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Perhaps one of the most striking misnomers that has arisen in the conciliar church is the naming of the revised liturgical rites as reforms. It has never been adequately demonstrated according to any sound pastoral, moral or doctrinal authorities that the Holy Sacrifice of the Mass as found in the Roman Missal (pre-1962) needed to be "reformed." The term reform implies a corruption of an organization and/or its practices — wandering away from the original and ideal observance, and that this wandering, while doing damage to those employing the corrupted observance, did so without the benefit of authoritative approval. In other words, it just happened, and we're not sure how it all got there.


   When I say that the necessity of a reform of the Tridentine Latin Mass has never been adequately demonstrated, don't take that as meaning that the innovators both before and after  Vatican II didn't try. No, try they did, but early attempts were thwarted by Pope Pius XI in his 1929 encyclical Divini Cultus and by Pope Pius XII in 1947 in Mediator Dei. The Holy Fathers expressed the clear mind of the Church at the idea of "reform," especially the overhauling of the sacred words of the Consecration of the Wine at Mass. Pope Pius XI reminded these earlier innovators that the Council of Trent (among other such authoritative sources) agreed that certain ceremonies could be adjusted which would give more meaningful expression to men of varying ages, however the substance — that part of the Mass which contains the basic elements of the Mass along with the words of Jesus Christ in the institution of the Holy Eucharist — could never be changed. No one, these official sources declare, not even the pope,  has the power or the right to make such invalidating changes. 


   So, if no one has the power or the right to make these changes, then why were they done? They were just done, that's all, at the instigation of a number of innovators who had successfully suppressed the distribution of Divini Cultus and Mediator Dei throughout the Catholic world. They were wrongfully suggested by the Vatican II document Sacrosanctum Concilium in 1963, and just made a part of law, "previous decrees notwithstanding." Thus the "reforms" were forced on Catholics illegitimately and invalidly, and the authoritative pronouncements of the Church on these matters, including the Papal Bull Quo Primum Tempore by Pope St. Pius V and De Defectibus, were dropped from the Roman Missal simply because their removal was "approved". This is one of the most blatant abuses of "authority" ever to be pushed on Catholics since the foundation of the Church, and we are suffering today because few people wish to recognize it and then do something about it.





Reform By Degrees


   Those who attempt to boil frogs alive have learned that such a task can't be done by throwing the creature into a pot of boiling water directly. No, the best thing to do is to fill the pot with cold water and put it on the stove, then place the frog in the water and turn up the heat gradually until the frog is cooked. The poor frog never has the sense to hop out of the pot to begin with because he gets too used to the gradual changes.


   The innovators learned the lesson of gradualism well. The best way to make changes in the Liturgy is to do so using small, sequential steps. This way, when the real changes are finally made, few recognize them for what they are because they have lost sight of the original practices. Catholics of today are being spiritually boiled alive because they are so used to change. When an announcement comes out about a revised General Instruction of the Roman Missal, many gullible "faithful" applaud it as part of the natural, evolutionary progression which all liturgical rites must follow. They sit in their pews, or else stand and sing and shout and clap, even as their very Faith is being perverted and Jesus in the Holy Eucharist is being removed from their midst. The frog may have some excuse for his fate, but Catholics do not. This is why all, to varying degrees, share a responsibility for the crisis in the Church today.





Steps To Novus Ordo 2000


The recently proposed revision of the General Instruction of the Roman Missal, which replaces the 1975 ICEL approved revision, which replaced the 1969 introduction of the Novus Ordo Missae, which replaced the "interim" missal of 1965, which replaced the 1962 version of the Missale Romanum, which replaced the Roman Missal of St. Pius V, is a document which takes the "reforms" of the conciliar church to a whole new level.


   Where the 1962 Missale removed certain prayers of the Mass and wrongfully inserted St. Joseph in the Canon of the Mass, the 1965 version went the next step. The "interim" Missal introduced the "hybrid" Mass: a strange concoction of prayers said in Latin and in the vernacular, with the people being required to more and more actively "participate" by reciting the responses with the altar server and even joining in with the recitation of the Gloria, the Credo, the Pater Noster, the Agnus Dei and other parts ordinarily reserved to the priest. What is worse, it was at this time that, in some cases, the words of Consecration at Mass were being tampered with.


   From the 1965 model of liturgical hijinks came the total replacement of the Roman Missal of Pope St. Pius V with the Novus Ordo Missae of 1969. This time all reference to past decrees of the Councils and the Popes regarding tampering with the substance of the Mass was eliminated in one fell swoop. This "approved" missal is the most destructive version yet, to the point of introducing four new "Canons," each of which employs the use of the previously decreed invalid form for the consecration of the wine. With this missal the people are elevated to new heights of participation (or should I call it new lows), and what objections there were to it were quickly dismissed. After all, everyone was reminded, it's "approved."





The New General Instruction


On July 28, 2000, a simultaneous introduction of the new General Instruction of the Roman Missal took place in Rome (in Latin) and in the United States (in English) as a "study translation." This new instruction introduced numerous minor changes in the way the novus ordo is to be celebrated as well as some other disciplinary decisions. While it is not known when these new instructions are supposed to take effect, it is important to note that they were issued prior to the introduction of a new missal by the modern Congregation of Divine Worship. Once this new missal is made available, these new instructions become mandatory.


   The "conservative" element of the conciliar church has been watching and waiting for this new Instruction to appear for some time now. This group, while lamenting that this Instruction gives legitimacy to many liturgical innovations that have become customary "in the spirit of Vatican II" since the 1975 General Instruction, it attempts to assure us that there are "signs of hope" in this new Instruction in what they term as a move toward "liturgical stability" and "a recovery of the sacred."


   What are these signs of hope? Glad you asked! Among them are to be included:


 • The stern warning that the priest "is not permitted, on his own initiative, to add, remove, or to change anything" in his celebration of the liturgy;


 • The tabernacle may now, according to the judgment of the bishop, be either placed in the sanctuary or in a side chapel. However, specific mention is made that it should "not be on the altar on which mass is celebrated";


 • The people should kneel at the "consecration," except when prevented from doing so;


 • While the altar is still to remain "freestanding," allowing the ministers to walk around it easily, the priest is to celebrate the liturgy facing the people, "which is desirable whenever possible," a clause newly added to the 2000 version of the Instructions. (You recall that this has been a big contention with the "conservative" conciliarists since, as they say, Vatican II never mandated the practice of facing the people.) While  the addition of the "desirable" clause causes some confusion of meaning (face people or face away from them?), it still does not address the elimination of the traditional custom of requiring the priest to face East while offering Mass.


   The 2000 Instructions make mandatory certain innovations in practice since 1975: "altar girls," the inclusive liturgy, a  failure to prohibit "liturgical dance," communion in the hand, and a few others. What is most devastating, however, and something which the "conservatives" made little mention of, is a further tampering with the prayers of the rite and the retention of the invalid form of Consecration. Considering this, where are we to find even a small element of hope?


   It is clear that the promulgation of the 2000 General Instructions demonstrates that the conciliar church is not attempting, even in a remote manner, to return to Tradition. Those who keep hanging on inside this modernist structure of false religious practice, saying that, while they know things are bad, and the novus ordo is wrong, they want to remain there rather than leave "the Church" for the sake of "fighting from within" are continuously running the risk of compromising their Faith, if not of being swallowed up by degrees. No, the fight to restore the Mass and the Faith to its place of prominence must take place apart from the conciliar church, and not within it. We should have no fear that we are "leaving the church" when we stop going to the modern rites, for it is becoming clearer and clearer to faithful Catholics that the modern religion is not the Catholic Church, so, in leaving it, we do so to preserve our Faith, not destroy it. U


