, in order to live the great interests of his Kingdom, through the sincere offering of the 
redeeming value of all their actions, sufferings, joys and prayers.  

One has to sanctify work. To do the things the best we can for the love of God. The layman 
cannot sanctify himself on the basis of long prayer and tremendous penance. A prayer must always 
be said, but not always can a prayer be lengthy. Something always has to be sacrificed, besides the 
many sacrifices which life entails. But that which is constant, that which will be with us all our days 
and of all the moments of each day, is to do well that which is being done, and this is to please God 
by complying with his holy will. In this the layman or laywoman has to find his or her true sanctity1005.  

Offering yourself to Jesus Christ, and with it all of your things, in correspondence to this 
Infinite Love and in reparation of all the sins and offenses which he continually receives is called the 
cult to the Sacred Heart of Jesus. This cult, which bears with it the veneration of the image of the 
Heart Wounded by the spear of the soldier is a true compendium of our Religion and the best way of 
living our faith because it offers us a practical manner of giving ourselves to Christ and our neighbor, 
loving them truly and making reparations for sins. 

Popular religiosity, revalued today, with its specific and sensitive sense, finds in the heart of 
Christ the easiest path to reach the love of God. 

The devotion to the Sacred Heart is not one devotion more. It is the answer of Christ because 
He loves men. It is all a form of spirituality. 

We must bear in mind the enormous love that God has for us. He loves us as the best of 
Fathers! Only Christians call God Father. Because of this He became man and died in order to save 
us. Because of this, after this life He has prepared for us another marvelous one. And this love is 
symbolized in His Heart. 

Let us see the love of God in all the circumstances which surround us, good and bad. Let us 
trust completely in the immense love of our Father: �Heart of Jesus, in you I trust because I believe 
that you love me1006.� 
 

3. The devotion to the Sacred Heart of Jesus grants us great benefits which have been 
promised by Him. Above all our eternal salvation, if we take Communion on the nine First Fridays of 
the month for consecutive months, as He Himself promised to St. Marguerite Mary Alacoque. 

On 5 October 1986, Pope John Paul II said in Paray le Monial that they keep on with the 
practice of the Nine First Fridays of the month, and that the faithful be helped in the participation of 
the Sacraments1007. The reason for the devotion of the Nine First Fridays of the month could be 
based on the fact that Christ died on the First Friday of April1008, and he was for nine months in the 
womb of Mary. Thus we commemorate two great facts of the Redemption: Incarnation and Death. 

It is evident that he who makes the First Friday and then trusting in this promise dedicates 
himself to sinning at pleasure is deceiving the Sacred Heart of Jesus. 
This is not the best way to achieve the fulfillment of the promise. Paul said that no one makes fun of 
God1009. Should you go to Communion presumptuously, that is to say, without the proposal of 
amendment, thinking about sinning afterwards, it is clear that this communion will be sacrilegious , 
not valid and that you will not gain the promise. 
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The promise of the Heart of Jesus is not an assurance of salvation for those who want to live 
a life of sin. The Council of Trent condemns and it is of faith - those who presume to have absolute 
and infallible certainty of being saved. That is unless they have had a special revelation of it1010. 

One must bear in mind that the promise of the Heart of Jesus is only useful for those who 
wish to be saved, because this promise does not destroy our liberty. He who is determined to go on 
the path to hell, and does not want to reform, will be condemned even though he has made the First 
Fridays. But for those who have made them well and who have the good will to follow the paths of 
salvation, even though they have falls because of weaknesses, there are very solid reasons for 
believing that God will look after them and will protect them with a special Providence so that they 
will die in the state of grace. 

In your home you should have an image, a painting or a plaque of the Sacred Heart, since He 
too has promised that he will bless the houses in which there is his image exposed and honored. 
You would do very well to consecrate you home to the Sacred Heart. 

 
 
35. JESUS CHRIST RESURRECTED AFTER HIS DEATH AND WENT TO HEAVEN. 

 
 

1. Jesus Christ, after being crucified, was dead and buried, and on the third day1011 he 
resurrected joining his body and glorious soul so that he never would die again1012. Therefore, Jesus 
Christ  is now in heaven in body and soul. 

The resurrection of Jesus Christ  is the fundamental dogma of Christianity1013 
The expression of Matthew says that Christ was buried for three days and three nights1014. 

This expression was identical to the duration till the third day, when considering the day and night as 
a unit of one day. To say: �three days and three nights� is equivalent to three days1015, or what is the 
same, �on the third day�.  

Jesus Christ  died on a Friday afternoon and resurrected on Sunday morning: in other words, 
He was in a sepulcher for one whole day and two half days, but for the Hebrew way of talking, this is 
the equivalent of three days1016, Peter said: �On the third day, He rose�1017  

 
Before He died he had prophesied several times about his resurrection1018. Therefore, when he 

resurrected through his own power, he demonstrated anew, and with a most convincing proof, that 
He was God. 

St. Matthew says that the Pharisees ordered their soldiers who  had  been  guarding  the  
tomb, and that they should say: �His disciples came during the night and stole him1019. To this Saint 
Augustine said: �If they were sleeping, they could not see anything. And if they saw nothing, how 
can they be witnesses?1020 
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�Modern theologians seek several explanations to the fact of the resurrection of Christ. But 
whatever the interpretation may be, it must include the revivification of the body, unless you want to 
sink the theology of resurrection1021 

Some say that resurrection of Christ is not an historic fact, since there are no witnesses. This 
way of talking is ambiguous and can be confusing; since �not historic� can be confused with �not 
real�. Because of this, it should not be used, as recommended by Fr. Jose Caba, S. I.,  professor at 
the Pontifical Gregorian University of Rome in his book �The Resurrected Christ, My Hope1022� The 
resurrection of Christ is something that has really happened. 

Even if there is no witness of the fact of the resurrection, as such, the reason is historical 
because of the tracks left behind, and of which the apostles give testimony1023. Should a car appear 
at the bottom of a ravine, and the rail guard on the curve is destroyed, I do not need to have seen the 
accident, to understand what has happened. In this same fashion, I can recognize the resurrection of 
Jesus Christ 

For others it can be considered as historic because it can be located in space and time. 
According to Pannemberg, all events which can be located in coordinates of space and time are 
historic.1024 

That is why, for Fr. Ignacio de la Potterie, S. I. probably the greatest specialist in the Gospel 
of John, the resurrection of Christ had a physical and historic reality1025. 

Max Meinertz states: �The resurrection enters into the field of historic reality1026 
 
Christ�s resurrection is referred to by Paul in the letter to the Corinthians, in year 57, that is to 

say, to contemporaries of the facts: �Christ  died for our sins, was buried and rose on the third 
day1027. And, as attested by Peter: �Of Jesus Christ  resurrected, we are all witnesses1028. Luke 
emphatically affirms it: �The Lord is truly risen�1029. 

 
 
2. Christ was dead on the cross.  
That is why the executioners did not break his legs as they used to do to finish off those 

crucified.  
But if he had not been dead, He would have been killed by the lance which opened the right 

auricle of his heart, as the doctors say was what happened, according to the account of St. John 
who was present there.1030 
 

On the third day the sepulcher was empty: The body of Christ was not to be found.  
The faith in the resurrection of Jesus Christ begins with the empty tomb. 
Oscar Cullman, a Protestant from the University of Basle says: �The empty tomb will continue 

to be an historic event.1031�  
 
The apostles would not have believed in the resurrection of Jesus if they had found the body 

in the sepulcher.1032 The four evangelists connect the empty tomb with the resurrection of Christ. 
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a)   Matthew: �He is not here, for He is risen1033� 
b)   Mark: �He has risen, He is not here1034 
c)   Luke: �He is not here, He has risen1035. 
d)  John, upon seeing the empty grave and the placing of the shrouds �saw and believed�1036 

that He had risen, as if someone had stolen the body, would have not left the linens so well placed. 
 
John saw the shroud, which had covered the body of Christ, on the ground, and folded 

nearby the shroud that had covered his head 
 
According to specialists1037, the word �ozonia� used by John must be translated to �linens� and 

not to �bandages� as some do in error. It is true that bandages are linens, but not all linens are 
bandages. 

 
The empty sepulcher has only two explanations. Either someone took the body of Christ 

resurrected. 
 
 The body was not stolen by the enemies of Christ, because when the news circulated about 

the resurrection, the best way of refuting if would have been to show the body of Christ. if they did 
not do it, it was because they did not have it. 

 
Neither did his friends have the body, because the Apostles died for their faith in the 

resurrected Christ, and no one gives his life for what he knows to be a hoax. 
 

It is possible to give your life for a mistaken ideal, but not to defend something which one 
knows to be a lie.  

It is evident that the Apostles did not hide the body. 
 
 
Then, if Christ was dead, and the sepulcher was empty, and no one stole the body, there is 

only one explanation: Christ resurrected1038.  
 
Paul also speaks of the resurrection of Christ in the first letter to the Thessalonians in the year 

51 of our era1039 �Jesus died and resurrected1040, and in Corinthians of year 55: �Christ rose on the 
third day�1041 

 
A confirmation of the resurrection of Christ is the Holy Shroud of Turin, where his image has 

been imprinted by heat from a radiation at the moment of the resurrection. 
There is no clearer explanation. 
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The resurrection of Jesus Christ is totally different from the resurrection of Lazarus or the son 
of the widow of Naim: these resurrected in order to die again, but Christ resurrected in order to 
never die again1042. Christ resurrected from among the dead, He will not die again1043 

 
It was the encounter with Christ resurrected what provoked the faith of the disciples in the 

resurrection and not vice versa. �The resurrection was not the consequence, but the cause of the 
faith among the disciples    Jesus Christ  was restituted with his humanity to God�s glorious life, 
complete and immortal. It is all about the glorious transformation of the body1044 � 

 
After resurrecting, he ascended to the heavens with His father1045, he spent several days 

appearing before the apostles1046, who ate1047 with Him, and touched Him with their own hands. 
 
Ghosts do not eat, nor they allow themselves to be touched. 
 
The resurrected Christ dined with the Apostles1048  and let  Himself be touched by St. 

Thomas1049 . Christ said: �It is I. Touch me and see, a Ghost does not have flesh and bone, as you 
can see that I have1050�. 
 

St. Peter recalls:  �We have eaten and drunk with Him after his resurrection from the dead1051�.  
 
On one occasion He appeared to more than five hundred who were together. Thus does St. 

Paul relate in writing to the Corinthians and adding that many of those who saw Him were still alive 
when he wrote that letter1052, in the year 55-56 A.D.1053 

 
The verb used by Paul excludes a subjective interpretation of the term �apparition�1054 
 
The apparitions of Jesus are a reason for credibility in the resurrection of Christ1055 
In the National Library in Madrid I have read incunabula in which Pontius Pilate writes to 

Emperor Tiberius about Christ. It says: �After being scourged, they crucified him. His tomb was 
guarded by my soldiers. On the third day he resurrected. The soldiers received money from the Jews 
in order to say that the disciples stole his body. But they did not want to keep quiet and they testified 
to his resurrection.1056� 
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We know with certainty that there were some official writings from Pontius Pilate Fiscal for 
Judea, to Emperor Tiberius, as was obligation and custom in the empire1057, through the testimony 
of Tertulian1058(Third Century). 

 
 
36. THE ONLY TRUE RELIGION IS THAT OF JESUS CHRIST. 
 
1.- The word �religion� has its roots in the Latin word �religare�, which means to �bind together 

strongly�. That is why religion is the bond that man has with God.1059 
 
The way to God is the way that he himself has shown us by revealing his religion. 
 
The true religion can only be one, because religions contradict each other, and the truth can 

only be in one of two camps: If no one specific point, and from the same point of view, some say yes 
and some say no, they both cannot be right at the same time.  

 
If one says that Cervantes was born in Spain, and another says that he was born in England, 

it is evident that they both cannot be right at the same time. One of the two is mistaken.  
 
We Catholics say that Christ is God. Others deny this. It is clear that all of us cannot be right. 
Because of this there is only one true religion.  
 
But in order to know it we need to study the other religions. It is enough to know the motives of 

credibility of Christianity to know that it is the true religion. It would be absurd to think that God had 
revealed various religions which would contradict each other. 

 
The only true religion is that which God has revealed, and which we can know by certain signs, 

such as the miracles of Jesus Christ. 
 
The Catholic Religion was founded by Christ-God. 
 
All other religions have been founded by men. Nor Buddha, nor Confucius, nor Muhammad, 

nor Luther, etc., pretended to be God.    
 
Jesus Christ repeatedly affirmed during his life that He was God (see No. 32). The most 

solemn occasion was before the Sanhedrin when faced with the plea from Caiphas. Caiphas faced 
with  the affirmation of Christ, called Him a blasphemer and condemned him to death. Blasphemy 
was punishable with the pain of death among the Hebrews. 

 
To confirm the truth of what he said, Jesus Christ performed various miracles. Above all was 

his own resurrection. (see No. 35). 
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2.- Before resurrecting Lazarus, Jesus directed to his Heavenly Father this brief prayer: 
�Father, I thank you for hearing my prayer. I myself knew that you hear me always, but I speak for 
the of all these who are standing around me, so that they may believe it was you who sent me1060.�  

. 
The miracles of Jesus Christ are known to us by the historicity and authenticity of the Gospels 

which scientifically demonstrate much better than other books of which no educated person doubts. 
 
The systematic prejudice of suspicion which has fallen upon the Gospels, during almost a 

century, falls at present, thanks to a study of the criteria of the authenticity, upon those who deny 
said authenticity.  

 
This inversion of positions is not a return to ingenious criticism, but rather of a consequence 

that the Gospels have found new credit in the eyes of historic criticism1061. 
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Church 
 

37. The Catholic Church has been founded by Jesus Christ for the salvation of all 
mankind. 
 

 
1. Christ founded His Church so that His saving mission on earth were to continue to the end 

of days1062. He made her depository of all His doctrine and of the other means of salvation which he 
wished to grant to men1063. 

 

The Catholic Church is the only one  founded by Christ-God. All the rest of the Churches and 
Religions were founded by men. 

The perpetuity of the Catholic Church can be considered as an authentic miracle. One might 
say that the major miracle is that rustic, as Jesus Christ was, without any more human aid than 
twelve ignorant fisherman, and without arms of any kind, could transform an empire so powerful as 
the Roman Empire, overthrowing its false idols, ending its customs and vices, and make it fall to its 
knees, adoring a Jew who suffered and died on the cross. 

The Roman Empire has been the most powerful empire known to History. The universal 
domain of Rome lasted for 1,200 years. Well then, at the peak moment of its power,  not only was it 
unable to avoid that Christianity extend itself, but rather in spite of its ten bloody persecutions - which 
lasted, with its ups and downs, 249 years and in which more than 100,000 martyrs died1064. 
Christianity had acquired so much strength than in the Edict of Milan (February 313 A.D.) paganism 
stopped being the official religion of the Roman Empire and peace was granted to the Church. Later 
on,  Emperor Theodosius the Great, Spanish by birth, in the year 3801065 made Christianity the 
official Religion of the Roman Empire. Is this not marvelous and unique? 

And this, preaching a doctrine which was completely opposed to human passions. The Catholic 
Church predicates forgiveness, doing away with material goods and the purity of customs1066. 

No wonder that Leon XIII calls the Church, in his encyclical Inescrutabili, �Mother of 
Civilization�, as there is no other institution in the world in the field of culture, which should merit so 
much gratitude from Humanity as the Catholic Church. And Fallmeter �Occidental Europe is the 
creation of the Latin Church1067.. 

There is nothing greater in the world than the Catholic Church. In spite of the terrible 
persecutions which it has suffered during the almost two thousand years of its existence, it has 
always triumphed. There never has been a religion more persecuted, nor one more victorious. The 
great empires and the cruel persecutors have passed on, but she is still standing. It is because 
Christ promised that it would last until the end of the world and that the powers of hell never would 
overcome it1068. The Church may be combated, but it will never be defeated. 
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Many of the persecutors of the Church have affirmed that  they would finish her off forever. 
Nevertheless, they were the ones who were finished off; not the Church. The same thing will occur 
with all of the persecutors of the present and the future. 

 

Roman Emperors, Nero, Decius and Diocesan, made martyrs of thousands of Christians. 
Those three are in their tombs, and Christianity continues to be on foot, two thousand years later. 
Hitler and  Stalin also wanted to end Catholicism. They are in their tombs, and the Catholic Church 
continues on. The same thing happens with those who want to end the Church in the world. They will 
all end in their tombs and the Church will remain standing, as Christ has promised that it will stand 
till the end of the days, and no one can go against God, and win. 

 

It is frightening to see that the majority of men live on the frill of their religious duties. Many 
deny it shamelessly, many other forget it. How many of the put God in their place? How mane are 
those who love him above all things, as ordered by the first commandment1069? The majority of men 
have nothing but aloofness, apathy and indifference towards God. They sometimes even will combat 
God, to openly declare war. They try to dethrone him, to remove him from the minds of people, and 
of their hearts. They mock Him and His laws. He is insulted and blasphemed1070. 

He who hates God, denies him with his lips, and confesses with his heart; as what does not 
exist cannot be hated. Lenin said that he hated God as a personal enemy1071. 

In Russia, after 70 years of atheistic communism in power, faith persists in millions of beings 
against which there have been used all sorts of methods to take it away: prison, death, Gulag, 
propaganda, education, social and political coercion in careers, employment and promotions1072. 
Only 20% of the youth considers themselves to be atheists1073. One third of the citizens of the former 
Soviet Union, practice, in one form or another, Christianity1074. 

In our days, after 60 years of enormous atheistic propaganda of Russian Communism, it turns 
out that today in the USSR 50% of the children are baptized. 

Even Stalin, who has been one of the most ferocious persecutors of the idea of God in our 
times, could not prevent that his number one in the Kremlin, Georgi Malenkov1075 convert to 
Christianity, and was unable to avoid that his daughter Svetlana should be baptized in 1962, when 
she was 38 years old and said: �When I grew up I realized that it was very sad to live without God in 
the heart�1076. She is in a religious order in Italy since 19931077. 

Edward Shevernadze, former minister of Foreign Affairs of the Soviet Union, and an atheist, 
as any communist,, has converted to Christianity and has been baptized. He has placed an icon of 
the Holy Virgin in his office1078. 

According to the soviet newspaper, �Sovietsa Ya Kirghiza�, the persistence of the religious 
sentiments in the Soviet Union is starting to  be a serious political problem. �The favorable 
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acceptance of religion on behalf of the communists and of the Komsomol youth raises a particular 
worry1079. 

Already in 1986, Dr. Luka Brajnovic said: �Notwithstanding the generalized atheist communist 
propaganda, there is a religious rebirth, especially amongst the young�. Victor Ivanovich 
Gorodash, Director of the Scientific Institute for Atheism of the Moscow Academy of Sciences, 
recognizes that: �lately the number of believers with a university or academic degree has increased 
noticeably. Young people are interested more each day into religious matters. The Churches in our 
country are being attended y young people and educated people, an evident sign that religious faith, 
after 70 years of the October revolution, and contrary to all expectations, has not waned1080. 

Tatiana Gorisschewa, a professor of Philosophy at Leningrad University, and a member of the 
Russian Communist Party, converted to Catholicism upon knowing that God is Forgiving Father. 

Recently, we have seen, in the years 1990, 1991, the downfall of Communism in all of the 
East European nations, and that religion resurges after 70 years of bloody religious persecution in 
the Soviet Union. During the Bolshevik Revolution, 200,000 religious men and women were 
assassinated1081. 

Cardinal Swiatek arrested by the KGB, imprisoned at Minsk, and had twelve years of hard 
labor in Siberia, says: Stalin eliminated 90% of priests1082. On Stalin�s  orders, seven million 
Ukrainians were starved to death, just for being Catholic1083 

Fourteen thousand temples were closed in Soviet Russia1084. 
In Moscow, in a single year (1935), eleven million atheist books were printed1085. 
But Communism has not succeeded against faith. Against God, no one can. 
. 
 
2. We must not confuse that which we call the town Church (which is the temple, that is to say, 

the place where the Catholics meet for their religious ceremonies) with the Catholic Church (which is 
the people of God formed by Catholics of the whole world, under the authority of the Roman 
Pontiff)1086.  

We Catholics form a great family because, through faith and baptism, we have been made 
children of God and brothers of Jesus Christ. 

 

 

3. Jesus Christ founded only one Church. �There shall be only one flock and one 
shepherd1087. This Church is the Catholic, Apostolic and Roman Church. 

All of the other Churches and religions have been founded by men. Some, do not recognize 
the true God�as Buddhism--; others, because they became separate from the Church - like 
Protestantism. 
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We should pray for non-Catholics, so that they will be converted, and that they and we will be 
united in the only true Church of Christ which is the Catholic one. 

In the decree of Vatican Council II on ecumenism, in which norms are given for Catholics so 
that they treat the separated brethren with comprehension and cordiality, it is said that the desire for 
union should not lead us to be silent or to tolerate the discrepancies: �It is totally necessary that all 
doctrine be exposed with clarity. Nothing is so foreign to Ecumenism as a false indifference which 
attempts to counteract the purity of the Catholic doctrine and to confuse its genuine and true 
sense1088�.  

Because of this we are going to see here the reasons for which we believe that the Catholic 
Church is the one which Christ founded, while the Protestant Churches do not bring together the 
necessary conditions for it. Not with the desire to offend those who are Protestants, but rather with 
the desire to expose all to the truth. 

According to the first Council of Constantinople, held in 381, the Church, as it was founded by 
Jesus Christ has four characteristic marks, that is to say, four distinctive signs which are four 
essential properties which all together, are exclusive and manifest the true Church of Jesus Christ. 
These distinctive signs are: unity, sanctity, Catholicity and apostolicity1089. 

4. That is to say, according to the mind of Christ, His Church must be: 
 
ONE: Jesus Christ founded one Church, which he founded on St. Peter: �You are Peter and 

on this rock I will build my community1090�. Jesus Christ spoke in the singular, that is to say, only 
one Church. 

In the Aramaic language which Jesus spoke, Peter and rock were expressed with the same 
word:- cepha. Jesus made a play on words to express that Peter was the fundamental rock of his 
only Church. 

The authenticity of these words has been denied in different manners by Protestant critics. But 
recently the celebrated Protestant theologian Oscar Cullmann has confirmed it in a convincing 
manner1091.. 

Christ  changed Simon�s name to the name Peter, which means �rock, stone�, (cepha), as He 
was going to make him the foundation of his Church. When in the Bible, God changes the name of 
someone it is because the word is an effective mutation of what the name means1092 

Jesus Christ wanted to be the only Pastor of the only flock which is his Church1093. This flock 
was handed over to St. Peter before he left this world1094. And he has already warned us that any 
kingdom divided within itself will not subsist1095, will be headed for ruins. That is to say, that if the 
Church is to last to the end of time, it must remain absolute. 

 
HOLY: To sanctify - or to give a life of grace - was the first objective of the coming of Christ1096 

and therefore to sanctify is the first objective of the Church1097 which does it through the Sacraments. 
Paul says: �Christ loved his Church and sacrificed himself for it  in order to sanctify it... to 

make it holy1098�. Christ chose us so that we might be holy1099.This is the will of God, your 
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sanctification1100 The same Jesus Christ said that he had come� so that through him the world might 
be saved1101 �I have come, said the Lord, not to judge the world but to save it1102�. Upon sending his 
Apostles out through the world  he  said:  �Go,  therefore,  make  disciples  of  all  nations; baptize 
them in the name of the Father and of the Son and of the Holy Spirit, and teach them to observe all 
the commands I gave you1103�. �Go out to the whole world; proclaim the gospel to all creation. 
Whoever believes and is baptized will be saved; whoever does not believe will be condemned1104�.. 

The Church founded to lead men to Glory needs to be Holy, because sanctification is the way 
to salvation.  

 
CATHOLIC: The name Catholic goes back to the beginning of the first Century1105. It was first 

used by St. Ignatius of Antioch, a disciple of St. John.  
Catholic signifies universal1106: Jesus Christ founded his Church for all men for all times: 

�Make disciples of all nations� �Preach to all people1107� Go out to the whole world1108.. �I am with you 
always; yes, to the end of time1109�. 

This evidently supposed that the Apostles would have successors, since they in their short 
lives, neither could preach through the whole world and to all men, nor would they live until the end 
of the world.    

 
APOSTOLIC: The true Church has to be connected with the Apostles, upon whom Christ 

founded his Church1110. To them he gave his authority: �So am I sending you1111�. �Anyone who 
listens to you is listening to me1112�  

 
 
5. Evidently Jesus Christ founded his Church to remain throughout all time�, �I am with you 

always; yes, to the end of time1113�.  
This means that the Church founded by Christ is infallible. It will last until the last day and will 

remain just as it was constituted by Christ. If it should disappear, or if it were to be transformed in to 
another different one, then the presence of Christ would have failed, or Christ would have been 
impotent. 

Well then, the Catholic Church is the only one which has the four distinctive signs which Christ 
places upon his Church. 

 

6. The Catholic Church is ONE in its doctrine, in its government and in its Sacraments1114. 
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