THE "INDULT MASS" NOT A CAUSE FOR CELEBRATION
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In many circles of the Traditional Movement, the battle rages about which Mass one is allowed to attend and still be “traditional”. The fight is not so much about which priest or group one should associate with as which Mass said in Latin should receive their support.


   You know, there never used to be this confusion. All Catholics of the Roman Rite had only one Mass to attend, that which we refer to as the Tridentine Latin Mass. Until the eve of the Second Vatican Council, this was always known simply as the Roman Mass.


   In essence, the Mass remained the same following the decree Quo Primum by Pope St. Pius V until our time. Except that new Mass “Propers” were added to fit the various new feasts being celebrated, or even the Restoration of Holy Week under Pope Pius XII, there was no change in the essential rite of the Roman Mass.


   All that changed in 1962. By the force of a motu proprio, John XXIII issued a new editio typica, a new printing of the Missal. For the average Catholic it seemed that very little was changed. But a closer examination shows that the ranks of the various liturgical feasts were radically changed. The Confiteor before Holy Communion was taken away  because of potential redundancy, and the name of St. Joseph was added to the Canon of the Mass (against the determination of several previous popes). This 1962 edition was supposed to follow the path that “liturgical reform” was taking it. (This is the same excuse Paul VI used in 1969 when he issued the Novus Ordo Missae.) However, the 1962 changes were never discussed by the popes of the past 50 years when speaking of liturgical reform. In reality, the 1962 edition opened the door to liturgical experimentation.





The Loss Of the Latin Mass


   The 1962 edition was short lived. Less than 2 years after the close of the Second Vatican Council, Paul VI announced a “New Order of the Mass”. The most marked change was in the loss of the Latin language universally, the radical use of new prayers and ceremonies, and the change in the words of Consecration for the wine. Early on, many people concentrated merely on the loss of Latin. So, in 1972, the Vatican accommodated these “Latinists” by giving them a Latin liturgy: the Novus Ordo of Paul VI in Latin. The protestantized liturgy was still performed, all the while being disguised by the use of the Latin language. Even the corrupted consecratory form was preserved.


   Two things happened as a result of this concession: the “Latinists” woke up (in most cases), and a rise in “disobedient” clergy members could be witnessed. These priests and bishops “disobeyed” modern Rome because the Novus Ordo in any language is bad, sinful and invalid. The faithful have a right to a certainly valid Mass and Sacraments. Besides, Quo Primum Tempore, promulgated by Pope St. Pius V, decreed that no one could force a different Missal on the clergy without incurring Divine wrath. With battle lines drawn, this is where matters seemed to rest throughout the rest of the 70’s.


   After the deaths of Paul VI and John Paul I, John Paul II inherited the “traditionalist dilemma”. What to do? Should he clamp down hard on these “disobedient rebels”, or should he try to pacify them? This was a decision he didn’t want to make on his own, so he brought the other modern prelates into the circle of fire.





The Indult Is Established


   In 1980, word went out from Rome to all the cardinals and bishops throughout the world for a “State of the Church” report. The "solution" proposed by this report concerning the “traditionalists” was revealed in the granting of an Indult with the documentation known as Quattuor Abhinc Annos.


   Issued on October 15, 1984, and signed by Cardinal Augustine Mayer, this document explained that four years earlier a directive was sent out inviting the bishops to report on several topics. Of concern to us is the proposal of a plan of what to do with those who “opposed the reforms” of 1969 and how these people “may be overcome”. Never was there a mention discussing the concern these Catholics had about the reform itself, or even a question to the bishops about the problems with the “reforms”. No, the “traditionalists” had to be dealt with. )This doesn’t sound like the expression of love the “Holy Father has for the Latin Mass”, does it?) The manner in which this would take place was by throwing them the proverbial bone. They wanted a Latin Mass? Then they’ll get it. Rome would grant an Indult (a special permission) for the celebration of the Latin Mass using the 1962 edition of the Missal only wherever local bishops would allow it to be celebrated. But, in order for this Indult to be used in the various dioceses throughout the world, certain conditions would have to be met. It is in reading these conditions that we find out that the bone that was thrown out by Rome was rotten.





The Conditions For Invoking the Indult


   The 1984 Indult empowers the local bishop to “allow those who are explicitly named in a petition submitted to him to celebrate Mass by use of the 1962 editio typica of the Roman Missal” while following the norms listed below (this text is as it appeared in Osservatore Romano):


   A. There must be unequivocal, even public evidence (emphasis mine -- FKV) that the priest and people petitioning have no ties with those impugning the lawfulness and doctrinal soundness of the Roman Missal promulgated  by Paul VI.


   B. The celebration of the Mass in question must take place exclusively for the benefit of those who petition it; the celebration must be in a church or oratory designated by the diocesan bishop (but not in parish churches, unless, in extraordinary instances, the bishop allows this);


   C. The celebration is to follow the Roman Missal of 1962 and must be in Latin;


   D. In the celebration there is to be no intermingling of the rites of the texts of the two missals;


   E. Each bishop is to inform the Congregation of Divine Worship of the concessions he grants and of the outcome of its use.


      Lastly, the Indult “is to be used without prejudice to the liturgical reform that is to be observed in the life of each ecclesiastical community”.


   Under these conditions, such is what has been come to be known as the “Indult Mass”.





The Reaction To The Indult


   Immediately following the Indult, there were mixed reactions to its promulgation. Some saw the Indult Mass as an act of compromise; many other “strong traditionalists” did not. Some were euphoric; others could never be. Is joy in the Indult justified? No. Perhaps those who praise the Indult failed to sniff the bone that was presented to them for the rot it contained?





A Closer Look At The Conditions


   Let’s take a more detailed look at the conditions under which the Indult would only be allowed:


   1. The Missal to be used was the book of compromise, not the true Roman Missal that people were asking for. This first surrender only led the way to far worse ones.


   2. Only those could attend who would petition the faculty to usethe Indult. The Mass would not be open to all. Thus, the Latin Mass was to be hidden away, except for a small group of people. (History shows that many traditional Catholics were turned away from attending the Indult Mass in the 80’s because they didn’t sign a petition.) That the petition is not frequently demanded in our time does not take away the problem of this requirement. The Indult Masses are usually still hidden away, or bounced around from parish to parish to convent.


   3. By far the worst condition: those who petition the use of the Indult must give “unequivocal, even public evidence” that they support the “reforms” of Paul VI and the Second Vatican Council. This means that attendance at an Indult Mass is a demonstration of one’s acceptance of the validity of the Novus Ordo Missae and the "reforms"! This is not just an attitude of compromise; it is heretical and erroneous behavior.


   4. Full steam ahead! The Indult is to be used “without prejudice to the liturgical reform” of Vatican II. The Indult has never been meant to be a “restoration” of the true Mass. It is meant to be temporary and a pacifier for the old foggies and the die hard conservatives. (A cardinal admitted this in 1991!)


   The Indult Mass is a compromise with the traditional Faith of the Roman Catholic Church. The longer it lasts, the less pressure will be felt toward a true Restoration of the Real Roman Mass, the Mass of All-Time. This should be evident from the introduction of the "New Lectionary" on the First Sunday of Advent this year. The newest liturgy uses inclusive language and demonstrates that the conciliarists do not wish to go back.
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