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 APRIL 4, 2016
Quo Vadis, Papa Francisco?
01C- MAUNDY THURSDAY FOOT WASHING 4.0
More reactions to Francis’ washing of the feet of women
In 1988 the Congregation for Divine Worship and the Discipline of the Sacraments published the Circular Letter Paschales Solemnitatis on the celebration of Easter rites. No. 51 of the circular letter states: "The washing of the feet" is a rite that is only performed on "chosen men". The original Latin viri selecti is crystal clear on the fact that the chosen ones must be male. 

Source: http://vaticaninsider.lastampa.it/en/inquiries-and-interviews/detail/articolo/francesco-francis-francisco-23683/
In their later years John Paul II and Benedict XVI had restricted the rite to 12 Catholic priests.
Source: http://clericalwhispers.blogspot.in/2013/03/pope-francis-papal-feet-washing-sparks_29.html
Let us remember two things.

(At the Last Supper, our Lord instituted two Sacraments of the Church: the Eucharist, and Holy Orders. That is why Church tradition has insisted on the washng of the feet of men.

(Pope Francis parted with Tradition… and disregarded the rubrics… and finally (in 2016) changed them (12 priests became just anybody and everybody within just three years):

2013: Two of the 12 juvenile prison inmates were women, one of the 12 was a Muslim

2014: The 12 were elderly and disabled “of different ages, ethnicities and religious confessions”; at least one was a woman and one was a Muslim man
2015: Six of the 12 prison detainees were women, six were men; not all of them were Catholic. Francis also washed the feet of a baby boy in his mother’s lap
2016: 11 were migrants and one was a volunteer. Of the migrants, four were Catholic, three were Coptic Christian women from Eritrea, three were Muslims, and one was a Hindu 
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QUO VADIS PAPA FRANCISCO 01B-FRANCIS LEGITIMIZES WASHING THE FEET OF WOMEN AFTER VIOLATING RUBRICS 27 JANUARY/15 MARCH 2016
http://ephesians-511.net/docs/QUO_VADIS_PAPA_FRANCISCO_01B-FRANCIS_LEGITIMIZES_WASHING_THE_FEET_OF_WOMEN_AFTER_VIOLATING_RUBRIC.doc
This writer continues from where we left off on March 15 on page 17 of the last report 01B
QUO VADIS PAPA FRANCISCO 01B-FRANCIS LEGITIMIZES WASHING THE FEET OF WOMEN AFTER VIOLATING RUBRICS:
Cardinal Sarah Indicates Priests Do Not Have to Wash the Feet of Women
http://www.onepeterfive.com/cardinal-sarah-indicates-priests-do-not-have-to-wash-the-feet-of-women/  

By Steve Skojec, March 15, 2016 […]
Readers left 7 comments. One was a priest, Fr. R.P. He wrote (bold emphases mine):

I must confess to having never liked this ritual included in the Holy Mass, though I have never been vehemently opposed to it, as it is the Lord instructing His Apostles in the proper humility befitting the Holy Office to which they were being consecrated to, and the necessary devoted service to one another (of course via Himself) in the Holy Ministry, especially in regard to the advancing of the Holy Gospel:

Romans 10:15: "And how can men preach unless they are sent? As it is written, “How beautiful are the feet of those who preach good news!”

Referencing Isaiah 52:7:

"How beautiful upon the mountains are the feet of him who brings good tidings, who publishes peace, who brings good tidings of good, who publishes salvation, who says to Zion, “Your God reigns.”

Notice that both passages clearly state Men? Our Lord's washing of the feet of the Apostles was not a tender act of charity to be symbolic for all, but rather a purifying action to prepare those whom He commissioned to bear the Gospel (the Good News) to Israel and indeed to all of the Nations.

The new decree clearly states the entire rite is optional and should not be a spectacle that overshadows the Institution of the Holy Sacrifice and the Holy Priesthood ordained to offer the Sacrifice. I would point out that the washing of non-Christian, indeed anti-Christian feet, and women's feet while kissing them is indeed a spectacle (please note that the LORD does not KISS anyone's FEET, rather His feet are kissed in humble gratitude.) The kissing of someone's feet is a sign of subjection to the one who's feet are being kissed...the Ministers of the Gospel of Jesus Christ are not subject to those whom they bring the Gospel to.)

Therefore, I choose to skip it altogether, which is my right according to the Law of the Church and no Bishop has the authority to mandate beyond the Universal Law of the Church.
So, I simply say: No. It isn't necessary and it is a spectacle that now clearly distracts one from the meaning of the Mass of Holy Thursday: the institution of the Sacrifice of the New and Eternal Covenant and the consecration of the Priesthood who shall Offer the Holy Sacrifice of the New and Eternal Covenant.

A side note, it's also clear that the ritual to include women is optional, it does not exclude only including men. Unfortunately, some Bishops have been and are notorious abusers of Priests who do not conform themselves to the Bishop's unlawful authority which seeks to impose above and beyond the Law of the Church herself. No man should deign to wash another man's wife's feet, it is unseemly at best. Need I say how unseemly it is for a Consecrated Celibate to do so, or to do so to an unmarried woman? The woman holding her skirt down while father is below it kissing her feet...? That's proper? No, it isn't...ever. Pope Francis gets away with it, not every priest shall. If it were something absolutely necessary to carry out the Ministry of Jesus Christ, then so be it, but it isn't and never has been and never shall be. Like Fr. Fessio said, look for the sexual harassment suit coming to a Church near you. (Am I now required to be so benighted of intellect that I am not permitted to realize that there are unworthy priests who will do this very thing for an unseemly purpose under the guise of charity!? And that there are no women alive who won't find father's tender hands (and God forbid lips) upon their feet so gentle and loving and begin to wish that their terrible brute husbands were more like father...and begin to entertain thoughts that could lead to very bad things!? Am I supposed to en-darken myself to the point were I no longer recognize the occasion of Sin as being very real and not a byproduct of a repressive Victorian era? Am I to succumb to the evil of Freud and call it liberation of my psyche and then enforce it upon the sheep?)

What is most ridiculous is that the reason given for changing the ritual to include women is so that it better express what Jesus intended with the original foot washing...???? So, doing what Jesus expressly didn't do better expresses what Jesus meant? So, Pope Francis better expresses Jesus than Jesus does? REALLY?
Additional Considerations on Foot Washing
http://www.onepeterfive.com/additional-considerations-on-foot-washing/
By Steve Skojec, March 16, 2016
Reading through the comments on yesterday’s post about Cardinal Sarah and the changes to the Holy Thursday foot-washing ceremony, Father RP’s observations stood out. So much so that I want to highlight them here (with my emphasis):
I must confess to having never liked this ritual included in the Holy Mass, though I have never been vehemently opposed to it, as it is the Lord instructing His Apostles in the proper humility befitting the Holy Office to which they were being consecrated to, and the necessary devoted service to one another (of course via Himself) in the Holy Ministry, especially in regard to the advancing of the Holy Gospel:

Romans 10:15: “And how can men preach unless they are sent? As it is written, “How beautiful are the feet of those who preach good news!”

Referencing Isaiah 52:7:

“How beautiful upon the mountains are the feet of him who brings good tidings, who publishes peace, who brings good tidings of good, who publishes salvation, who says to Zion, “Your God reigns.”

Notice that both passages clearly state Men? Our Lord’s washing of the feet of the Apostles was not a tender act of charity to be symbolic for all, but rather a purifying action to prepare those whom He commissioned to bear the Gospel (the Good News) to Israel and indeed to all of the Nations.

The new decree clearly states the entire rite is optional and should not be a spectacle that overshadows the Institution of the Holy Sacrifice and the Holy Priesthood ordained to offer the Sacrifice. I would point out that the washing of non-Christian, indeed anti-Christian feet, and women’s feet while kissing them is indeed a spectacle (please note that the LORD does not KISS anyone’s FEET, rather His feet are kissed in humble gratitude.) The kissing of someone’s feet is a sign of subjection to the one who’s feet are being kissed…the Minister’s of the Gospel of Jesus Christ are not subject to those whom they bring the Gospel to.)
Therefore, I choose to skip it altogether, which is my right according to the Law of the Church and no Bishop has the authority to mandate beyond the Universal Law of the Church.
So, I simply say: No. It isn’t necessary and it is a spectacle that now clearly distracts one from the meaning of the Mass of Holy Thursday: the institution of the Sacrifice of the New and Eternal Covenant and the consecration of the Priesthood who shall Offer the Holy Sacrifice of the New and Eternal Covenant.

A side note, it’s also clear that the ritual to include women is optional, it does not exclude only including men. Unfortunately, some Bishops have been and are notorious abusers of Priests who do not conform themselves to the Bishop’s unlawful authority which seeks to impose above and beyond the Law of the Church herself. No man should deign to wash another man’s wife’s feet, it is unseemly at best. Need I say how unseemly it is for a Consecrated Celibate to do so, or to do so to an unmarried woman? The woman holding her skirt down while father is below it kissing her feet…? That’s proper? No, it isn’t…ever. Pope Francis gets away with it, not every priest shall. If it were something absolutely necessary to carry out the Ministry of Jesus Christ, then so be it, but it isn’t and never has been and never shall be. Like Fr. Fessio said, look for the sexual harassment suit coming to a Church near you.(Am I now required to be so benighted of intellect that I am not permitted to realize that there are unworthy priests who will do this very thing for an unseemly purpose under the guise of charity!? And that there are no women alive who won’t find father’s tender hands (and God forbid lips) upon their feet so gentle and loving and begin to wish that their terrible brute husbands were more like father…and begin to entertain thoughts that could lead to very bad things!? Am I supposed to en-darken myself to the point were I no longer recognize the occasion of Sin as being very real and not a byproduct of a repressive Victorian era? Am I to succumb to the evil of Freud and call it liberation of my psyche and then enforce it upon the sheep?)
Father brings up points — particularly on the feet kissing and its significance — I hadn’t even considered. Nor had I thought of the very serious impropriety of a priest kissing a woman’s feet before Bishop Schneider brought it up*, but this really drove it home.
This is a thing that not only should not be optional, it should be forbidden.

God save us from our own blindness to sin and its occasions.
Readers have left 23 comments

*Bishop Schneider: The Church is “Participating in the Passion of Christ”
http://www.onepeterfive.com/bishop-schneider-the-church-is-participating-in-the-passion-of-christ/ See page 6
Before we return to the 2016 “reactions” to Pope Francis latest Maundy Thursday incident, we will examine a few earlier articles.
Smashing Traditions: The Vatican war machine is back
http://www.onepeterfive.com/smashing-traditions-the-vatican-war-machine-is-back/
By Steve Skojec, January 21, 2016. Bold emphases mine
A few days ago, when speaking with a close friend, I said, “Pope Francis has been quiet for a while now, but I can feel it coming. A whole new barrage is just around the corner.” 
Somewhere, deep in my soul, I heard the distant whistle of incoming ecclesiastical artillery. The Vatican war machine appears to be spinning back up, just as expected. With that in mind, I decided to go ahead and publish the story on the alleged papal outburst  – a story I had been sitting on for a while as we looked for more corroboration and sources. By this week, I had heard similar reports from enough people (and found it so consistent with what I have observed) that I believed it credible. That many of those questioned deflected rather than denied that the event took place became its own story. This is the same thing I heard when the Five Cardinals Book was stolen from the Vatican mailboxes of the Synod fathers. When I spoke to journalists in Rome about the latter incident, they said, “It’s strange. Everyone here knows that it happened, but nobody will go on the record.” 

What are they all afraid of? 

Not everyone agrees with my decision to move forward with a story that lacks a smoking gun. Fine. But I don’t run an investigative journalism operation. I run a commentary and analysis operation. It was important to get the story out there. It was important to lay down cover for those those journalists who do have the resources to dig into it, but don’t have the editorial freedom I do. They deserved an opportunity to examine the story. Once it’s already news, after all, they aren’t stirring up trouble by covering it. 

As it turns out, the stalwart Ed Pentin did just that, taking our inquiry to the Vatican, where he received a Jesuitical non-denial from Fr. Lombardi on the issue. You know, the kind where he answers questions with questions that make you think he’s responding, but he’s actually performed semantic Aikido and turned your own inquiry against you? If he were playing poker, this would be his tell: 
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Who can believe it? People who have been watching this papacy closely. Who can waste time with it? We can, because we don’t consider it a waste at all. In fact, it’s really quite informative whenever we get a glimpse at the temperament of the pope who has the “humility and ambition” to change things in the Church so drastically and unapologetically. 
The question Fr. Lombardi didn’t answer was: Did this outburst happen, or didn’t it? 

Again: not a denial. A deflection. 

There’s certainly reason to believe the Holy Father would have been angry at anyone who opposed his agenda. There’s no longer any question (as we’ve documented somewhat exhaustively) that he was the driving force behind the Synod, that he personally chose to stack the deck with unorthodox prelates, that he empowered Cardinal Kasper, that he preached homilies making those who adhered to the Church’s traditional teaching look like villains, that he warned about a “hermeneutic of conspiracy” around the time these Cardinals sent their letter. 

And perhaps most telling, there was his speech at the end of the Synod, in which he vented his invective against the forces arrayed against the synodal agenda: 

The Synod, he said, 

“was also about laying closed hearts, which bare the closed hearts which frequently hide even behind the Church’s teachings or good intentions, in order to sit in the chair of Moses and judge, sometimes with superiority and superficiality, difficult cases and wounded families”

He went on: 

“In the course of this Synod, the different opinions which were freely expressed – and at times, unfortunately, not in entirely well-meaning ways – certainly led to a rich and lively dialogue; they offered a vivid image of a Church which does not simply “rubberstamp”, but draws from the sources of her faith living waters to refresh parched hearts.”

Oh? Who could he have been speaking about with those “closed hearts” who “hide behind the Church’s teachings”? Who might he have been referring to when he said that “different opinions were freely expressed – and at times…not in entirely well-meaning ways”? Were there other notable disagreements he had with Synod fathers? That’s not what we heard from the language attaches whose job it was to report on the Synod proceedings. 

This theme — that those who follow Church teaching and tradition are the bad guys — is one he reiterated just this week: 

“Christians who obstinately maintain ‘it’s always been done this way,’ this is the path, this is the street—they sin: the sin of divination. It’s as if they went about by guessing: ‘What has been said and what doesn’t change is what’s important; what I hear—from myself and my closed heart—more than the Word of the Lord.’ Obstinacy is also the sin of idolatry: the Christian who is obstinate sins! The sin of idolatry. ‘And what is the way, Father?’ Open the heart to the Holy Spirit, discern what is the will of God.”

Divination? Really? By definition, Holy Father, that means trying to seek knowledge of the future by some preternatural or supernatural means – not understanding the context of the present through the wisdom that has already been established by Christ’s Church. Is it divination to understand that “What earlier generations held as sacred, remains sacred and great for us too, and it cannot be all of a sudden entirely forbidden or even considered harmful. It behooves all of us to preserve the riches which have developed in the Church’s faith and prayer, and to give them their proper place.”? 
Obstinancy is the sin of idolatry? Really? So if a young girl were obstinately to say, “No, it is a sin! God does not want it! You’ll go to Hell!” to the young man who tried to coerce her into having sex with him, dying rather than giving up her purity, she would be an idolater and not a saint? If a young boy carrying the Eucharist during a time of persecution obstinately refused to give it up to the pagans who wanted to take it from him, and they beat him to death for it, he would be an idolater and not a saint? If a great scholar and legal mind — and in fact the Chancellor of a mighty kingdom — were to obstinately refuse to endorse his king’s desire to ignore Church teaching and nullify his own marriage, and by so doing incur execution, he would be an idolater, and not a saint? 

You see, the Lives of the Saints are filled with stories of men and women, boys and girls, who all shared one thing in common: they were obstinate in their adherence to Catholic truth, even to the point of cruel and ignominious death. 

Pope Francis either does not understand this or refuses to accept it, either of which make it is impossible for him to be a friend of Catholic tradition. The evidence is overwhelming. And now, with some of the incoming shells reaching their targets, we have more. 

Yesterday, we shared with you the revelation of some Lutherans receiving Holy Communion during Mass from Catholic priests in Rome this week after coming to meet with Pope Francis – an action that appears to have been justified (in the minds of those involved) by his comments about Lutherans receiving communion last November. 

Today, we receive news that Pope Francis has decided to change the rule for the Universal Church forbidding women to have their feet washed on Holy Thursday – a rule he himself breaks with regularity: 

The Holy Father has written a letter, dated 20 December and published today, to Cardinal Robert Sarah, prefect of the Congregation for Divine Worship and the Discipline of the Sacraments, in which he decrees that from now on, the people chosen for the washing of the feet in the liturgy of Holy Thursday may be selected from all the People of God, and not only men and boys. 

The Pope writes to the cardinal that he has for some time reflected on the “rite of the washing of the feet contained in the Liturgy of the Mass in Coena Domini, with the intention of improving the way in which it is performed so that it might express more fully the meaning of Jesus’ gesture in the Cenacle, His giving of Himself unto the end for the salvation of the world, His limitless charity”. 

“After careful consideration”, he continues, “I have decided to make a change to the Roman Missal. I therefore decree that the section according to which those persons chosen for the Washing of the feet must be men or boys, so that from now on the Pastors of the Church may choose the participants in the rite from among all the members of the People of God. I also recommend that an adequate explanation of the rite itself be provided to those who are chosen”.

This is a debate which has long raged in the Church. Aside from the fact that this ritual is a distraction from the Mass and thus completely superfluous, it was formerly guided by rubrics (which were frequently ignored) and a tradition which, according to a 1988 letter from the Congregation for Divine Worship and the Discipline of the Sacraments, “should be maintained.” 

That tradition was nothing less than recognizing that Christ washed the feet of the apostles only, and so any imitation of His action should be a direct imitation. In a March, 1997 edition of the Adoremus Bulletin, Fr. Jerry Pokorsky analyzed the debate over the topic, discussed the authoritative nature of Rome’s maintenance of tradition, and explained the significance of the ritual itself: 

The “proper significance” of the ritual surely depends upon fidelity to what has been received. Like scriptural texts, liturgical actions (as well as liturgical texts) are multivalent: such is their richness and depth that they convey different levels of meaning simultaneously. 

The symbolism of the ritual representation of the Lord’s washing the feet of His Apostles is an example of this. Even Peter did not at first understand Christ’s explanation, “What I am doing you do not know now, but afterward you will understand”: 

Peter said to Him, “You shall never wash my feet.” Jesus answered him, “If I do not wash you, you have no part in me.” Simon Peter said to Him, “Lord, not my feet only but also my hands and my head!” Jesus said to him, “He who has bathed does not need to wash, except for his feet, but he is clean all over; and you are clean, but not every one of you.” For He knew who was to betray Him; that was why He said, “You are not all clean.” (John 13:7-11) 

Particularly in the context of the Holy Thursday liturgy, the ritual of washing the feet of men suggests the strong connection between Christ’s washing His Apostles feet and the institution of the Eucharist and Holy Orders. That the Vatican did not accept the American interpretation of this ritual suggests that there are important theological reasons for the customary practice. 

If the washing of feet were only symbolic of charity and service, why did Jesus not wash the feet of the sick, or the hungry, or the lepers, or His friends in the house of Lazarus, or at the feeding of the five thousand? The Lord might have have found other occasions to give a lesson in charity and service in the presence of all His disciples, both men and women. But He did not. 

Christ chose an occasion which was not open to all His followers, but only to those twelve men He had chosen and called as Apostles. We must conclude, then, that the ritual is intimately connected to the priesthood and the institution of the Eucharist. Its symbolism cannot be reduced to a general theme of service to the whole Church. 

The Lord’s example is given to those who would serve the people of God in His name, calling them to humility and self-abnegation in their priestly ministry. Hence, the ceremonial recalling of this act is liturgically related to the whole mystery of Holy Thursday — to the priesthood and the Eucharist. To include women confuses this focus and obscures the theological meaning of these solemn acts.

But it was Fr. Pokorsky’s conclusion that provided the most relevant takeaway from his article – a conclusion that predates this papal decision by almost 20 years, but is no less applicable in January, 2016: 
The liturgical innovation of ritually washing women’s feet on Holy Thursday demonstrates the persistence of those promoting the feminist ideology at the highest levels of the Church’s liturgical establishment…
This is the crux of the matter. It is a “liturgical innovation” driven by feminist ideology. Or simply by ideology that despises the Church’s traditions and sees them as encumbrances rather than treasures. The Congregation for Divine Worship, in its decree on the matter this month, uses the same term: “this innovation in the liturgical books of the Roman Rite…” 

Innovation – always innovation. This is the hallmark of the post-conciliar Church, but especially this papacy. There is absolutely no concern for the preservation of what the Church, in her wisdom, has built up organically over the ages. Quite to the contrary. Instead, in less than three years’ time, we have seen the empowerment of heterodox prelates, the tearing up the institution of marriage, the flattening of the understanding of the Eucharist and who should receive it, the waving off of concerns about contraceptive use, the accusation that Catholics obsess about abortion and moral issues, the dismissal (and crushing, in the case of the FFI) of those who are attracted to traditional liturgy, a complete antipathy towards evangelization, and a steady stream of insults from the Vicar of Christ towards those Catholics — priests and laity alike — who devoutly adhere to the Church’s doctrines. 

This doesn’t even touch on the long list of theological distortions, humanist concerns, and elevation of worldly matters — like climate change — to a level of ordinary magisterial teaching, despite the fact that specific prescriptions on these topics are clearly outside the Church’s areas of competence. 

The disaster of this papacy is interminable. I know that the comment box will soon be filled with people clamoring over how Francis is a heretic, how he isn’t the pope, and so on, and so forth. These comments are needless, arrogant, and serve no purpose – so please refrain. Such juridical matters will not be settled by us, and as such, they are not our concern. We wait for God in His own time to provide a competent judge of these things. 

What is our concern is the damage wrought, and what we may do to repair it. 

This is not a fight I want to keep fighting. It’s exhausting. But nonetheless, I will continue to do so, because I am an obstinate Christian, and I obstinately love the Church, and the God who founded and guides her. 

Readers have left 133 comments
Bishop Schneider: The Church is “Participating in the Passion of Christ”

http://www.onepeterfive.com/bishop-schneider-the-church-is-participating-in-the-passion-of-christ/ EXTRACT
By Steve Skojec, February 1, 2016. (See page 3) Bold emphases mine
Today, Rorate Caeli published an absolutely essential interview with His Excellency, Bishop Athanasius Schneider of Astana, Kazakhstan. They have graciously given permission to other Catholic outlets to re-publish it in full, which we are doing here today. 

In this interview, Bishop Schneider answers questions about the crisis in the Church, the potential for schism and the quasi-heretical nature of some Catholic prelates, the status of the SSPX, the outcome of the Synod, Catholic Tradition, the correct attitude of Catholics toward the pope (and whether they may be critical of him), the role of women in the Church, the Traditional Latin Mass, and even the question of whether Russia was properly consecrated. 

We remain convinced that Bishop Schneider is the most important voice God has given to the Church to lead us back toward authentic Catholicism. When he speaks, we listen. 

(All emphasis in the following transcript was provided by Rorate.) 
[…]

Rorate Caeli: Speaking of typical Catholics, what will the typical parish priest face now that he didn’t face before the Synod began? What pressures, such as the washing of women’s feet on Maundy Thursday after the example of Francis, will burden the parish priest even more than he is burdened today? 

H.E. Schneider: A typical Catholic parish priest should know well the perennial sense of the Catholic faith, the perennial sense as well of the laws of the Catholic liturgy and, knowing this, he should have an interior sureness and firmness. He should always remember the Catholic principle of discernment: “Quod semper, quod ubique, quod ab omnibus”, i.e. “What has been always, everywhere and from all” believed and practiced. 

The categories “always, everywhere, all” are not to be understood in an arithmetical, but in a moral sense. A concrete criterion for discernment is this: “Does this change in a doctrinal affirmation, in a pastoral or in a liturgical practice constitute a rupture with the centuries-old, or even with the millennial past? And does this innovation really make the faith shine clearer and brighter? Does this liturgical innovation bring to us closer the sanctity of God, or manifest deeper and more beautiful the Divine mysteries? Does this disciplinary innovation really increase a greater zeal for the holiness of life?” 

As concretely to the innovation of washing the feet of women during the Holy Mass of the Last Supper on Holy Thursday: This Holy Mass celebrates the commemoration of the institution of the sacraments of the Eucharist and the Priesthood. Therefore, the foot washing of women along with the men not only distracts from the main focus on Eucharist and on Priesthood, but generates confusion regarding the historical symbolism of the “twelve” and of the apostles being of male sex. The universal tradition of the Church never allowed the foot washing during the Holy Mass, but instead outside of Mass, in a special ceremony. 

By the way: the public washing and usually also kissing of the feet of women on the part of a man, in our case, of a priest or a bishop, is considered by every person of common sense in all cultures as being improper and even indecent. Thanks be to God no priest or bishop is obliged to wash publicly the feet of women on Holy Thursday, for there is no binding norm for it, and the foot washing itself is only facultative. 
The god of surprises vs. the Tradition on Feet Washing
http://athanasiuscm.org/2016/01/21/the-god-of-surprises-vs-the-tradition-on-feet-washing/
January 21, 2016

Just today, the Congregation of Divine Worship, at the command of Pope Francis, has decreed that women must be included in the Mandatum, that is the washing of the feet for Holy Thursday, effective this year. Thus, the god of surprises has come to visit us just in time for Septuagesima and the beginning of Lent.
There are lots of things to say, but the most important thing is to treat it dispassionately and in union with the Tradition. Pope Francis has said that those who resist change are closed to the working of the spirit, who cling to the way things have always been done are closed to the message of the Gospel. In spite of the twisting of the sense of Scripture in that particular discussion (my basis for which is the original Italian of Francis’ words, not some media report), let’s give him that for the moment. He posits a dichotomy of those who only want to do things the way things were, vs. those who want to apply new things. Thus we don’t receive a teaching and a praxis conditioned by the tradition of signs and symbols that lead us to Christ, to the teaching of the Gospel and the very person of Christ, but rather to the whims of this or that age. What is new and hip and inclusive in our age will be outmoded in the next age.

Moreover, the opposition is not comprised of those who say we must do everything as it has always been done, but that there is a reason why things have been done this way. Thus, the onus is on the Pope to explain why something in the traditional signs and symbols is somehow insufficient to express the reality of the Gospel. The problem is, he prescinds from this, and simply characterizes the opposition as a stick in the mud. It is one thing if he were to show how the traditional signs and symbols were insufficient for some reason, this is possible and the Church is in fact always in need of renewal. But can he show the use of men alone is somehow opposed to the expression of the Gospel?

The practice of washing the feet of men is supposed to express the relationship of Christ with his Apostles, not merely with the Christian community. Still, for all that, there is ample testimony of the Fathers that could be applied also to the community of the faithful, including examples where women’s feet were washed by the Bishop, just not during the Maundy Thursday liturgy. But then again, that might be too much the way things have always been done. The teaching of the Fathers on the question is well summarized by Cornelius á Lapide, in his commentary on the relevant passage of the Gospel (John XIII: 6-10), which will suffice for our purposes here: 
[NB: My translation. There is a very good translation of this available from Loretto, but I do not have it at hand]
“St. Bernard understands in this place as if it were a sacrament, a symbol, a type, a figure, a mystical meaning as he explains a little after, on which we will say more soon.
Symbolicly, Origen and St. Jerome [epist. ad Damasus, de prima visione Isaiae] reckon that Christ washed the feet of the Apostles in order that he might prepare them to preach the Gospel, according to what is said: ‘How beautiful upon the mountains are the feet of him that brings good tidings, and that preaches peace: of him that shows forth good!’ [Isaiah LII: 7; Rom. X: 15].
Secondly, S. Ambrose, [de iis qui initiantur mysteriis, cap. vi] reckons that Christ in baptism washes away actual sins by washing the head, but here by washing the feet, he washed the remnant of original sin, that is, the motion of concupiscence, for in this washing of the feet, it is effected to have fortified them so that they would resist concupiscence.
Thirdly, St. Augustine and St. Bernard [de Cœna Domini] say: “By such feet we tread over the earth, the love of the earth is signified, filth and defects, which, while on earth, that is while we live among earthly affairs, just as the dust or mud on our feet it behooves us to wash by tears and penance, especially before holy communion.
Fourthly, St. Cyprian [de Cœna Domini] and St. Gregory [lib. ix epist. 39]: “Of the feet, which are the lowest and last part of man, the washing means not only that we must scrutinize our exterior works, but that we must descend even to the lowest and most intimate hidden corners of our conscience, and purge them from every secret stain and wicked intention through contrition, tears and groans.
From this washing of the feet by Christ, the custom of Milan, and several other churches, sprung up that the Bishop would wash those who were going to be baptized, and thereafter the priests and clerics in the font, who stood straight for this purpose outside the Church; thereafter the Bishop kissed the feet of those he washed, and they placed the outer part of the foot over the head of the bishop. St. Ambrose relates and defends this custom [lib. III de Sacram. cap. 1] and says that it was begun by St. Peter and Christ, wherefore he marvels that it is not kept in the Roman Church. Moreover, the Council of Toledo [XVII, cap. iii] ratifies that the Bishops and priests should wash the feet of the faithful at the Lord’s supper after the example of Christ, and commands the use which had ceased for a while to be recalled.
St. Ambrose relates the mystical nature of this washing [lib. De initiandis, cap. VI] saying: “Peter was clean, but ought to wash the sole [of the foot]: for he had the sin of the first man by succession, when the serpent supplanted it and persuaded error; therefore his sole is washed so that hereditary sins would be abolished.” He alludes to those words of God to the serpent concerning man: “Thou shall lie in wait for his heal,” [Genes. III: 15]. The same Ambrose [lib. III de Sacram., cap. 1] says: “Because Adam was supplanted by the devil, and the poison flowing into him and over his feet, therefore you wash the feet so that in that part, in which the serpent lies in wait, shall come upon a greater sanctification, in which afterward he cannot supplant you. Therefore you wash the feet, so that you wash the poison of the serpent. Moreover, it will effect humility, so that you will not blush in the mystery, that we will not disdain obedience.”
Another reason was more literal, because formerly those to be baptized approached with naked feet, that they would conduct themselves with humility. For that reason, this nakedness of the feet is called humility by St. Augustine [lib. de Symbolo ad Catech., cap. 1]; because they will wash the filth that has been contracted on the feet. This custom began to spread from the Church of Milan to others, as is clear from St. Augustine.”

Now, we could go on at length with many more testimonies to the same thing. What we can see is that the objections of some, that the priest will kiss a woman’s foot at the mandatum, was not a problem for St. Ambrose and the fathers of other churches where this custom spread to. Then again, the culture was not as over-sexualized as it is today where you have foot fetishes and other things of immoderate men. I don’t know if such a thought would occur to most priests, but it may to some laity. So if Francis wanted to overturn the custom prevailing in all Churches of only washing men’s feet, he could appeal to this example in the Fathers, that such washings were done from the Lord’s example for the community (men and women) who were to be baptized, and then he might have some ground to stand on in terms of uniting this symbol at the liturgy with the example of antiquity. But then his notion of mercy, trumpeted so much at the last synod in regard to public adulterers, could be exposed to attack by the same example. Again from á Lapide, on John XIII: 10:

“Mark, here Christ alludes to those who wash themselves in a bath, who go out from it with their whole body being cleansed, but because they tread upon the earth with their naked feet, therefore they might say the feet, for that reason alone are washed afterward. Mark secondly, Christ speaks anagogically [that is, in regard to man’s final state] that by his custom they rise from corporal washing to a spiritual one, in other words, one who is washed is done so spiritually through baptism, in which I have washed you, O Apostles, or one who is washed through contrition and penance, here is wholly clean in soul, but still needs that he wash only his feet, that is the affects of the soul, again by reason of earthly things, in which they live, are stained by contagion and contract light filth that they must often purge through contrition, castigation of the body and like virtues (of which this my washing is a symbol), and especially before the Sacred Liturgy and reception of the Eucharist. Thus St. Augustine, Bede, and especially St. Bernard [serm. In Cœna Domini] say: “He who is washed, needs nothing but that he should wash the feet. He is washed, who does not have grave sins, whose head, that is intention, and hand, that is the operation and good life, is clean; but the feet, which are the affections of the soul, while we step in this dust, from the whole cannot be of the world, which at some time tread in vanity, lust or curiosity, it rather more behooves the soul that it should fall even now. For we all offend in many things. But no man scorns or slights. For it is impossible to be saved by those, it is impossible that I have washed except through Christ Jesus, and by Christ.”

Whereas, directly contradicting what Christ said, that he who divorces his wife and marries another (Matt. XIX) commits adultery, can that be said to be a light matter? Not a grave sin?

Nevertheless, picking up in the next paragraph with Lapide, we see the relationship of Christ with the Apostles:

“Therefore, Christ, in this washing of the feet of Peter and the Apostles cleanses sins, especially venial ones, because through that and only through His forgiveness does he goad their minds, and admonished them by making internal washing through contrition in their souls, through which venial sins are expiated.
For this reason, priests in the OT washed their feet and hands before the sacrifice, as I have already said. Likewise, many heathen did the same thing, as Brissonius recalls [lib. I De Formulis Roman., pag. 4]. Formerly the Jews did the same thing, as is clear from Mark VII: 4, and they still do the same thing today.
Next, St. Augustine [epist. 108 ad Seleucianum] from “qui lotus est“, probably gathers that Peter and the Apostles were baptized before the Eucharist, then because no man has the capacity for the Eucharist unless he has been baptized, for after His death he baptized no man, it is certain that they were all either immediately or mediately baptized by Christ. Then, the “washing” would probably have been the washing done in baptism.”

Thus, the relationship expressed in the washing of the feet of the Apostles by Christ, is not just of a hierarchical relationship, though that is properly one aspect, but one of the intimate communion that his Apostles, as priests conformed to Christ’s very person, share with him in spite of their human nature. They are washed as preparation for becoming priests of the new and eternal covenant, of which baptism is necessary, that is being put to death to the world, and born anew in Christ Jesus. The mandatum, as preserved and passed down in the sacred liturgy of Maundy Thursday, is intended to preserve this identification of Bishops and Priests as other Christs, being cleansed from sin and made unto him, whereas the early Church (as seen in St. Ambrose, St. Augustine and the Bishops of other Churches, as Lapide mentions) also sought to incorporate the symbol of the Bishop conformed to Christ, the suffering servant who is nonetheless God, in the rite of baptism.

As a side note, Catholics should take note that the practice of blessing themselves with Holy Water when they come into Church derives from this ancient practice, which is why the modern practice in many modern churches of removing the holy water during Lent an replacing it with sand is all the more inexplicable.

Now, as I noted, Pope Francis could overturn this particular tradition in the mandatum under the desire to emulate the Baptism of the faithful, but if that were the case he should give very clear reasons as to why the old symbol were inefficient to this, or why the expression of the priesthood as perfectly conformed to Christ as servants no longer satisfies and should be expressive of who we are today. 
In fact, the very purpose of liturgical symbols is to remind men of changing fashions what the symbols represent and call them back to the gospel—both clergy and laity—not to correspond to changing fashions. 
What Pope Francis has done, is to destroy a symbol without any particular reasoning or purpose apart from what seems inclusive for today. And therein lies the very problem. A protestant friend of mine very aptly encapsulated the faulty reasoning of this initiative in the following satire:

“I hereby propose that a reasonably accurate modern equivalent of Jesus washing the disciples’ feet would be Jesus doing their dishes. Harder to fit into the Maundy Thursday service, though.”

Could it be that Pope Francis is the one doing things the way they have always been done—since 1965?

Comment posted by Fr. Conrad Saldanha, Mumbai, India:

Do you need any other interpretations? Let scripture interpret scripture and you will have the rich meaning of the Canonical text and of the significance of what Jesus did. This is supported by teaching from Canon Law and magisterium and no tradition will disagree with what is written by way of a private and personal letter to Pope Francis in 2014: https://frconrad.wordpress.com/pope-francis-a-closed-letter-now-open/
The German Church’s Opposing Voices

http://www.onepeterfive.com/the-german-churchs-opposing-voices/
By Maike Hickson, March 14, 2016 EXTRACT. Bold emphases mine
[…]

Markus Günther, a well-known German journalist who writes, among many other newspapers, for the Frankfurter Allgemeine Zeitung. Last year, he wrote a strong critique of Pope Francis. In January of 2016, he wrote another analysis of the pontificate of Pope Francis, which was published it in the German Catholic journal Vatikan Magazin: 

The Pope Full of Riddles: Whoever thinks to understand Francis overestimates himself – or he underestimates Jorge Mario Bergoglio 

[…]

Francis is close to being an evangelical pope. […]  Like all priests who have been formed by evangelical influences [in their surrounding culture, such as in Southern America], Francis has to face the challenge to present the uniquely Catholic elements and to explain their special value; everything evangelical always runs the danger to seek a relationship with God outside of the Church founded by Christ, as it were in a form of a private solo run; and everything evangelical finds itself in a relationship of tension with the sacraments which, after all, can only be understood in a Catholic way. Francis does not always succeed in attempting the balance between an evangelical approach and a distinctly Catholic one. Besides [the Sacrament of] Confession, he barely speaks of the sacraments, and he seems to lack – especially with regard to the Holy Eucharist – a passionate attachment to the Sacraments. The symbolic action of the public washing of feet seems to be closer to his heart than the Sacramental Sacrifice at the altar.
The 2016 washing and the reactions
Pope Washes Feet of Refugees at Holy Thursday Mass 

https://zenit.org/articles/pope-washes-feet-of-refugees-at-holy-thursday-mass/ 

Considers terrorism in contrast to representatives of different religions coming together in symbol of brotherhood

By Kathleen Naab, March 24, 2016 

Pope Francis this evening celebrated the Mass of the Lord’s Supper with refugees.
The Holy Thursday Mass was celebrated at the Centre for Asylum Seekers (Centro di Accoglienza per Richiedenti Asilo, or CARA) in Castelnuovo di Porto, located 25 kilometres (15 miles) north of Rome.

During the Mass, Pope Francis washed the feet of 11 migrants and of one volunteer. Of the migrants, four were Catholic youths from Nigeria, three were Coptic women from Eritrea, three were Muslims, and one was a Hindu youth from India. 

During his homily, given without a text, the Pope spoke of the “gestures” recalled at the Mass: the gestures of Jesus serving and the gesture of Judas betraying.

Today, as well, he suggested, there is the gesture of peoples of different religions and cultures coming together as children of one Father, contrasted with the gesture of the terrorist attack Tuesday in Brussels.

Behind Judus’ betrayal were those who offered money, he said, just as behind terrorism, there are those who want blood, not peace.

He invited them all to join in praying that brotherhood might spread throughout the world, and that there would be an end to those who seek the 30 pieces of silver to betray goodness.

CARA is host to nearly 900 asylum-seekers from 25 different countries spread across Africa, Asia, and even Europe. The majority of the guests at the facility are Muslim, and there are many Protestants and Coptic Christians as well.

Corporal works of mercy
Archbishop Rino Fisichella, the president of the Pontifical Council for Promoting New Evangelization, wrote this week in L’Osservatore Romano about the symbolism of the Pope choosing refugees for the Mass of the Lord’s Supper. “Millions of refugees are showing the world the real features of a new exodus in which we see the movement masses of destitute people, who now have neither home nor homeland”, he writes. “They reluctantly flee under the pressure of gratuitous violence, pointless war and hunger, towards destinations that are often a figment of the imagination rather than reality. 
Nonetheless the wealthy countries of the west in particular remain indifferent in the face of a drama that is troubling on account of both its duration and the number of people involved. … In his appeal on 6 September last year, during the Sunday Angelus shortly before the beginning of the Jubilee of Mercy, the Pope asked that every parish, religious community, monastery and shrine to open its doors to a family, starting with the diocese of Rome. A small but concrete gesture to promote awareness of the international drama. It set in motion a movement that led to the expression of great solidarity amid the silence. However time passes and the initial provocation, unfortunately, seems to have diminished while the problems remain and become increasingly acute. In the first months of the Holy Year of Mercy a significant influx of people from around the world has been registered, a clear sign that Christians experience this moment as an opportunity offered to them to feel God’s closeness, tenderness and forgiveness”.

“Among the seven works of corporal mercy, there is, with its current relevance, that of hospitality”, remarks Archbishop Fisichella. “Welcoming refugees thus becomes for Christians a tangible expression for living the Jubilee of Mercy. In this year, one Friday each month Pope Francis usually gives concrete witness of these works. In the month of December he opened the Holy Door of the ‘Don Luigi di Liegro’ hostel that offers shelter to the homeless and distributes meals every day. In January he visited many elderly people and patients in a vegetative state to demonstrate that the ‘throwaway culture’ has little to do with the Christian vision of life. 
In February he visited a rehabilitation community for young drug users to offer them hope for the future. This coming Holy Thursday Pope Francis will go to Castelnuovo di Porto to spend time with the young refugees sheltered in the Reception Centre for asylum seekers. … The visit will be accompanied by the rite of the washing of the feet. The Pope will bow before twelve refugees and wash their feet as a sign of service and attention to their condition. In last Saturday’s Jubilee audience, commenting on the gesture of washing the feet, the Pope said, ‘Washing the feet of the apostles, Jesus wanted to reveal God’s way of acting towards us, and to give the example of His new commandment of loving each other as He loved us, that is, giving His life for us’. Even more specifically, he added, ‘Love is the concrete service that we render to each other. Love is not words, it is works and service'”.

“In the light of these considerations, it is possible to understand the symbolic value that Pope Francis intends to bestow upon his visit to the Centre at Castelnuovo di Porto, and his bowing down to wash the feet of the refugees. He wishes to say to us that it is necessary to give due attention to the weakest at this historical moment; that we are all called upon to restore their dignity, without recourse to subterfuge”, emphasises the prelate. “This drives us to look towards Easter with the eyes of those who transform their faith into a life lived in the service of those whose faces bear the traces of suffering and violence. Many of these young people are not Catholics. The sign Pope Francis offers therefore becomes even more eloquent. He indicates the path of respect as the high way towards peace. Respect, in its semantic value, means recognising there is another person beside me. A person who walks with me, suffers with me, rejoices with me. A person who, one day, will be able to lean on me for support. Washing the feet of the refugees, Pope Francis demands respect for each one of them”.

The Pontiff washed the feet of several refugees, including Muslims, Hindus and Copts

http://www.catholicherald.co.uk/news/2016/03/24/pope-francis-washes-feet-of-refugees-on-holy-thursday/ 
By Junno Arocho Esteves, March 24, 2016
In a gesture of brotherhood and peace earlier today, Pope Francis washed the feet of several refugees, including Muslims, Hindus and Copts.

Gestures, like Jesus washing the feet of his disciples, “speak louder than words,” he said during the Holy Thursday Mass of the Lord’s Supper on March 24.

Coming together, he added, is another gesture meant to show a desire to live in peace as brothers and sisters despite people’s different cultural and religious backgrounds.

Hundreds of refugees were outside hoping to catch a glimpse of the Pope as he made his way into the courtyard of the Centre for Asylum Seekers at Castelnuovo di Porto, about 15 miles north of Rome.

Prior to his arrival, the Pope sent some Easter presents for the centre’s guests: 200 chocolate Easter eggs, a wooden chess board, and several autographed footballs and baseballs.

After getting out of a blue four-door vehicle, the Pope was greeted by Archbishop Rino Fisichella, the main organiser of the Vatican’s Year of Mercy initiatives, as well as the directors of the refugee centre.

He was also introduced to three residents who would serve as his interpreters: Ibrahim from Afghanistan, Boro from Mali and Segen from Eritrea. One of the refugees handed the Pope a marker, which the pontiff used to sign a banner depicting the flags of 26 nations, representing the countries of origin of the centre’s guests.

In his brief, off-the-cuff homily, the Pope said there were two distinct gestures in the day’s Gospel: Jesus serving and washing the feet of his disciples and Judas receiving money by Jesus’ enemies to betray him.

“Today as well, there are two gestures. All of us here, (coming) together — Muslims, Hindus, Catholics, Copts, Evangelicals — but (being) brothers, sons of the same God who want to live in peace,” he said.

However, recalling the recent terrorist attack in Brussels, the Pope said there was a second gesture made by those who want war. Like Judas, he said, behind those who committed the attacks there are “arms traffickers who want blood, not peace.”

“In this moment, when I do Jesus’s same gesture — to wash the feet of you 12 — all of us are making this gesture of brotherhood. And all of us can say: We are diverse, we are different, we have different religions and cultures, but we are brothers and we want to live in peace,” he said.

Acknowledging the suffering endured by the refugees, Pope Francis asked them to pray in “their own religious language” so that there may “always be brotherhood and goodness.”

After his homily, the Pope removed his vestments and put on a large white garment tied over his alb. He kneeled before each of the 12 people, washed each person’s foot slowly and dried it.

The refugees barely contained their emotions, tears streaming down their faces as the pope bent low and kissed their feet. A young mother wiped her tears as the Pope gazed at her and reached out to touch her baby.

The evening Mass was the second of two Holy Thursday liturgies for Pope Francis; the first was a morning chrism Mass in St Peter’s Basilica.

Before going around and greeting each of the centre’s residents individually, Pope Francis asked them to remember the beauty of living together as brothers and sisters despite their different cultures, religions and traditions.
The Problem with Multicultural Foot Washing
http://www.crisismagazine.com/2016/the-problem-with-multicultural-foot-washing
By William Kilpatrick, March 31, 2016. Bold emphases mine
During Holy Thursday Mass, Pope Francis washed the feet of migrants, three of whom were Muslims. Most Catholics understood this as a gesture of humility and brotherhood. That is how the Catholic press reported it—and that, undoubtedly, was the Pope’s intention.
Many Muslims, however, may see it differently—not as a gesture of brotherhood, but as one of submission and surrender. The word “Islam” means “submission,” and submission is what Islam expects of other faiths. Muslims consider Islam to be the supreme religion. To the extent that it tolerates the “People of the Book” (Christians and Jews), Islam tolerates them on the condition that they acknowledge its supremacy.

Historically, the People of the Book were expected to assume the status of dhimmis—second-class citizens with limited rights. The origin of this attitude can be found in several verses in the Koran, particularly 9:29, which says that the “People of the Book” are to be fought “until they pay the jizya with willing submission, and feel themselves subdued.”

The conditions that govern the lives of dhimmis were further elaborated in the Pact of Omar (named after the second caliph, Omar bin al-Khattab). The two dozen or so stipulations include a prohibition on building new churches or repairing old ones, a prohibition on displaying crosses, and a demand that dhimmis give up their seats “to honor the Muslims.”

With the passage of time, the dhimmi requirements were expanded, but the general idea was to keep Christians in their place, and even humiliate them. Sometimes, when dhimmis paid the jizya, they were required to approach the tax official on all fours.

Unfortunately, the dhimmi laws are not a thing of the past. Churches are prohibited in Saudi Arabia, and Christian visitors to the Kingdom are not allowed to bring Bibles with them. In Pakistan and other Muslim countries, Christians are looked upon by many as inferior beings, fit only for menial jobs. In Iraq and Syria, the Islamic State has re-imposed the jizya tax, and Islamic State scholars cite the Koran and the Pact of Omar as justification for doing so.

When the Pope kneels before a Muslim, these are the thoughts that will come into the minds of many followers of Islam. For them, the Pope’s gesture will serve as confirmation of the age-old Islamic conception of Christianity as a second-rate religion. Although some Muslims may be moved by the Pope’s gesture and some may even be converted, it’s likely that a majority of Muslims will interpret it as a sign of weakness.
In assessing the impact of the novel foot-washing ceremony, the timing also needs to be taken into account. The Holy Thursday Mass came two days after the Brussels bombings, and at a time when Muslim persecution of Christians is escalating. If Christianity was anything other than a humiliated faith, Muslims would expect to see some kind of strong response or some gesture of resolve.

Islam claims to be the natural religion of mankind, and the natural response to aggression is resistance. As Osama bin Laden reminded us, “If a man sees a strong horse and a weak horse, he will by nature favor the strong horse.” Yet, in the face of worldwide attacks on Christians, Church leaders meekly call for more dialogue and indulge in “reaching-out” gestures.

These unfortunate interpretations of the foot-washing ceremony could have been avoided if Pope Francis had not sought to give it a multi-religious flavor. Apparently, he was hoping to make a statement about the Church’s inclusivity. But the statement may have backfired. That’s one of the dangers in politicizing the liturgy. Muslims who see the Pope’s gesture as one of submission before Islam are not going to be convinced of the wisdom of Christian charity, they are going to be convinced of the prudence of sticking with the strong-horse religion. They will be more, not less likely to throw in their lot with the militants. If the Catholic Church appears to be submitting to Islam, they will reason that the only safe course of action is to do the same.

In matters of liturgy it’s usually a good idea to stick as closely as possible to the original. Christ consecrated bread and wine at the Last Supper, not pizza and Kool-Aid—or whatever they were using during the experimental “kitchen table” liturgies of the sixties and seventies. Likewise, Christ washed the feet of the Twelve Apostles. He didn’t include Philistines or representatives of the Zoroastrian faith. He didn’t offer to wash the feet of Herod or Pilate as a gesture of outreach.

The foot washing was part of the preparation that the apostles needed in order to be worthy of going out into the world and spreading the gospel. The point of it was not so much to stress the humility of Christ, as to stress that the apostles should act likewise. They too were to act as servants. But servants of which master? Well, as servants of Christ, obviously. But if that’s so, it doesn’t make sense to involve Muslims and Hindus. The foot-washing ritual seems intended for followers of Christ. It’s a reminder that they should imitate him. As such, it doesn’t seem fitting that Muslims and Hindus—representatives of entirely different faiths—should be participants. 
Muslims are supposed to follow the example of Muhammad, not Christ. Is the Pope saying that they should forget about Muhammad and imitate Christ? Or that they should be good servants of Islam? Or what?

The twelve participants are not meant to be merely passive objects of the celebrant’s charity, they are also subjects who go out into the world and act out the roles assigned to them by their master. But much of this symbolism is lost when the participants are servants of another faith system. In that case they serve as little more than props. They provide the backdrop for the making of a statement.

So, the inclusion of non-Christians in the ceremony is problematic: it makes for a garbled symbolic syntax. And because it is so garbled, the takeaway can be entirely different from the one intended. As I suggested earlier, for many Muslims the gesture will suggest weakness and even capitulation in the face of danger. But it will also signal the same for many Christians, Jews, and agnostics—particularly those living in Europe. Instead of reminding them of Christ’s humility, the Pope’s gesture is more likely to remind them of the hated European elites who also humble themselves before Islam. It would be difficult to overstate the degree of contempt that many Europeans now feel for their leaders—leaders who have been more interested in making “statements” than in dealing with reality. They are hated most of all for having opened the floodgates to Muslim immigration—an “inclusive” gesture that threatens to bring ruination to much of the continent.

Pope Francis has striven to be in touch with the common people, but he seems increasingly out of touch with the common people of Europe. Does he mean to identify himself and the Church with the wave of young male migrants who are now despoiling Europe? Or will the Church now be identified with the out-of-touch elites who have facilitated what the common people of Europe now consider to be an invasion? Will the Church be looked upon as a party to what is coming to be seen as a great betrayal of the European people by its leaders?

Pope Francis undoubtedly intends none of this. But by using a religious ceremony to make a statement about current events, he leaves himself wide open to misinterpretation. Next Holy Thursday, it might be a good idea for the pope to stick to tradition and wash the feet of twelve Catholics. It will save us all from a barque-load of confusion.

Readers have left 398 comments
Washing For All. The Holy Thursday of Francis

The washing of feet now overshadows the Mass of the last supper. The pope has admitted women to the ceremony, as long as they belong to the Church. 
But he is pushing even farther, and is also washing the feet of Muslims 

http://chiesa.espresso.repubblica.it/articolo/1351258?eng=y   

By Sandro Magister, Rome, March 22, 2016. Bold emphases mine
As a reformer, Pope Francis also distinguishes himself in the liturgical field. And the day after tomorrow, on Holy Thursday, in churches all over the world there will be plain for all to see the innovation that he has introduced in the ceremony of the washing of feet, to which women too are now admitted.

As the theatre of the ceremony he will celebrate, this time Francis has chosen a refugee center, while in past years he has gone to a juvenile detention center, in 2013, to a hospice for the disabled, in 2014, and last year to a big prison. Always, therefore, to places of suffering humanity. The day after tomorrow will therefore be the first Holy Thursday following the reform. But Jorge Mario Bergoglio has put it into practice since the first year of his pontificate, even then washing the feet of women too.

Moreover, the pope has gone beyond what is allowed by his own reform, washing the feet - more than once - of persons not belonging to the Church.

But first things first. Francis enunciated the general criterion from which he draws his inspiration for innovating in the liturgical field in the 2013 agenda-setting interview with “La Civiltà Cattolica” and twelve other magazines of the Society of Jesus:

“Vatican II was a re-reading of the Gospel in light of contemporary culture. . . Its fruits are enormous. Just recall the liturgy. The work of liturgical reform has been a service to the people as a re-reading of the Gospel from a concrete historical situation.”

The conception of the liturgy as a pedagogical act dictated by current events is an impoverishment that has understandably disconcerted the experts on this subject. Including Cardinal Robert Sarah, who was nonetheless promoted by Francis in 2014 as prefect of the Vatican Congregation for Divine Worship.

The fact is that, after the appointment, the pope immediately told Cardinal Sarah that he had a change in mind for the ceremony of the washing of feet. A change that he made explicit and imposed in a letter to Sarah of December 20, 2014:

“I have reached the decision to make a change in the rubric of the Roman Missal. 
Therefore, I order that the rubric according to which the candidates chosen to receive the washing of feet be men or boys be modified in such a way as to enable the Pastors of the Church from now on to choose the candidates for the rite from among all members of the People of God.”

But it took more than a year, until Epiphany of 2016, for Sarah to issue the relative decree. Evidently not convinced of the goodness of the reform, the cardinal asked for and obtained the publication along with the decree, which he signed, of the letter with which Francis had ordered him to make the innovation, so that the real paternity of the change might be manifest.

The decree establishes that the ceremony of the washing of feet is no longer only for “men,” but more generically for those “who are chosen from amongst the people of God.” Meaning in practice “people young and old, healthy and sick, clerics, consecrated men and women and laity.” The result is a change in the symbolism of the ceremony. While traditionally the washing of feet reproduced the action of Jesus with the apostles in the cenacle, and for this reason was performed only with men, and twelve of them in number, now it would represent something entirely different: “the variety and the unity of each part of the people of God.”
It is curious that such a clean break from the action performed by Jesus with the twelve apostles should have been desired by none other than a Jesuit pope, a follower of that Saint Ignatius who was so sensitive to the precise “composition of place” - scene, words, characters - of all the actions performed by Jesus, and urged that they be imagined and relived as they really happened, applying all five senses to them.

Not only that. The modification of the ceremony has toppled another element that one would have expected to be very dear to Francis and to his preaching of mercy: namely, the fact that among the twelve apostles whose feet Jesus washed was also Judas, to whom he offered forgiveness and friendship right to the end, even after the devil had put it into his heart to betray him.

Of course, the innovation desired by Francis is not obligatory for all, but only allowed for those who want it.

When asked about the subject - after the secretary of the congregation for divine worship, Arthur Roche, seemed to imply in an official commentary on the decree that this was an obligation - Cardinal Sarah reiterated that on Holy Thursday it is not that “one must” wash the feet of women as well, but simply that “one may.”
But the facts speak for themselves, all the more so when they have the pope as their protagonist. The Mass “in Cena Domini” of Holy Thursday is in fact withdrawing into the shadows - and with it the commemoration of the institution of the Eucharist and of holy orders - while what is bursting onto center stage is the action of the washing of feet, which incidentally until 1955* had always been celebrated outside of the Mass.

*See history of washing of feet at https://www.catholicculture.org/news/headlines/index.cfm?storyid=27268 
An action whose “inclusive” character now looms above every other. Because if it is true that the letter of the decree of the reform admits to the washing of feet only those who belong to the “people of God,” meaning the Catholic Church, the spirit with which Francis puts it into practice knows no bounds.

On Holy Thursday of 2013, in the Roman juvenile detention center of Casal del Marmo, the pope also washed the feet of Orthodox Christians and Muslims, these latter including a Serbian girl.

On Holy Thursday of 2014, at the center for the disabled of all ages “Santa Maria della Provvidenza,” of the Don Gnocchi Foundation, Francis washed the feet of four women and of a Muslim man from Libya.

While on Holy Thursday of 2015, in the Roman prison of Rebibbia, among the six men and six women whose feet the pope washed the news coverage went to the Congolese showgirl Silvy Lubamba, and above all to the Brazilian transexual Isabel.

___________

The letter from Pope Francis to Cardinal Robert Sarah of December 20, 2014:

Letter of His Holiness…
The January 6, 2016 decree that implemented the reform:

"In Missa in Cena Domini"
The commentary on the decree signed by the secretary of the congregation for divine worship, Arthur Roche:

Commentary concerning the Decree...
The clarification of Cardinal Sarah on the non-obligatory nature of the admission of women to the washing of feet:

Cardinal Sarah: Priests Don’t Have to Wash Women’s Feet on Holy Thursday
Move over Last supper. Here comes Francis’ Foot-Washing Circus: 3 Heretics, 3 Muslims, 1 Hindu
http://www.novusordowatch.org/wire/francis-footwashing-2016.htm. A sedevacantist site. All emphases theirs
March 23, 2016

It’s that time of the year again: During the most sacred time of the year, when Catholics around the globe are supposed to be focusing on the Last Supper of our Lord Jesus Christ, that is, the First Holy Mass, at which time Christ instituted the Most Holy Eucharist and the Sacred Priesthood, the Novus Ordo Sect is redirecting everyone’s thoughts to — who else? —Francis. The all-important question on everyone’s mind is: Whose feet will Francis wash this time?
Yes, Jorge Bergoglio has succeeded in getting both the secular world and everyone in his own sect to obsess about what has now become the annual foot-washing controversy.
The quarrel has long moved beyond whether women are allowed to participate in the Maundy Thursday ritual which is supposed to recall our Lord’s gesture of washing the feet of his 12 male Apostles, whom he ordained priests during the Last Supper. Now Francis is setting the example of washing the feet not simply of women but of infidels, heretics, and schismatics, who are, naturally, also refugees:

“Pope Francis will bow down and wash the feet of 12 refugees as a sign of service and attention to their condition,” [Archbishop Rino Fisichella] said.

The Auxilium Social Cooperative, which runs the center, told reporters that the 12 chosen for the foot-washing ritual include four women and eight men. An Italian Catholic woman who works at the center [for asylum seekers] and three women who belong to the Eritrean Orthodox Tewahedo Church were chosen, as were four Nigerian Catholic men, a Hindu man, and Muslim men from Syria, Pakistan and Mali.

(“Pope to celebrate Holy Thursday with young refugees”, Catholic News Service, March 23, 2016)

The fact that even infidels, that is, people who are not even baptized, are now going to have their feet washed by the “Pope” himself during a ceremony that is supposed to recall the Last Supper, raises an interesting question in light of the decree Francis directed his so-called Congregation for Divine Worship to release in January 2016, in which those who receive the washing are referred to as “part of the people of God” (see Decree In Missa In Cena Domini). Can you put two and two together?

There is simply nothing that is holy that Francis can stand to leave untouched. His impious hands must wreck everything that still reminds him of the “old” Catholicism, of which barely anything is still left after decades of Vatican II in action. Here is a quick video excerpt of the actual event on March 24:

[…]

At this point we would like to draw your attention to our post from two-and-a-half years ago, entitled, “Francis, Voris, and the Washing of the Feet”, which includes this amusing video:

[…]

We can safely assume that Michael “Tough Guy” Voris will once again remain silent about Francis’ scandalous washing of the feet of female and non-Catholic refugees. This deliberate silence gives a whole new meaning to the term covering the news.
Francis is a demagogue of the most cunning sort. He conveniently fails to distinguish genuine refugees from mere “migrants” and thus exploits people’s good will and naiveté. His moralizing appeals to people to “welcome migrants” and “open hearts” consist of one-sided, dangerous half-truths that are not derived from Catholic principles but are simply an expression of pseudo-spiritual sentimentality. His bogus Naturalism is ultimately founded on a denial of original sin, that is, on a denial of the fact that our human nature is fallen. This is something he has in common with Benedict XVI.

By the way, there is nothing good or holy or worthy of compassion in being a migrant per se. The word “migrant” simply denotes someone who moves from one place to another. In and of itself, this is neither good nor bad; it is morally indifferent. Just because someone wants to move from one country to another doesn’t mean the desire is justified, prudent, or holy, and the destination country certainly has no moral obligation to grant entry to the migrant. On the contrary: A country which allows entry to anyone who asks, merely because he asks, is in grave danger of destroying itself. A nation without borders is not a nation, and a country’s first obligation is towards its own citizens, not towards everyone else.

This really isn’t complex philosophy, this is basic common sense. We all lock the doors of our homes. We are not “welcoming” in the sense that anyone can just come in, no matter who and no matter why or when. Does this make us cruel or heartless? No, it simply makes us prudent and sane. Mindlessly opening doors and borders has nothing — repeat: nothing — to do with the corporal work of mercy known as harboring the harborless (aka “sheltering the homeless”, which has since been upgraded to “welcoming the stranger” in the New Church). It is high time to tear the mask off Francis’ sentimental, pseudo-spiritual twaddle: Through his irresponsible words and actions, Bergoglio is doing his part to advance the globalist agenda of erasing all nation states so as to make straight the way for the ultimate goal of having one governing authority for the entire globe — the sine qua non scenario for the Antichrist to be able to rule the world, which we know he will do for three-and-a-half years (see Dan 12:7).

It was over 100 years ago that Pope Saint Pius X warned against the apostasy we are now witnessing: 

When all this is considered there is good reason to fear lest this great perversity may be as it were a foretaste, and perhaps the beginning of those evils which are reserved for the last days; and that there may be already in the world the “Son of Perdition” of whom the Apostle speaks (II. Thessalonians II, 3). Such, in truth, is the audacity and the wrath employed everywhere in persecuting religion, in combating the dogmas of the faith, in brazen effort to uproot and destroy all relations between man and the Divinity! While, on the other hand, and this according to the same apostle is the distinguishing mark of Antichrist, man has with infinite temerity put himself in the place of God, raising himself above all that is called God; in such wise that although he cannot utterly extinguish in himself all knowledge of God, he has contemned God's majesty and, as it were, made of the universe a temple wherein he himself is to be adored. "He sitteth in the temple of God, showing himself as if he were God" (II. Thessalonians II, 2).

(Pope St. Pius X, Encyclical E Supremi, n. 5)

[There is a] great movement of apostasy being organized in every country for the establishment of a One-World Church which shall have neither dogmas, nor hierarchy, neither discipline for the mind, nor curb for the passions, and which, under the pretext of freedom and human dignity, would bring back to the world (if such a Church could overcome) the reign of legalized cunning and force, and the oppression of the weak, and of all those who toil and suffer.

(Pope St. Pius X, Apostolic Letter Notre Charge Apostolique)
Man is constantly being put in the place of God and even above God — in the name of the “dignity of man”, we are constantly being told, not only by secular authorities, but, what is much more troubling, by supposed “Catholic” authorities, that we must not seek the conversion of anyone to Catholicism, that we must “respect” the most horrendous crimes against nature, that we must consider all religions to be more or less equal, and much more, ad nauseam. Wisely did Pope Leo XIII complain: “The world has heard enough of the so-called ‘rights of man.’ Let it hear something of the rights of God” (Encyclical Tametsi, n. 13).

Back in 1861, the brilliant Cardinal Henry Edward Manning explained how, according to the Church Fathers and the most competent Catholic theologians, it will comes to pass that the forces of the Antichrist, the Mystery of Iniquity, should gain the upper hand for a short time. His analysis and commentary are extremely insightful, and the accuracy with which some of these events have already come to pass is downright frightening:

Cardinal Manning: The Pope and the Antichrist
The more time one spends studying the “old” Catholicism from before the Second Vatican Council, the easier it is to see what a great departure from the true Faith the Modernist Vatican II religion really is.

At a time when we hear endless blather about opening this and welcoming that, perhaps it’s good to recall a few Scripture passages that speak about closed doors and not welcoming people, to help keep things in perspective (all underlining added):

Bring not every man into thy house: for many are the snares of the deceitful. Receive a stranger in, and he shall overthrow thee with a whirlwind, and shall turn thee out of thy own. (Ecclus 11:31, 36)

But know this ye, that if the good man of the house knew at what hour the thief would come, he would certainly watch, and would not suffer his house to be broken open. (Mt 24:43)

And he said to them: Which of you shall have a friend, and shall go to him at midnight, and shall say to him: Friend, lend me three loaves, because a friend of mine is come off his journey to me, and I have not what to set before him. And he from within should answer, and say: Trouble me not, the door is now shut, and my children are with me in bed; I cannot rise and give thee. (Lk 11:5-7)

Now whilst they went to buy, the bridegroom came: and they that were ready, went in with him to the marriage, and the door was shut. But at last come also the other virgins, saying: Lord, Lord, open to us. But he answering said: Amen I say to you, I know you not. (Mt 25:10-12)

And a certain man said to him: Lord, are they few that are saved? But he said to them: strive to enter by the narrow gate; for many, I say to you, shall seek to enter, and shall not be able. But when the master of the house shall be gone in, and shall shut the door, you shall begin to stand without, and knock at the door, saying: Lord, open to us. And he answering, shall say to you: I know you not, whence you are. Then you shall begin to say: We have eaten and drunk in thy presence, and thou hast taught in our streets. And he shall say to you: I know you not, whence you are: depart from me, all ye workers of iniquity. There shall be weeping and gnashing of teeth, when you shall see Abraham and Isaac and Jacob, and all the prophets, in the kingdom of God, and you yourselves thrust out. (Lk 13:23-28)

These are all biblical passages Bergoglio probably won’t be dwelling on a lot in the near future.

To summarize: It is business as usual. The Francis Show continues unabated, being simply the latest of the many acts the drama of the Vatican II Sect has to offer. It will not change until people finally man up and recognize that the whole thing is a farce, the entire religion is but a sad mockery of the Roman Catholic religion founded by our Lord Jesus Christ and has nothing to do with it; its head is not a true Pope but merely a third-class charlatan. 

All the “resistance” in the world will not change this: It doesn’t matter how many more Skype chats Michael Matt and Chris Ferrara will have complaining about how bad things are. It won’t matter how many more luxury cruises or Vortex episodes Michael Voris can put together. It doesn’t matter how many interviews will be given by “Cardinal” Burke or “Bishop” Schneider. It will make no difference how many more blogs will pop up or how many more public conferences the “resistance” will have. Neither will it matter what book “Cardinal” Sarah publishes next. In fact, all this is what has kept the farce alive for so long because it keeps giving people the hope that if we just hold out long enough and “fight from within”, it will change. No, it won’t, because this “resistance” is flawed at the root, in its very principles: It assumes that the Holy See can abandon the true Faith, and when it does, it is incumbent upon the faithful to convert it back to Catholicism. Nonsense! Heresy!
Only a widespread public recognition of sede vacante can even begin to ever put an end to it. Start here.
In The Rite of the Washing of the Feet… Cardinal Sarah Gives Scope to Celebrant Priest Whether or Not to Include Women
http://thewandererpress.com/frontpage/in-the-rite-of-the-washing-of-the-feet-cardinal-sarah-gives-scope-to-celebrant-priest-whether-or-not-to-include-women/
By Maike Hickson, March 15, 2016

A letter from Pope Francis to Robert Cardinal Sarah, the Prefect of the Congregation for Divine Worship and the Discipline of the Sacraments was published January 21, 2016, (http://press.vatican.va/content/salastampa/it/bollettino/pubblico/2016/01/21/0041/00085.html), in which Pope Francis decreed that, at the ceremony of the Washing of the Feet (in the Ordinary Latin Rite) on Holy Thursday, the priest may wash the feet not only of men, but also of women.

On January 21, Edward Pentin gave a thorough overview of these proposed and permitted changes in the National Catholic Register (http://www.ncregister.com/blog/edward-pentin/pope-changes-rules-for-washing-of-the-feet-on-holy-thursday), to include the further explanations and instructions as published by the office of Cardinal Sarah himself.
In the wake of this general papal decree, some local bishops have further ordained that their own local priests are now obliged to follow this new rule, instead of leaving the decision up the celebrant himself. (The names of these local bishops are explicitly kept private here in order to protect the respective priests from reprisals.) These bishops now say that their priests should involve women in the ceremony of the washing of the feet.
This development has put those priests under moral pressure who are unwilling to wash the feet of married or unmarried women, due to their informed faith and their own priestly sense of modesty and chastity. For example, Bishop Athanasius Schneider, of Astana, Kazakhstan, has expressed his objections against this decision in February of 2016 (http://rorate-caeli.blogspot.com/2016/02/exclusive-bishop-athanasius-schneider.html).
Schneider made a clear statement about this matter, as follows:
“As concretely to the innovation of washing the feet of women during the Holy Mass of the Last Supper on Holy Thursday: This Holy Mass celebrates the commemoration of the institution of the Sacraments of the Eucharist and [of] the Priesthood. Therefore, the foot washing of women along with the men not only distracts from the main focus on Eucharist and on Priesthood, but generates confusion regarding the historical symbolism of the ‘twelve’ and of the apostles being of [the] male sex….
“By the way: The public washing and usually also kissing of the feet of women on the part of a man, in our case, of a priest or a bishop, is considered by every person of common sense in all cultures as being improper and even indecent. Thanks be to God, no priest or bishop is obliged to wash publicly the feet of women on Holy Thursday, for there is no binding norm for it, and the foot washing itself is only facultative.”

After a couple of priests contacted me and asked me to help them receive an authoritative clarification from Robert Cardinal Sarah himself, so that they might be assured of their own spiritual freedom to decide for themselves to include only men into the rite of the Washing of the Feet, I asked Vatican correspondent Edward Pentin for help in this matter.
Pentin, together with Aleteia Rome correspondent Diane Montagna, was able to speak with Cardinal Sarah who made a statement to Pentin according to which it is up to the individual celebrant to decide whom he invites to participate in the washing of the feet in the liturgy of Holy Thursday. As Pentin put it in an e-mail to me: “He [Cardinal Sarah] simply said that each bishop and priest ‘has to decide in accord with his own conscience, and according to the purpose for which the Lord instituted this feast.’ So in other words, by no means does a priest have to wash the feet of women.”
I consider this clarification to be important and intend to make it known to as many priests as possible. I know that others are trying to receive a more official statement from Cardinal Sarah, but due to the lack of time, I decided to get this information out into the public.
In order to receive wholehearted and candid statements from priests as to their own assessment of this issue, I contacted priests in the U.S. and abroad. Since some of the answers are so full of insight and worthy of our contemplation and further discussion, my husband recommended that I publish each of them in full. In the following I therefore publish these statements without my further comments.
It is worth noting that, with the one exception of the courageous and outspoken founder of Ignatius Press, Fr. Joseph Fessio, SJ — who is always so generous with his conscientious advice and forthright interviews — the priests have all preferred to remain anonymous out of a fear of reprisals. These priests themselves come from different rites of the Catholic Church: the Eastern Byzantine Rite, the Novus Ordo Rite, as well as from the Traditional Gregorian Latin Rite.

Fr. Joseph Fessio, SJ, Ignatius Press, California:
“Of course it should be made clear that this is a permission, not a requirement. But even that clarity won’t affect what actually happens. Here’s a similar situation in which we can already see the results. When permission was given for female altar servers, it was a permission given to bishops not directly to priests. I.e., if a bishop so chose, he could permit the practice in his diocese. It was clear in the decree that no priest was required to have female servers, even if the bishop had given the permission. How was this treated? Many bishops insisted that the regular use of altar girls be normative for all Masses.
“So, this new permission will be (and already has been) treated as a requirement.
“As to the substance: The rite of washing of feet is not required ever. As canon law now stands, duodecim viri (not duodecim homines) is specified. Of course, as supreme legislator, the Pope can (in theory) change the law any which way he desires. But the prototype is, of course, the Last Supper where Jesus washes the feet, not of His disciples, not of people chosen randomly from the crowds, but of the apostles, and tells them they should wash ‘one another’s feet.’ That is, ordained ministers should follow this example among themselves.
“Which is probably why, though the evidence for the rite in the early Church is very thin, we do know that in the 11th century the Pope washed the feet of subdeacons. Certainly from the time of Trent (16th century), until 1955, the rite was not part of the Mass.
“One thing is certain: There is a ‘symbolic dissonance’ or disconnect. The humility and service of which Jesus gives an example is something every Christian owes everyone. Nevertheless, the historical origin of the example is Jesus’ washing of the feet of His 12 apostles. Trying to make the gesture more ‘inclusive’ than Jesus Himself did simply muddles the historical image.


“Oh, and by the way, when will we see the first lawsuit where a woman claims the priest or bishop touched her seductively?”

A priest from Florida:
“Thank you for doing this. I, myself, am totally opposed to this pernicious and sacrilegious encroachment of unabashed modernism which this Bishop of Rome has performed since his first Holy Thursday — instead of washing, as Christ did Himself — the feet of elderly priests and bishops. I will never do this myself. Thanks to His Eminence Cardinal Sarah, but otherwise I would use the ‘option’ of not performing it at all. Deo gratias that mine is a Traditional parish. No one here would stand for this.”

A priest from Virginia:
“Anonymously, I think it’s a terrible interpretation. I also think it’s scandalous for a priest to be handling a married woman’s foot, much less an unmarried woman…we’re just going to skip it.”

A priest from the Eastern Rite:
“If it helps any, the Byzantine Tradition is that the washing of the feet is limited to patriarchs, bishops, and priests who, in their several orders represent Our Lord Jesus Christ and His apostles and special disciples — no laymen or women need apply.”

A priest from Italy:
“Feel free to write this as coming from Don Pietro Leone:
“The Mass of Maundy Thursday celebrates the institution of two sacraments: The Holy Priesthood and the Blessed Eucharist. The Holy Priesthood may be validly conferred solely on males, who alone may validly offer and confect the Blessed Eucharist. The 12 persons whose feet are washed in this Mass represent the 12 disciples whom Our Lord Jesus Christ ordained priests during the Last Supper. The Church has always prescribed that the ceremony should be performed with men in order to recall the foot-washing of the disciples.
“Permitting women to participate in this ceremony is inappropriate for the following reasons:
“1) It breaks with the Tradition that only men may participate in the liturgy. This derives from the beginnings of the Church and has its roots in the Jewish faith originating 4,000 years ago.
“2) More particularly, it breaks with the Tradition of the Mass of Maundy Thursday, which foresaw the foot-washing only of males.
“3) It no longer symbolizes the disciples present at the Last Supper.
“4) It no longer manifests the connection between those whose feet are washed and the two sacraments instituted during the Supper. In these ways it represents an attack on objective norms, particularly those of Tradition as enshrined in the liturgical rubrics, in favor of a spirit of creativity which is both subjectivist and lacking in depth and meaning. It generates confusion as to the sacramental order, especially in regard to the male priesthood.”

Another U.S. priest:
“For me, thanks be to God, the issue of washing women’s feet is relatively a non-issue. This problem, like most problems in the Novus Ordo, raises the more pertinent question: Why would anyone even celebrate it or assist at it, in the first place? As I would not celebrate this dubious rite, in which this dubious change in liturgical law is being inserted, I would certainly not compromise my priestly modesty even further by washing women’s feet. This novelty, which has no historical liturgical basis to it, and therefore is opposed to tradition, is clearly the latest instance of pushing the feminist agenda upon the Church.
“At some point, women will wake up and realize the attempt to androgenize the liturgy, and therefore the culture at large, is destructive of the ‘feminine genius’ and it is yet another assault on the fundamental basis upon which God created us: male and female. But because this change in liturgical law (reflecting yet another instance of the ‘errors of Russia’ infiltrating the Church) does visibly and dramatically affect the Church at large — especially in all male identities of those in the Apostolic College whose feet were actually washed by Christ — I am sadly affected by this decision.
“Yet, I have only the recourse of preaching against it, and penitential praying for the Church’s restoration beginning with its hierarchy knowing that the Church’s Mother herself will see to this restoration of Catholicism regardless of how long it takes us to heed her warnings.”

A priest from Italy:
“I think that what Cardinal Sarah has already said is very good. This is really an abomination, and it is yet another way to see the Church divided because everyone will do [things] according to his own conscience, be it Protestant or Catholic, two consciences paradoxically in the same Church. One wonders how long this can endure because, at the bottom of this liturgical abuse, is an erroneous view of the Church and her hierarchy.”
Vatican official traces foot-washing rite’s history, says it should not be given undue importance
https://www.catholicculture.org/news/headlines/index.cfm?storyid=27268 

January 22, 2016

Writing in L’Osservatore Romano, the secretary of the Congregation for Divine Worship and the Discipline of the Sacraments commented on the Congregation’s new decree concerning the rite of the washing of the feet, which was issued at Pope Francis’s request.

Archbishop Arthur Roche traced the history of the foot-washing rite from the seventh century, when a liturgical ordo called upon a bishop to wash the feet of the clerics who lived in his home. In the 12th century, the Roman Pontifical assigned the rite of foot washing to after Vespers on Holy Thursday, with the feet of 12 subdeacons being washed from the thirteenth century in Rome.

The Roman Missal of 1570, Archbishop Roche continued, mentioned that clerics’ feet should be washed but did not specify the number 12; it directed that the hymn Ubi Caritas be chanted during the rite, which concluded with the Lord’s Prayer.

The Ceremonial of Bishops of 1600 stated that after Vespers or at lunch, the bishop was to wash and kiss the feet of 13 poor persons after feeding them. Later, only clerics’ feet were washed, apart from local customs in which the feet of the poor-- or in Paris, of children-- were washed.

With Pope Pius XII’s reform of 1955, the Holy Thursday Mass was celebrated during the evening, and for pastoral reasons, it was permitted for a priest publicly to wash and dry the feet of 12 men (kissing their feet was not mentioned). This was “an imitative sign, like a sacred representation” of Jesus’ actions at Holy Thursday, Archbishop Roche commented.

The Roman Missal of 1970 further changed the rite: the number 12 was omitted, the Ubi Caritas was moved to the procession of the gifts, and the Lord’s Prayer no longer concluded the rite, as its use originated in the days when the rite was celebrated outside Mass. The rubric that viri (men) were to be selected, said Archbishop Roche, had “mimetic (imitative) value.”

The “current change” to the foot-washing rite, which allows for the washing of the feet of selected members from the entire People of God, has changed the significance of the rite, Archbishop Roche continued. “The value now relates not so much to the exterior imitation of what Jesus has done,” and more to as his “gift of self ‘to the end’ for the salvation of mankind, his charity which embraces all” and offers an example.

“The washing of feet is not mandatory,” he added, and pastors should “evaluate its suitability” in their circumstances. The rite should not be “automatic or artificial, deprived of meaning,” nor should it become “so important that all the attention of the Mass” is focused on it.

Recalling the text of the decree, Archbishop Roche said that a small group that is representative of the People of God should be chosen: the ordained and the lay faithful, the single and the married, the young and the old, the healthy and the sick.

Syro Malabar Church to probe priest washing women’s feet 
http://mattersindia.com/2016/03/syro-malabar-church-to-probe-priest-washing-womens-feet/ 
Kochi, March 25, 2016. Bold emphases mine
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A Syro-Malabar parish priest in Kerala created history when he included women for the washing of feet ritual on Holy Thursday, defying his Oriental Church’s diktat that only men be included in the ritual symbolizing Christ’s humility and call for service.

Fr Jose Vailikodath of the Blessed Sacrament Church, Cardinal Nagar, Kochi, justified his decision to include women in the foot-washing ritual, saying he was “just implementing a revolutionary decision” taken by the Pope, the head of the Catholic Church.

The Syro-Malabar Church, an Eastern Catholic Major Archiepiscopal Church, considers the Pope as its supreme head.

In January, Pope Francis had issued a decree revising the rules for the traditional foot-washing ritual on Maundy Thursday. In his decree, the Pope had said the rite should no longer be limited to men and boys, but should include women and people of other religions.

Father Vailikodath’s defiance has not gone down well with the Syro-Malabar Church.

Its spokesperson Fr Jimmy Poochakkatt said the Church will examine why it took place in only one church under its control, The Indian Express reported.

“Our Church head Cardinal George Alencherry had given an explanation to all parish priests regarding the Pope’s declaration revising the rules for the traditional foot-washing ritual on Maundy Thursday. But it happened in one parish in our church. We will examine it,” Fr Poochakkat said.

The spokesman said his Church had not taken a decision regarding implementation of the new rules issued by the Pope. “The synod of Syro-Malabar Church had not met after the issuance of the decree by Vatican. Moreover, it was not made mandatory this year,” he added.

He also pointed out that some Latin dioceses have also not implemented the new rule*. He said next meeting of the synod of Syro-Malabar Catholic Church will discuss the decree issued by the Pope.

Fr Vailikodath said he had performed same ritual last year but now it has become a big issue after the Syro-Malabar Church did not follow the decree issued by the Pope. “I just performed parish duty by implementing Pope Francis’ message that there should be no discrimination against marginalized particularly women and downtrodden. He is a servant of Gospel. Pope Francis’ life itself is a big message for humanity,” the priest added.

The 57-year-old parish priest also said he had not received any circular regarding Syro- Malabar Church’s decision on this issue. His parishioners, comprising about 100 households, “are so happy” about his decision to include women, he added.

*What new rule? Please read
Vatican liturgy chief: Washing women’s feet on Holy Thursday not a requirement
https://www.lifesitenews.com/news/vatican-liturgy-chief-washing-womens-feet-on-holy-thursday-not-a-requiremen
But the Latin Rite bishops have gone ahead 
Bishops at 2 Kerala churches wash feet of women


http://www.americanbazaaronline.com/2016/03/24/bishops-2-kerala-churches-wash-feet-women-534543/ 
March 24, 2016. Bold emphases mine
In a departure from an age-old custom and putting into practice a papal decree, bishops at the Holy Thursday service in two Latin diocese churches in Thiruvananthapuram and Kochi, Kerala for the first time washed the feet of women as part of a ritual earlier performed only on males.

Christians on Thursday commemorated Holy Thursday — that recalls Jesus washing the feet of his 12 apostles before having the Last Supper.

The change in the ‘feet washing’ ritual on ‘Maundy Thursday’ is in line with a decree issued in January by Pope Francis, saying the rite should no longer be limited to men and boys, but also include women and young girls.

“The decision to extend the ritual to women and girls was taken after the church discussed it at various levels,” a spokesperson of Latin Church’s diocese told IANS.

Archbishop M. Soosaipakiam washed the feet of six women, including two physically challenged women, and six men on Thursday evening at the St. Joseph’s cathedral in the state capital, the spokesperson said.

The Latin Church is in communion with the Roman Catholic Church headed by the Bishop of Rome, more popularly known as Pope.

Along with the Syro Malabar Church and the Syro Malankara Catholic Church, it accounts for Kerala’s Catholics who make up about half of the 61.41 lakh Christians in the state.

Washing of the feet is the most important ritual on Maundy Thursday.

The change, Pope Francis had said, was “an attempt to improve the method of implementation, to express the full meaning of the gesture performed by Jesus at the Last Supper”.

While the Latin Church diocese here decided to make the change, other dioceses have decided to take it up next year.

The Syro Malabar Church also decided to look into the matter next year.

Leading the service in Kochi, Mar George Cardinal Alencherry, the head of the Syro Malabar Church, however, washed the feet of 12 men only.

“Today (Thursday) this did not happen in our churches,” Paul Thelekkat, a senior priest of the Syro Malabar Church, told IANS.

The Syro Malankara Catholic Church also decided to keep the change in ritual in abeyance, pending discussions at all levels.

Before becoming Pope, Francis, as a bishop, used to wash the feet of not only women but also non-Christians in the rituals in his home country Argentina, Thelekkat said.

“Now the Pope has made a change in the ritual. But as far as oriental Catholics (Syro Malabar Church and the Syro Malankara Catholic Church) are concerned, ritual changes are made not by the Pope, but by the synod of bishops of the particular church. I hope these two churches will look into it,” said Thelekkat.

‘Synod’ refers to the governing body of a particular church.

Non-Catholic churches in Kerala continue to hold the ritual, limited to only men and boys.

The Latin Rite Indian Bishops (and their Conference, the CCBI) who have otherwise not communicated to the faithful information about any other important Encyclical, Apostolic Letter, Motu Proprio, Decree or Document (for example those on Liturgy, Eastern Meditation, New Age, etc.) released this Circular signed by Oswald Cardinal Gracias, President:

Circular on Maundy Thursday Washing of the Feet
http://archdioceseofbombay.org/news/diocesan/circular-maundy-thursday-washing-feet  
March 9, 2016 […]

See page 14 ff QUO VADIS PAPA FRANCISCO 01B-FRANCIS LEGITIMIZES WASHING THE FEET OF WOMEN AFTER VIOLATING RUBRICS
Should you wash anyone’s feet?

https://frconrad.wordpress.com/2016/03/20/should-you-wash-anyones-feet/
By Fr. Conrad Saldanha, Archdiocese of Bombay, March 20, 2016. All emphases are the author’s
“Do you know what I have done to you? You call me Teacher and Lord; and you are right, for so I am. If I then, your Lord and Teacher, have washed your feet, you also ought to wash one another’s feet.” John 13:12-14
The repetitive assertive mandate of the Lord and Teacher in a Canonical Scripture text is clear: Not everyone’s feet but one another, within the community of specific disciples called to Lord and Teach like their master! (Kindly read the emphasis of Jesus when there was no need for such an emphasis in keeping with the question; Lord and Teacher)

Hence the inclusion of women in the ceremony under any pretext is an aberration. (cfr. 1 Cor. 13: 33-34)

The Pope as head of the Church has every right to change the rubric of the Church. Thus the head of the Congregation for liturgy could be a sitting duck or a mere onlooker if the Pope seeks to over throw every genuine tradition handed down to us through the liturgy.

But in the washing of the feet ritual on Maundy Thursday no man born of a woman has the right to change what Christ has decreed to his holy apostles, in a Canonical Scripture text, not even a self-styled super Pope; even if made super by playing to the galleries under a full media glare.

It is not mere rubrics, which has been changed, as some tend to argue, but a Canonical scripture whose interpretation is now up for grabs, more so in our times when it needs to be upheld, especially by every man in the red skull cap and the white one, who are supposed to Lord and Teach in a humble spirit. The ones in the red are even called to martyrdom in upholding the faith of Christ, as proved by the many who received the mandate before them.

But the opposite is true with no signs of protests from any quarters in the highest hierarchy and more so, despite protests, a credulous resignation to what has been imposed upon them. Many have actually started encouraging their fellow Bishops and flocks to put these aberrations into practice.

The latest to do that is one of the 9 advisers to the Pope, Oswald Gracias as president of the CCBI (Conference of Catholic Bishops of India). In his letter dated 9th March, 2016 to all the Latin rite Cardinals, bishops and priests of India, with deceptive falsified assertions and confusing directions, when he says: “Although the Vatican Spokesman, Fr. Federico Lombardi, said that this was not to be taken as a changing the discipline of the Church, it is now clear that the Holy Father was giving a message.”

What is more, the encouragement to deceptively impose the ceremony, in its new form, on the opposing laity, is largely evident in the language used in his letter.

The Pope, on the other hand, seems to be scoring a brownie point with the aid of the media, communicating an indiscriminate idea of service to the world. The secular world has lapped it all up.
Let’s understand the mind of Jesus concerning this noble service:

There are various kinds of service and not all service is the same; the service of a cook is one kind, while the service of a sweeper is another kind, the service of a boss is one kind and the service of a subordinate is another kind.  Likewise, Jesus clearly and emphatically and in no uncertain terms, even repeating his role, communicates to us that the service he was providing to his disciples and thus to the world is that of a Lord and Teacher and not of a mere laundry servant as the Pope and his coterie would have us blindly and deceptively believe.

To reject the message of Jesus means to enjoy the privileges thereof and abstain from its serious responsibility, which could even involve persecution and martyrdom. It is not a ministry of cheap popularity and false equality but a call to outdo each other in embracing the cross while teaching the truth of the faith.

Any women seeking to participate in only the ceremony is proof of their desire to resist the cross, while those outside reject Christ, will they then accept the cross of Christ?
Therefore the washing of the feet is a symbolic ceremony which points to a far greater and deeper reality: Lord over one another and correct one another with the word of God in a spirit of humble service.  Because, “You are already made clean by the word which I have spoken to you.” John 15:3.

What is dished out to us in the Pope’s decree is corruption of Canonical scripture and therefore every form of sound doctrine, with deception, making us believe that it is a mere liturgical rubric that is being changed.

And under such definitive vagueness to leave it free to each sacred minister’s conscience is a mockery of the truth which Jesus taught. 
Thus, it is a service to rule and teach in all humility under his divine authority and direction (cfr. Jn. 13:16), which the many Bishops down the ages have been doing, many in all humility and zealously upholding the truth of the Catholic faith even at the cost of their lives. The martyrdom of the first Apostles of Jesus, in imitation with their master and the many prelates, priests, religious and deacons while upholding the faith is proof of a dedicated service as Lord and Teacher (Cfr. John 15: 13).
Today the world is all the more in need of Teachers who will uphold the truth of the saving message of the Gospel of Christ rather than compromisers who are willing to wash anyone’s feet for a media glare and thus sell the church.  In fact those simple who seek to wash the feet of these men who occupy the seat of the Apostles receive a kick rather than a kind humble gratitude.

What many promote is not the gospel but themselves and the gospel made use to achieve such an end.

The call of this service is to risk martyrdom for the sake of the gospel of truth and the Apostles had proved it by their action of teaching the whole world and making who ever believes a part of Christ. (John 13:8; also cfr. Mk. 16:15; Mt. 28:19). In the bargain they forfeited their lives for the sake of the gospel of truth.

Is the Pope and his supporters calling these sick, the handicapped, the poor, the refuges, prisoners and women to such noble service of lording it over and teaching the truth of the gospel?

Will the Pope and his coterie give up their privileges and position and step down or will they continue to show off with the Church’s wealth and position to present themselves as generous philanthropists.

In fact the Pope and his coterie of Cardinals and Bishops, who have given accent to this falsehood, have acted false to the teaching of Christ found in Canonical Scripture and are imitating Judas; for Judas accepted the honour of his foot being washed and then went ahead and betrayed him for another privilege; wealth and fame.

For further reference and insight on this subject and to know where I gain the authority to reprimand in public read my private letter to the Pope, which never was replied to, on:

https://frconrad.wordpress.com/pope-francis-a-closed-letter-now-open/
Thus any concession given to any individual priests, bishops or any rites is an anomaly; A clear concession to open dissent.

Cardinal Bo calls on Catholics to be signs of hope
Prelate washes the feet of Muslims and the poor during Mass of the Last Supper
http://www.ucanews.com/news/cardinal-bo-calls-on-catholics-to-be-signs-of-hope/75584 

March 28, 2016

Myanmar's Cardinal Charles Bo celebrated the Mass of the Lord's Supper — with the washing of the feet — with thousands of poor and squatters in St. Joseph Church, Thingagyn, Vatican Radio reported. Populated by poor daily-wage earners, rickshaw pullers and snacks vendors, the ‎area provides a microcosm of Myanmar's poverty.

Earlier at the Holy Thursday chrism Mass, Cardinal Bo instructed ‎his priests to generously call forth to the altar all people, — men, women, ‎non-Christians and poor to wash their feet.‎

The cardinal himself led by the example. As the cardinal went about washing the feet of Muslims, women and sick ‎people, the congregation followed with hushed silence, Vatican Radio reported.

In his Easter message, the cardinal called on Catholics to be a sign of hope for the nation.

"As a Catholic community … we were persecuted, we were buried in the tombs of poverty, oppression and denial of rights," he said. "I strongly believe that Myanmar's resurrection from its painful past is occurring. We as a community need to stand witness to that Easter of hope," the cardinal said.
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Cardinal Bo
The correspondence between Fr. Conrad Saldanha and Cardinal Bo:
On Tue, Mar 29, 2016 at 1:35 AM, Fr. Conrad Saldanha <frconrads@gmail.com> wrote to Cardinal Charles Bo <mcharlesbo@gmail.com>:

The UCAN has reported your erroneous act in washing the feet of the Muslims and others in a positive way. What is shocking is your exhortation to the many Christians to carry on in the same spirit. 

I thought it would be right to correct a prince of the church who has failed to give the right example on a solemn occasion!  You may read here: 

https://frconrad.wordpress.com/2016/03/20/should-you-wash-anyones-feet/
On Tue, Mar 29, 2016 at 3:35 PM, Charles Bo <mcharlesbo@gmail.com> wrote:

Dear Fr. Conrad,

The washing of the feet indicates our inclusiveness of our love and service for all and indicates all people of all religions and races and both genders. This is the message the Holy Father is trying to bring.

We have informed the people and clergy here in Yangon, the latest message sent by Cardinal Robert Sarah that any one is free to carry out the washing of the either including all types of our brothers and sisters or free to carry on the traditional way of washing only the men. You are free.

We do not impose on any one. You need not impose your idea on others too. Make yourself relax and let the others go free.

Fraternally yours, 
Charles BO

Subject: Re: Washing of the feet Date: Tue, 29 Mar 2016 17:16:42 +0530
Your Eminence, 

Greetings in Christ Jesus my Lord! 

Thanks for writing. 

I am shocked to read your judgmental reply and it only reveals the extent to which the church has been corrupted by men like you in the highest office. 

You are right in your statement when you assert about yourself; "we do not impose on any one". But you fail to tell me the truth; that you act like the deceiver and the conman when you do not impose on anyone" The deceivers and conmen too do not impose while practicing their con-artistry on anyone BUT they do rob and steal and strip a person naked to hell.  You have taken the words of Christ and with your con-artistry communicated a message that is contrary to the mind of Christ as revealed in the Gospel of John, chapter 13. Thus you are on your way to create a new religion other than the one Jesus Christ founded and established by the shedding of his blood. 

On the other hand you have been judgmental when you specifically assert to me; "You need not impose your idea on others too". 

What I was proposing, while seeking to wash your feet, was not my idea or the Pope's idea or your idea but:  

1) The mind of Christ based on Scriptures, whose representatives we are supposed to be (ambassadors; 2 Cor. 5:20) (You were free to challenge me on my exegesis of scripture, whose authority stands above that of the Pope's and the magisterium which is its (scripture) servant! What servant-hood is yours then? Whose servant are you: The Pope's servant or people’s servant OR the servant of Scripture and Tradition?) 

2) The mind of the Church in its long tradition, 

In the bargain I do find my self at odds with your corrupt ideas dished out in a vessel of apparent earnest deception. Thus you have judged me by your own yardstick too! 

May be in your heart you may have been trying to be kind and pleasing to me as you are doing with your masses (Galatians 1:10) but any form of kindness based on deception and falsehood is no act of kindness, no matter how kind and loving it may appear and the church under the leadership of the present Pope seem to have an abundance of it.

I am sorry if I have sounded harsh while communicating the truth while washing your feet now but please do prayerfully ponder, in all prayer what I am saying, and may the Spirit of Christ in all mercy make you a sincere shepherd after GOD"S OWN HEART! (Not yours!) 

With sincere prayers, Fr. Conrad Saldanha

On Tue, Mar 29, 2016 at 9:36 PM, Charles Bo <mcharlesbo@gmail.com> wrote:

Dear Conrad,

Thanks for your response and I think we are going in different directions and no use arguing further. 

Please allow me to put a full stop here and I need not have your further response. I fully respect your opinion and there is no further opinion on my part. Please do not contact me further. My prayers for your fundamentalist idea.

Bye for ever and let us meet again at the Lord's presence in future.

Charles BO
To: Charles Bo mcharlesbo@gmail.com CC: cdf@cfaith.va, Cardinal Burke civcsva.pref@ccscrlife.va, Pope av@pccs.va Subject: Re: Washing of the feet Date: Sat, 2 Apr 2016 10:26:23 +0530
In the first place, I was happy that you wrote to me rather than be slanderous like the many other Bishops but now you reveal your true motives. 

Shame on you Your Eminence, Are you a Catholic Bishop? What did you do from your seminary days that you managed to attain the chair of the prince of the church or be in the inner circle and now act like a betrayer of Christ and his message? Or is it your many acts of betrayals that has won for you this crown of only glory? 

I would consider it "respect" if you had pointed out where I was wrong, instead you judge this as "fundamentalist ideas"; isn't there an incoherence in your speech? 

On other hand I would not have replied to you, in the first place, if you were not going a different direction in your paternalistic advice. Hence is there a need to learn from you that we are going in different directions? 
What is this different direction: Is it that we are both shooting off in wildly different directions (fatalism)? or is it that we are both moving in different directions and each direction is right (universalism/ perspectavalism/indifferentism)? or is that one of us is moving in a direction that is right and the other wrong (Objective TRUTH)? 

Did you not enter the argument with a spirit of triumphalism and armed with erroneous doctrines and falsity, with a sense of confidence which has now been defeated? Am I responsible for your humiliation in a battle for the faith? 

What gives you a greater right to put a full-stop to this argument: Can't I wash your feet?  May be only you have the right to LORD it over as a Bishop and prince of the church. You wanted to be like Peter in his initial intention and want to remain there itself? In keeping with your desire to go beyond what scripture reveals and to be inclusive do you want to kick the one who wants to wash your feet in keeping with his master's injunction? 

Do you know what you have done by ultimately invoking the Lord's presence? Unless for you there is no day of judgment, except for me your feet washer? May be I deserve that because I can't Lord over you as a chief priest, isn't it?  

Just as you have taken an unilateral decision to shun me I too have decided to take an unilateral decision to mark a copy to the various dicasteries which are still prone to support you over me, so that its time to correct and reign in erroneous teachings and false authoritarianism in the church. 

From your first reply it seems that freedom reigns and your present letter proves that Authoritarianism exercised in the name of obedience still rules in some quarters in the church

Fr. Conrad Saldanha

On Sat, Apr 2, 2016 at 1:17 PM, Charles Bo <mcharlesbo@gmail.com> wrote:

INDIA: Vice-Chancellor washes feet of faculty, staff and students 
http://donboscoindia.com/english/bis/default_ms.php?proid=4.0&newsid=7783
By Fr. C.M. Paul, Guwahati, March 26, 2016 
In an unprecedented ceremony recalling the historic event in the life of Jesus of Nazareth when he washed the feet of his disciples at the Last Supper prior to his crucifixion, the Vice-Chancellor of Assam Don Bosco University Dr (Fr) Stephen Mavely washed the feet of six male and six female members representing faculty, staff and students. Dr Mavely was heeding to the call of Pope Francis who set the example of including men and women in the feet washing ceremony on Holy Thursday, first day of the Easter Triduum, during which celebrant priest traditionally washed the feet of only men folk. After reading of the passage from John`s Gospel (13:1-15) which narrates the incidents of the last supper, Dr Mavely wrapped a towel around his waist, knelt down before each one of 12 people and poured water on their feet, wiped off the water with a towel and kissed the feet. “Each time I perform this action which Jesus did for his disciples, it has a deep impact on me. It makes me convinced that only from a position of service to others one can exercise authority,” Dr Mavely shared at the homily. Following the symbolic act of Jesus, Dr Mavely invited other members of the congregation gathered for the Holy Thursday Eucharist to wash each other’s feet. Heeding to the VC`s invitation several pairs of students, faculty and staff spontaneously came forward and washed each others feet in a symbolic gesture of service and humility. ``It was indeed an act of humility which I have never done before, me washing the feet of another person,” said Assistant Professor Mr P. Joseph who washed the feet of a security staff. Several pairs of students, faculty and staff took turns to come before the assembly and wash each others feet.  
To: Charles Bo mcharlesbo@gmail.com Subject: Re: Go deeper into yourself Date: Sun, 3 Apr 2016 10:57:01 +0530
Charles Cardinal Bo,

Thanks for the article. I see that you are getting smarter in learning in the ways of the world in sin. 

I am herewith also marking a copy of your correspondence to Michael Prabhu, whom I was compelled to ask for opinion on account of your unilateral judgments. He will do the needful. 

In the meanwhile you can read some of his writings on the subject, which is more comprehensive then the mere article which you sent:

http://ephesians-511.net/docs/QUO_VADIS_PAPA_FRANCISCO_01-WASHING_THE_FEET_OF_WOMEN_ON_MAUNDY_THURSDAY.doc  

http://ephesians-511.net/docs/QUO_VADIS_PAPA_FRANCISCO_01A-WASHING_THE_FEET_OF_WOMEN_ON_MAUNDY_THURSDAY.doc
Yours, Conrad 
The Pope: Missing another opportunity
https://frconrad.wordpress.com/2016/03/29/the-pope-missing-an-another-opportunity/
By Fr. Conrad Saldanha, March 29, 2016. All emphases are the author’s
Once again the Pope has indiscriminately set about washing the feet at a Maundy Thursday service.
In his zeal to communicate erroneous and heretical concepts of parity of gender, equality of religions, and servanthood the Pope has missed on many opportunities to clear the air on many misunderstandings concerning Christian Dogma, morality and faith.  He is known for such blunders and has been one of the worst teachers of the faith; an abuse by the highest authority which is unprecedented since the beginning of Christianity.

No Pope in the history of Christianity has spoken so freely and in such confusing language and communicates a very high degree of a false sense of humility through his actions in order to deceive the masses.

The credulous and the gullible, which always makes the majority are easily deceived and fall prey to erroneous teachings; “as to lead astray, if possible, even the elect.” Matt 24:24. They are truly the deceived that think that they are not vulnerable to such deceptions and accept blindly all that the men in authority teach.

Indeed the gates of hell will not prevail against the Church (Mt. 16:18) but not before the countless humanity is lost by the deception unleashed on it by the present Pope and his coterie.

The Primary duty of the Pope or the Bishop in their commitment to God’s service (i.e. washing of the feet) is that of teaching and preaching the truth of the faith, more so in our dark times. But by deviating from the sound doctrine as taught in Scripture and tradition they have failed to be the servants of God and of these pillars of the church, viz. Scripture and Tradition.  Thus the magisterium has gone bankrupt in our times.

Sacred Tradition: The great scripture Scholar and a doctor of the church Saint Jerome (347-420 AD) in his Epistle to Pope Damasus I states that Christ washed His Apostles’ feet to prepare them for the preaching of the gospel, in fulfilment to the prophecy of Isaiah:

“How beautiful are the feet of them that preach the Gospel of peace, of them that bring good tidings.” (Isa. 52:7)

The Apostles were ordained as sacerdotal priests at the Last Supper and so the foot washing is to prepare them to carry the Gospel to foreign lands. It’s a commissioning rite to “preach the Gospel of peace.”

They prove the truth of this statement by living up to it, even with their lives.

Canon Law: In the same vein, Canon Law too prescribes that the Bishops are supposed to preach and teach at every opportunity.

Can. 756 §1. With respect to the universal Church, the function of proclaiming the gospel has been entrusted principally to the Roman Pontiff and the college of bishops.

Can. 760 The mystery of Christ is to be set forth completely and faithfully in the ministry of the word, which must be based upon sacred scripture, tradition, liturgy, the magisterium, and the life of the Church.

Sacred Scripture: He is no humble servant serving God if he doesn’t faithfully speak the voice of God as revealed in Scripture and tradition. It is first presumed that these men in high office have allowed their feet to be first washed by the Lord and Teacher of John Chapter 13.  One of the fruit of our feet being washed through the word of God and Baptism is participation in the Eucharist:

“If I do not wash you, you have no part in me.” John 13:8

Profane Witness in deed and words: Indeed in Pope Francis we have an apparently humble servant serving his own agenda, supported by crafty Cardinals and Bishops in high places, where everyone has a part in Christ apart from Christ; like the marauders and plunderers.

For example he even made us believe through his crafty media management that he answers every letter personally or at least delves into it but the opposite is true; the selective media glare he laps up betrays the lack of response to the many letters written to him and to the dicasteries working under him by me. Indeed, with the help of the media he makes us believe in his goodness; alas for the manifest deceptive false humility!

He has thus brought about a divide in the church of Christ by dishing out wares that are contrary to sound Catholic Faith. The Pope is no longer a symbol of unity but of division, even through the many compromised unity he is speedily working on.

Missed Opportunities:

These are some of the many opportunities the church has missed in the recent move of just the indiscriminate washing of the feet:

1.) Failed to be the servant of the servants of Christ and increased the chasm in the church: He may wash the feet of everyone whom he thinks is fit at a Maundy Thursday ceremony. If the man has been tweaking the rubrics of the church like a true rebel even before being elected the Pope then it shows on the maturity of the Cardinals who have elected him and still more, it shows on the maturity of those who are working in close proximity with him. Does such a rebel have a right to demand obedience from any of his subordinates, especially in matters that concern the falsity of doctrine?

In fact the Pope has opted to wash his own feet with media glare, unlike Peter who first protested and then submitted, by seeking to proclaim a gospel other than what we have been commanded to believe and preach; the gospel of gender equality, humanism and brotherhood, false peace and of emancipation of the poor and refugees.

Can. 771 §1. Pastors of souls, especially bishops and pastors, are to be concerned that the word of God is also proclaimed to those of the faithful who because of the condition of their life do not have sufficient common and ordinary pastoral care or lack it completely.

§2. They are also to make provision that the message of the gospel reaches non-believers living in the territory since the care of souls must also extend to them no less than to the faithful.

Even the Canon Laws of the church are abused by the Pope and his coterie by failing to proclaim the gospel of Salvation to non-believers and thus washing feet.

Instead of proclaiming the gospel of Christ (Gal. 1:8) the Pope has been preaching the gospel of Humanism.

2.) By arguing in favour of gender equality, in the washing of the feet ritual on Maundy Thursday, the Church in the process is losing out again on an opportunity to clarify the Christian concept of equality. The Church, which through the revelation of Christ is supposed to be long sighted and even prophetic in action, is now choosing to be praxis oriented and becoming myopic in its teachings and doctrine by rejecting sound tradition, scripture and the objective teaching of Christ. 

What is more, it also substituting man in place of Christ and his gospel and creating a new religion of humanism; long forewarned by the holy saints and prophet, besides what we have through the scripture and the many approved Apparitions of our Lady.

Christ ordered towards man rather than man ordered towards Christ.

The Marxist idea of equality has now gained an increasing following in the church as seen in the easy acceptance and blind assertion of the same doctrine, even by the Pope and his many Cardinals and Bishops. No wonder our Lady has warned in one of her apparition at Fatima; “Russia will spread its error throughout the world”

The Catholic Church has always asserted the equality of men and women in the eyes of God and this doctrine of equality gave them an opportunity to explain the difference in roles and responsibilities of each of them. It also was gave one an opportunity to explain the significance of privileges that normally accompany responsibilities, even responsibilities that involve a dedication unto being dedicated and sacrificing. But the new concept of equality is honour privilege centred.

It is now clear that the majority have rejected the doctrine of Christ and even subjected this Christ to modernistic myopic thinking, thus even crucifying him again in the very Church he established. It has thus written its own code for self-destruction. “Nevertheless, when the Son of man comes, will he find faith on earth?” Luke 18:8
3.) Distorting the meaning of Scripture by not even referring to what has been revealed through scripture, especially the gospel of John: The Second Commandment prohibits using the Lord’s Name in vain (blasphemy). If we refer the Catechism of the Council of Trent’s on the same commandment, it teaches that those who support heresy, and “distort the Sacred Scriptures from their genuine and true meaning,” are guilty of sins against the Second Commandment. (Refer my earlier article on this blog on the washing of the feet and how the Pope himself has distorted sacred Scriptures; and what I have written is not an isolated instance). “… and killed thy prophets, who had warned them in order to turn them back to thee, and they committed great blasphemies.”  Neh 9:26

By washing the feet of pagans and unbelievers the Pope is communicating a distorted message both in deed and in words too.” … all of us together: Muslims, Hindus, Catholics, Copts, Evangelicals but all brothers and children of the same God: we want to live together in peace” he said in the homily of the day.

By this statement the Pope, who is supposed to be the Vicar (representing or acting in the person of Christ on earth) has rebelled against the Lord of heaven and earth.  The Scripture clearly reveals to us that not all are brothers and children of the same God but only those who believed and received Jesus Christ (Jn. 1:12; also refer: Rom. 9:8; Phil. 2:14 -15, 1John 3:1; 5: 1-2). In fact we become children of the one God through faith in Christ Jesus and thus accept his Father as our Father (Jn. 1:12). The scripture is replete with teachings which clearly distinguishes the children of God from the rest.

Contrast what the Pope asserts above with John 8: 44 and you will realise why there is so much of lies in what he propounds by proposing God as father of all: “You are of your father the devil, and your will is to do your father’s desires. He was a murderer from the beginning, and has nothing to do with the truth, because there is no truth in him. When he lies, he speaks according to his own nature, for he is a liar and the father of lies.”

God indeed loves all people but not the way these in high offices propose. Because he loves all he sent a saviour to save that which is lost. But to seek to save the lost by encouraging them to remain in their lost condition is a deviation from the truth of the Gospel. It is the same as allowing the prodigal son to remain in the squalor in which he has chosen and to remind him what he already partially knows, that his father loves. Yes! His father loves him but doesn’t want him to remain in the lost state.

Has the Pope incurred an Anathema (Curse on himself and all who believe his erroneous gospel on 2 counts, thus preparing the Church for the wrath of God until Christ comes again to renew it? It is for you to prayerfully discern:

1. Has he not proved his love for humanity more than his love for the Lord who died for us? (I Cor. 16:22). Thus abusing and blaspheming the name of the most high God (cfr. Rev. 13:6).

2. Preaching a gospel of humanism; a gospel other than what the Church has held on to right down the century in keeping with St. Paul’s injunction. (Galatians 1:8).

WomenOfGrace too!?!
The Women of Grace blog is an influential all-women ministry closely connected with the EWTN TV network and they are among the leading Catholic crusaders against the entire range of New Age therapies (medicine and psychology) and Eastern meditations. 
I have great respect for them in their exposing of New Age error but the following blog post by Susan Brinkmann diminishes that to a large extent because I see that their apostolate appears to welcome the opening of the Maundy Thursday foot-washing ritual by Pope Francis to women without even the slightest hint of criticism or analysis of the historical-traditional reasons for restricting the ceremony to the washing of the feet of priests/men only (they have hardly ever, to the best of my knowledge and memory, commented on liturgical issues in the past):
Pope Allows Women to Participate in Holy Thursday Foot Washing
http://www.womenofgrace.com/blog/?p=46856
Posted on January 21, 2016 by SBrinkmann […]

POLLS: Holy Thursday Foot Washing – What happened where you are?
http://wdtprs.com/blog/2016/03/polls-holy-thursday-foot-washing-what-happened-where-you-are/ 
Posted on 24 March 2016 by Fr. John Zuhlsdorf All emphases are the author’s
This year for the first time it is licit that women’s feet be washing during the entirely optional “Mandatum” in the Mass of the Lord’s Supper, Holy Thursday.
NB: Before this year, those who were doing so, did so in violation of the law.

What happened where you went to Holy Thursday’s Mass, assuming, of course, that you went? Otherwise, if you did not go, perhaps you know what happened by word of mouth or by reading the bulletin, etc.

Chose your best answer – depending on the Form of Mass you attended – and add a comment in the combox, below.
Top of Form
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The 2016 Holy Thursday EXTRAORDINARY Form Mass I attended...

[image: image6.wmf]did not include the foot washing rite.

[image: image7.wmf]included the foot washing rite, and only males were chosen.

[image: image8.wmf]included the foot washing rite, and only females were chosen.

[image: image9.wmf]included the foot washing rite, and males and females were chosen.

[image: image10.wmf]involved everyone being invited to do something to someone else.

[image: image11.wmf]some other non-standard innovation
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The 2016 Holy Thursday ORDINARY FORM (NOVUS ORDO) Mass I attended...
[image: image14.wmf]did not include the foot washing rite.

[image: image15.wmf]included the foot washing rite, and only males were chosen.

[image: image16.wmf]included the foot washing rite, and only females were chosen.

[image: image17.wmf]included the foot washing rite, and males and females were chosen.

[image: image18.wmf]involved everyone being invited to do something to someone else.

[image: image19.wmf]some other non-standard innovation.
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Readers have left 72 responses

Washing Feet – observations

http://wdtprs.com/blog/2016/03/washing-feet-observations/ 

Posted on 25 March 2016 by Fr. John Zuhlsdorf All emphases are the author’s
I refer the readership to some lucid and sober comments about the pedilavium, the foot washing, that can occur as an option in both uses of the Roman Rite.
Fr John Hunwicke makes some keen and, for liberals sobering, observations. I expunged his emphases and added my own emphases and comments:

PEDILAVIUM or FOOT WASHING: such a wealth of different meanings

The meaning of this rite, in the intention of the current Sovereign Pontiff, has been changed. I persist, against all the traddy shock-horror, in considering this No Big Deal. [This is a good approach, provided the Church’s laws are still being obey… which they are not in many places.] Firstly, a bit of History.
(1) The sense the Pedilavium appears (not invariably but) most commonly to have had in the pre-modern period was of humble service done by a superior (Bishop, Abbot) before his own subjects, and in the intimacy of their own close fellowship. Among the feet which Father Abbot washed were those of the young monk whom, perhaps, he had needed yesterday to discipline. His Lordship the Bishop did the same for a presbyter with whom … forfend the thought! … he may have had a less than cordial relationship. Perhaps an equivalent would be Papa Bergoglio washing the feet of curial cardinals including those who had disagreed with him in Synod or during their weekly audiences!  [Now that would be a gesture that would mean something, especially after the way he lambasted the Curia for Christmas a year and more back.  In any event, take note of the gesture’s element of condescension.]
[NB] The Lord did not, as people sometimes carelessly assert, “wash the feet of his disciples”, who were many; He washed the feet of a much more limited group, the Twelve. He did not wash the feet of the people who flocked to hear Him teach in the fields or on the Mountain or beside the Lake or in the village square, or even the feet of the Seventy He sent forth or of the women who ministered to Him.

When He washed the feet of the Twelve, it was behind the closed doors of an exclusive Meeting arranged in almost 007-style secrecy. And the implication of S Peter’s words was that this had not been the Lord’s regular custom.  [Take note of the gesture’s element of exclusivity.  The Lord washed the feet of the elite Twelve, the “chosen”, and out of public view.]
It has been plausibly suggested that we might discern sacerdotal undertones when a bishop washes the feet of his presbyters; Anglicans will recall that Bubbles Stancliff, a liturgical dilettante who was bishop of Salisbury and who appears to have believed this, introduced the ceremony into Anglican ordination rites. [On the other hand, it is a fact that the High Priest washed the feet of his first sacerdotes.]
[This is good…] Washing the feet of a person with whom one has no relationship, no daily fellowship whether for better or for worse, empties the rite of this, historically (I think) its first, meaning. Unless a different meaning is devised, it becomes an empty, formalistic, ritual. [Interesting, no?]
(2) A second meaning of some historic pedilavium ceremonies was both the humility and the generosity of the great and the grand towards their social inferiors. Holy Condescension. This is the meaning which the rite had when it was used by sovereigns and by some bishops. Food, clothing, money would often be distributed. In the twentieth century, British monarchs restored the rite in this sense, but did not revive the actual footwashing. Specially minted pieces of archaic coinage are distributed. True, the Lord High Almoner still girds himself with a towel, but that is only because this is the sort of thing which the English, a strange race, deem to be ‘tradition’.

Meanings (1) and (2) both rest upon presuppositions of status and hierarchy. These are concepts now rather out of vogue. [Unless you are a liberal.  Remember: they are the morally superior elitists par excellence.] Perhaps this is why the Holy Father has dreamed up a new and completely different understanding of the rite … inculturating it, so to speak, into post-modernity.

(3) This different and new meaning Papa Bergoglio now wishes to attach to the rite is the boundless love and Mercy of God to all, and not least to those on the peripheries of Society. This removes any overlaps with meanings (1) and (2) (and it is very far from what the closed and exclusive intimacy of the Last Supper suggests that the Lord had in mind). But, [PAY ATTENTION!] as long as we all understand that this new meaning has nothing whatsoever to do with S John’s Last Supper narrative or the Church’s ancient liturgical tradition, it seems to me a perfectly reasonable Acted Parable for an innovative Roman Pontiff to introduce and to encourage. No harm in a bit of imagination!!  [So, perhaps the pedilavium should be developed into an entirely separate Holy Thursday rite, outside of Mass, especially the Holy Thursday Mass.]
Since the Pedilavium is, in historical terms, a very recent and completely optional importation into the Liturgy of a ceremony which (where it was done at all) used to be extra-liturgical and took varying forms, I cannot see why any Roman Pontiff, or, for that matter, any junior curate, should not be entitled to juggle around with it, and to give it whatever new meaning or meanings he chooses to suit his own specific social context. [Yep.  As long as it isn’t during Holy Thursday Mass.] (Whether Maundy Thursday, a congested Day on which liturgically quite a lot already happens, is the most apt time for such performances, I very much doubt. Here, I have a constructive suggestion to make: see, below, my penultimate paragraph.) […] 
Read the rest over there.  It gets good. Intriguing.

So… remove it entirely from Mass and then … let a hundred flowers blossom! Let a hundred schools of thought… make up stuff.

Meanwhile, this ludicrous scene was spotted on Facebook and sent to me.
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I don’t know what this is, but it isn’t the liturgy of the Catholic Church.
Readers have left 17 responses

Why aren’t feminists angry at Francis for his foot washing changes?
http://wdtprs.com/blog/2016/03/why-arent-feminists-angry-at-francis-for-his-foot-washing-changes/
Posted on 26 March 2016 by Fr. John Zuhlsdorf 

Today I muse about why catholic feminists (an oxymoron – emphasis on moron – I know, but bear with me) are not vexed by Pope Francis and his dramatically public choice to wash the feet of non-Christians.
Think this through for them.

What the Lord did at the Last Supper was wash the feet of His Apostles. Not just any of His disciples. Not everyone in the street. What He did, He did for the sake of apostolic ministry.

catholic feminists have always wanted hierarchs to include women in the foot washing, but they understood – if not by reason, by emotion – that the Lord’s gesture was about apostolic ministry and therefore priesthood. They wanted to be included because they want women to be priests.

Then comes Francis.

For decades catholic feminists have been pushing for women to be included in the foot washing rite, because they wanted women to be ordained.  Little did they think that Francis would reason, “Well, if women, why not non-Christians?”

Francis blows the connection of apostolic ministry and foot washing out the window.
For Francis, washing feet is a gesture of kindness to everyone. It is not about apostolic ministry, it is about religious tolerance, welcome, mercy, [fill in a natural virtue]. It isn’t connected to the Faith. If non-Christians are included, then this isn’t an exclusively Christian deal.

And it certainly isn’t about ordination … of anybody.

So, I ask again, “Why aren’t catholic feminists having a fit that Francis washes the feet of non-Christians?”

That Francis, in addition to washing the feet of women, washes the feet of non-Christians he has, single-handedly, taken the feminist power of this symbolism off the table.

Or, perhaps that was exactly what he wanted to do….

By washing the feet of non-Christians, he enervated the catholic feminist agenda. The foot washing rite is no longer symbolically significant in their battle for the ordination of women.  The fact that the Pope authorized the inclusion of women in the foot washing robs feminist catholics of a primary symbol in their decades long struggle for ordination.

How many times is it again that Francis has said that women can’t be ordained?
Moderation queue is ON. I won’t even think of letting your comments through if you didn’t read more than the title and then think it through.

Pedilavium: the next phase
http://wdtprs.com/blog/2016/03/pedilavium-the-next-phase/ 

Posted on 30 March 2016 by Fr. John Zuhlsdorf 

Via the often amusing ignatius his conclave:
Pedicure
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The following announcement recently appeared in L’Osservatore Romano:
Radical changes are being made to the Rite of Pedilavium (Foot Washing).

Previously the rite was celebrated with twelve men on Holy Thursday. The Holy Father having now determined the significance of the rite – to ‘fully express the meaning of the gesture made by Jesus in the Upper Room, his gift of self until the end for the salvation of the world, his boundless charity’ – it has been decided that henceforward, in this Jubilee of Mercy, it will form a feature of every general audience.

The traditional requirement for twelve men will be discontinued as an impediment to the inclusiveness of the ceremony. People of all nationalities, religions and sexes are now encouraged to participate.

Applications are invited from marginalised or disadvantaged groups worldwide. Priority will be given to the differently abled. All applicants are respectfully reminded that they should have at least one functioning foot.
Hrumpf!

As a priest friend pointed out to me, it is unjustly discriminatory that at least one functional foot should be required!

Can double amputees not participate in the footwashing? What’s wrong with washing stumps? 

Readers have left 34 responses
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