A PRIEST'S DEFENSE OF THE TRIDENTINE LATIN MASS


By Fr. Raymond V. Dunn, S.J., J.D.





(Editor's Note: This article came to us in the form of a Letter to the Editor. We reproduce it here as a feature article due, in part, to its length, and also because of its content.)





   This writer is a member of the Society of Jesus for fifty-two years, a priest for thirty-nine years, a holder of a licentiate in sacred theology, a former teacher of theology, and has earned a master’s degree in philosophy and another master’s degree in linguistic studies in Old Testament languages and a doctorate in Civil Law.


   Since space is at a premium, I prefer to give my opinions on the crisis affecting the Catholic Church by using the questions people have asked me and my answers:





Q. Does any validly ordained priest need special permission to offer the traditional Latin Mass?


A. No. This has already been granted in perpetuity by Pope St. Pius V in the papal bull Quo Primum of 1570 following the Council of Trent.





Q. Did  Paul VI abrogate the traditional Latin Mass?


A. According to Cardinal Alfons Stickler,  a special commission of cardinals was convened in the mid-eighties to consider this question.  All eight or nine of them on the commission answered unanimously in the negative, and I subscribe to that finding.


A With respect to the first question above, the same cardinals voted in the negative, save one. I subscribe to their judgment.





Q. If this is so, why were the cardinal's findings not published?


A. Because of pressure, especially from U.S. bishops who opined that the revelation of this fact would set back the post conciliar liturgical movement.





Q. How do you explain the present Novus Ordo practice of altars facing the people, the removal of the altar rail and statues in churches, the practice of Communion in the hand, girls and women serving at the altar, etc.?


A. Abuses in liturgy arose after the Vatican Council, and bishops approved of things which were then illicit.  Finally, to save further embarrassment, they petitioned Rome to approve of what had been previously condemned, and Rome gave in and  declared now lawful what had been previously unlawful.





Q. Do you have an example of what is still unlawful but which is now going on?


A. Yes. For one, the giving of general absolution in the Archdiocese of Chicago in situations beyond the requisite necessity for general absolution.  This is an authorized abuse for traditional auricular and individual confession of sins is still the approved norm.





Q. What happens if a priest adheres to the traditional Latin Mass and refuses to conform to the Novus Ordo form of the Mass?


A. It is likely that he will be considered antediluvian and one belonging on Noah’s ark.  He will be shunned by many of his fellow priests, suspended by his bishop and deprived of any pension and health benefits in his old age by his bishop.





Q. Are there sufficient priests today able  and willing to offer the traditional Latin Mass?


A. Yes and no, but they fear the penalties described above and lack the support of the laity in many instances.





Q. Isn’t  it true that the vernacular Mass know as the Novus Ordo is merely a translation of the traditional Mass?


A. No. The Novus Ordo Missae is an entirely new rite which did not grow naturally and organically from what went before, according to the norms of Vatican II’s Constitution of the Sacred Liturgy.  It is closer to the ordinal prescribed during the reign of Edward VI in England and authored by the heretic Archbishop Thomas Cranmer. He  was justly burned at the stake during the reign of  Queen Mary Tudor, who, in her short governance of five years, tried to restore the Catholic Faith to England. 





Q. In our parish we have the Novus Ordo in Latin, so what is wrong about that?


A. It is not the Latin language we are only concerned about. The change in the rite is at issue.





Q. Have such devotions as the rosary, novenas and benediction of the Blessed Sacrament been abrogated by Vatican Council II?


A. Since the tradition of the Church, the constant teaching of the Popes, and previous ecumenical councils have approved of these devotions, no subsequent Council, such as Vatican II, has any power to abrogate these marks of devotions.  In the same manner, no pope nor Council can change the Ten Commandments or annul or add to any Sacrament, since these have a divine origin. They have been taken away from some individual parishes, however.





Q. In previous troubled times in the history of the Church did the majority of bishops support the true faith?


A. In general, yes, but in the Arian heresy very few bishops supported the true doctrine as was defended by St. Athanasius. This saint was later vindicated in the ecumenical Council of Nicea in 325. Also, in the time of King Henry VIII in England, who declared himself head of the Catholic Church in England, only St. Thomas More, Bishop John Fisher and perhaps one or two other bishops refused to support the error of King Henry.





Q. In these days of an ecumenical approach to “our separated brethren” also now called members of “sister churches”, isn’t it better to be friendly to these rather than call them nasty names like heretics and schismatics?


A. If the Gospel says such things as, “You shall know the truth, and the truth shall make you free, but when the Spirit of truth shall come, He will teach you all truth” (John. 16:13), you have your answer there.  There can be no compromise with error, even though it may proceed from subjective good will.  Regarding the Church of England founded upon the adultery of a king, here you have not a “sister church,” but a bastard child.  What else can one expect from such a sire as the profligate and syphilitic Henry VIII?  The scandals of the present royal house in England are now open to public view.





Q. Among such sins as heresy, schism and such things what do you consider the worst?


A. Apostasy, which is the complete abandonment of the “pearl of great price,” the Catholic Faith. 





Q. In the modern world, does not the Church have to “keep up with the times and respect honest differences?


A. Read several answers of Our Lord such as “Not everyone who says to me, ‘Lord, Lord’ shall enter into the kingdom of heaven.”  (Mt. 7;26) or, “Do not think that I have come to send peace on earth, but the sword.  I have come to cast fire on the earth; and what will I but that it be enkindled? And I have a baptism wherewith to be baptized, and I am straightened until it be accomplished.”  (Lk. 12:49-50) or, “This is my house, a house of prayer, but you have made it a den of thieves.” (Lk. 19:46)  Referring to the Scribes and Pharisees as “whitened sepulchres, beautiful on the outside but within filled all manner of corruption".  The Church of Jesus Christ must always be a sign of contradiction to the world for whom Jesus refused to pray.





Q. Do you support the American tradition of “Separation of Church and State?”


A. I am with that great Pope Leo XIII on that one.  He said that not only is the individual obliged to serve and acknowledge God, but states have the same duty.  For further details, read (the encyclical) Immortale Dei by that wise and saintly Pope.  He reproached a well known American Cardinal Gibbons who thought the U.S. Constitution as adumbrated by a private letter of Thomas Jefferson to some Baptist ministers should be elevated to the dignity of divine inspiration.





Q. Are traditional priest societies such as the Society of St. Pius X, the Institute of Christ the King, and others noted for their charity to each other and to independent priests who offer the traditional Latin Mass?





A. No. Their backbiting of one another is a scandal.  Rather than criticizing one another, they should rejoice that many voices are joined to love and praise the Lord in a reverent manner.U








This article first appeared in the December 1996 issue of The Catholic Voice, P.O. Box 130, Mead, WA 99021 USA.


