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AUGUST 5, 2016
Quo Vadis, Papa Francisco?
35-The “bent cross” controversy
In two earlier reports, we read about Pope Francis’ “resurrexifix” crosier and unconventional ferulas… 
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Pope Francis’ new ferula and …?
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QUO VADIS PAPA FRANCISCO 35-RESURREXIFIXES AND A STRANGE CROZIER 
http://ephesians-511.net/docs/QUO_VADIS_PAPA_FRANCISCO_35-RESURREXIFIXES_AND_A_STRANGE_CROZIER.doc
…and about the “commifix” “crucifix” gift that he accept from an atheist President without any criticism
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QUO VADIS PAPA FRANCISCO 34-POPE FRANCIS AND THE HAMMER AND SICKLE CRUCIFIX 
http://ephesians-511.net/docs/QUO_VADIS_PAPA_FRANCISCO_34-POPE_FRANCIS_AND_THE_HAMMER_AND_SICKLE_CRUCIFIX.doc
Pope Benedict XVI’s crosier…
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…and the “bent” crosier of Pope Francis (Benedict XVI is known to have used it, but occasionally)
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Images of ferulas and crosiers
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Far right: Pope Benedict XVI holding the 1877 ferula of Pope Pius IX

The shepherd’s staff Psalm 23:4, “I am the Good Shepherd” John 10:11
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Ferula
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Papal_ferula: 

Traditionally, the popes did not use any ferula, crosier, or pastoral staff as part of the papal liturgy.

The use of a staff is not mentioned in descriptions of Papal Masses in the Ordines Romani (Roman Ordinals). In the early days of the church, a crosier was carried on some occasions by the pope, but this practice disappeared by the time of Pope Innocent III. Innocent III noted in his De Sacro altaris mysterio (“Concerning the Sacred Mystery of the Altar,” I, 62): “The Roman Pontiff does not use the shepherd's staff.” The reason was that a crosier is often given by the metropolitan archbishop (or by another bishop) to a newly elected bishop during his investiture. In contrast, the pope does not receive investiture from another bishop and is invested with the pallium during his coronation or inauguration.
However, during the High Middle Ages, the popes once again began using a staff known as a ferula as insignia to signify temporal power and governance, which included "the power to mete out punishment and impose penances". The actual form of the staffs from this period is not well known, but were likely staffs topped with a knob with single-barred cross on top. The staff was not a liturgical item, and its use was limited to a few extraordinary ceremonial occasions, such as the opening of the Holy Door and the consecration of churches, during which the pope "took hold of the staff to knock on the door three times and to trace the Greek and Latin letters on the floor of the church". Sometimes, the staff also took the form of a triple-barred cross (or papal cross, a symbol of the papacy), but this was rare in contrast to the single-barred cross. Use of the staff was soon again phased out.
In 1877, the Circolo San Pietro (an organization founded in 1869 to support the papacy) presented a staff or ferula to Pope Pius IX on the occasion of the fiftieth anniversary of his episcopal consecration and is sometimes referred to as the "ferula of Pius IX". This ferula was used by popes from Pope Pius IX until Pope Paul VI, again only for extraordinary, non-liturgical ceremonies. Pope Leo XIII at times made use of a crosier in the same shape as that of other bishops. In addition, a triple-barred cross ferula was made for Leo XIII for the Golden Jubilee of his Priesthood in 1888. Pope John XXIII had begun using the 1877 ferula of Pius IX for various liturgical celebrations during the Second Vatican Council. It was during the pontificate of Paul VI that the popes more permanently began using a ferula as a pastoral staff for solemn liturgical celebrations, rather than a symbol of governance. In effect, the papal ferula became the equivalent of a bishop's crosier or pastoral staff.
The pastoral staff carried by the popes since Pope Paul VI is a contemporary single-barred crucifix, designed by the Italian artist Lello Scorzelli in 1963 and carried and used in the same manner as a bishop uses his crosier. Paul VI had actually used three other ferulas, similar in style, with the other versions having a cross bar which was straight, or bent upward. Scorzelli's well known version has the cross bar bent downward, much like the paterissa carried by an Eastern Catholic bishop. Paul VI first used this staff on 8 December 1965, at the closing of the Second Vatican Council. The Scorzelli staff was the one retained by his successors starting with Pope John Paul I. This ferula design is often associated with Pope John Paul II. 

On 25 March 1983, Pope John Paul II used the ferula of Leo XIII with three horizontal bars in the opening of the Holy Door during the Jubilee, the Holy Year of the Redemption. In 1990, Scorzelli made a replica of the Paul VI ferula for John Paul II, which was lighter than the previous one.

On 16 March 2008, at the Palm Sunday celebrations in Saint Peter's Square, Pope Benedict XVI used the ferula that had been previously used from the pontificate of Pope Pius IX. This cross was used until 28 November 2009 at the First Vespers for Advent. A new ferula was given to Pope Benedict XVI as a gift of the Circolo San Pietro and, according to Monsignor Guido Marini, the Master of Apostolic Ceremonies and head of the Office for the Liturgical Celebrations of the Supreme Pontiff, it "can be considered to all intents and purposes the pastoral staff of Benedict XVI."

Pope Francis continued to use the ferula of Benedict XVI at the beginning of his pontificate. On 7 April 2013, at the Mass for the Possession of the Chair of the Bishop of Rome in the Archbasilica of St. John Lateran in Rome, Francis returned to using the original 1965 ferula of Paul VI with the corpus on it and has alternated its use with the ferula of Benedict XVI, which he resumed using on 23 April 2013.

Crosier or Crozier
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Crosier:

A crosier (also known as a crozier, paterissa, pastoral staff, or bishop's staff) is a stylized staff carried by high-ranking Roman Catholic, Eastern Orthodox, Oriental Orthodox, Anglican, and some Lutheran, United Methodist and Pentecostal prelates. Other typical insignia of many of these prelates are the mitre, the pectoral cross, and the episcopal ring. A crosier staff is a part of the tradition of Jewish Christianity.
The staff is first mentioned in the Book of Exodus (chapter 4, verse 2), when God appears to Moses in the burning bush. God asks what Moses has in his hand, and Moses answers "a staff" ("a rod" in the KJV version). The staff is miraculously transformed into a snake and then back into a staff. The staff is thereafter referred to as the "rod of God" or "staff of God" (depending on the translation).
In Western Christianity, the crosier (known as the pastoral staff, from the Latin pastor, shepherd) is shaped like a shepherd's crook. A bishop or church head bears this staff as "shepherd of the flock of God", particularly the community under his canonical jurisdiction, but any bishop, whether or not assigned to a functional diocese, may also use a crosier when conferring sacraments and presiding at liturgies. The Roman Catholic Caeremoniale Episcoporum says that, as a sign of his pastoral function, a bishop uses a crosier within his territory, but any bishop celebrating the liturgy solemnly with the consent of the local bishop may also use it. It adds that, when several bishops join in a single celebration, only the one presiding uses a crosier.
A bishop usually holds his crosier with his left hand, leaving his right hand free to bestow blessings. The Caeremoniale Episcoporum states that the bishop holds the crosier with the open side of the crook forward, or towards the people. It also states that a bishop usually holds the crosier during a procession and when listening to the reading of the Gospel, giving a homily, accepting vows, solemn promises or a profession of faith, and when blessing people, unless he must lay his hands on them. When the bishop is not holding the crosier, it is put in the care of an altar server, known as the "crosier bearer", who may wear around his shoulders a shawl-like veil called a vimpa, so as to hold the crosier without touching it with his bare hands. Another altar server, likewise wearing a vimpa, holds the mitre when the bishop is not wearing it. 
The crosier is conferred upon a bishop during his ordination to the episcopacy. It is also presented to an abbot at his blessing, an ancient custom symbolizing his shepherding of the monastic community. 
The traditional explanation of the crosier's form is that, as a shepherd's staff, it includes a hook at one end to pull back to the flock any straying sheep, a pointed finial at the other tip to goad the reluctant and the lazy, and a rod in between as a strong support.

The crosier is used in ecclesiastical heraldry to represent pastoral authority in the coats of arms of cardinals, bishops, abbots and abbesses. It was suppressed in most personal arms in the Catholic Church in 1969, and is since found on arms of abbots and abbesses, diocesan coats of arms and other corporate arms.
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The traditional explanation for the form of Western crosiers, beyond the obvious reference to the bishop as a shepherd to his flock, is this: the pointed ferrule at the base symbolizes the obligation of the prelate to goad the spiritually lazy; the crook at the top, his obligation to draw back those who stray from the faith; and the staff itself, his obligation to stand as a firm support for the faithful. It is considered to be both a rod and a staff (Psalm 23:4): a rod for punishing the recalcitrant, and a staff for leading the faithful.
The “bent cross” crosier designed Lello Scorzelli by was introduced by Pope Paul VI, see the lines in red on page 4. This “bent” crosier used by Popes John Paul II and Pope Francis has been criticized, mainly by radical Traditionalists and others. Why?
Francis Brings Back Bent Cross Crozier
http://www.novusordowatch.org/wire/francis-bent-cross.htm, http://www.novusordowatch.org/wire/francis-new-crozier.htm EXTRACT
It was bound to happen. Mr. Jorge Bergoglio - whom the world calls "Pope Francis" - has reintroduced the repulsive 'Bent Cross' Crozier (sometimes referred to as the "Broken Cross"), after Benedict XVI had, for the most part, abandoned it. The "bent cross" ferula, or staff, which is a hideous rendition of a crucifix, shows our Lord's legs immodestly spread apart and shows the cross bars bent, rather than straight. The following photos show that this "crucifix" is repulsive indeed, dishonors Christ, and does not inspire pious thoughts: […] Images on page 2

This sinister-looking cross was designed by Italian Lello Scorzelli (1921-1997) during - you guessed it - the 1960s and was introduced - you guessed it again - by "Pope" Paul VI (Giovanni Battista Montini), who used it for the first time at the closing of his modernist robber synod known as the "Second Vatican Council", on December 8, 1965. In fact, in 1963 Paul VI had given Scorzelli a permanent job in Rome to design this and other "art" for the Vatican.
The blasphemous Scorzelli cross bears some striking resemblance to the crucifix drawn by Belgian "artist" Albert Servaes (d. 1966) as part of his "stations of the cross", which were condemned by the Church in 1921 under Pope Benedict XV (see here)*. Notice in particular the hanging head and the bent legs:
*http://idlespeculations-terryprest.blogspot.in/2008/02/banning-of-stations-of-cross.html 
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(The full decree of the Holy Office condemning these drawings, dated March 30, 1921, can be found in the original Latin here.)
On September 11, 1670, under Pope Clement X, the Holy Office prohibited the making of crucifixes "in a form so coarse and artless, in an attitude so indecent, with features so distorted by grief that they provoke disgust rather than pious attention" (quoted by Jacques Maritain, Speech to Journées d'Art Religieux, February 23, 1924). The reason for this prohibition has never been more obvious than now, now that the Vatican II Church has spent decades disregarding this decree and has commissioned, promoted, allowed, and tolerated the foulest modernistic displays of religious "art" around the world. (Don't believe us? Click here...) […]
When Paul VI died in 1978, his successor John Paul I retained the ferula, and John Paul II used it perhaps more frequently than anyone else. Benedict XVI used it as well, though not as often. […]
The disquieting crucifix
https://mundabor.wordpress.com/2013/04/10/the-disquieting-crucifix/
By Mundabor, April 10, 2013
Look at the crucifix above (see images on page 2). It is Lello Scorzelli’s crucifix in the papal ferula used by John Paul II and now also adopted by Pope Francis. 
I find this crucifix disquieting for more than one reason. Apart from the obvious ugliness of the Christ (an anatomical ugliness that can’t be ignored: a Christ clearly undernourished almost to the point of starvation, and with arms that seem to me out of proportion to his legs), and of the theological implications some have remarked (with the arms of the Christ upwards as in the Calvinist and Jansenist tradition, rather than horizontal in an obvious gesture of openness and embrace of humanity)  and which go beyond my pay grade, what I noticed first is the absence of dignity  the image conveys. 

Even when I was a child and looked at a crucifix in all his crudeness, the magnificence of this suffering never failed to impress me. Even as a child, you know He is on the Cross, but you also know He is God. This goes as a common element through all the crucifixes you can find pretty much everywhere in Italy (and they are everywhere: school rooms, hospitals, even court rooms). A well-made crucifix conveys an idea of majestic suffering, of virile power. Even when Jesus is represented as thin, he is never starving. This is, if you allow the expression, an Auschwitz Jesus, and a Jesus utterly crushed. Not good. 

Think again of the movie “The Passion Of The Christ”, that you have probably seen again just a few weeks, or days, ago. In the movie, the very crude representation of Jesus’ suffering (a crudeness sparing the viewer absolutely nothing) is never separated from the sheer power and manliness exuding from the figure of Christ. Even beaten almost to death, barely able to look at Pilatus, or suffering atrociously on the Cross, you know our Lord is, at all times, firmly in control. 
This must also have been the impression he made on those who witnessed His Passion. It is clear from the Gospel Pontius Pilate was extremely impressed from his encounter with this astonishing figure, towering over him with words of immense majesty whilst beaten to death and covered in blood. The conversion of the Roman Centurion (centurions were very smart people; here the contrast with the violent, stupid and greedy soldiers is extreme) must also have not come in a moment, but rather have been the result of a long observation of the man, and the clear perception something absolutely out of the ordinary was happening in front of his eyes. I can picture this Centurion (Longinus, many say) observing the proceedings among the profanities and the coarse sadistic laughs of the soldiers, and seeing with his prompt mind what they were unable to see. There must have been a magnificence in this suffering, a dignity in this humiliation, able to move an inquiring mind to stop and reflect before the famous words Longinus pronounced. 

I see nothing of this in Scorzelli’s crucifix. I see ugliness without dignity, and humiliation without greatness. There is a reason, methinks, why the traditional representation of Christ on the cross is different than this one. 

Still, this is the Christ people will get to see every time the Pope uses the ferula. 

I try to picture Pope Pius XII with a ferula like this, or St. Padre Pio praying in front of a crucifix like this; and something doesn’t square. 

Pope Francis Reverts to Pastoral Staff of Paul VI
http://www.praytellblog.com/index.php/2013/04/07/pope-francis-reverts-to-pastoral-staff-of-paul-vi/
The bent cross crucifix versus the Traditional crucifix

http://www.cuttingedge.org/articles/rc100.htm 

Bergoglian Milestones: The return of the Scorzelli staff/ferula
http://rorate-caeli.blogspot.com/2013/04/the-return-of-scorzelli-staff.html
Behind the contorted papal cross
http://www.traditioninaction.org/HotTopics/c031_Cross.htm
By Marian T. Horvat Ph.D.

Lello Scorzelli’s Ferula: a return to the past 
http://marymagdalen.blogspot.in/2013/04/lello-scorzellis-ferula-return-to-past.html 
By Fr. Ray Blake, Diocese of Arundel and Brighton, April 8, 2013
Broken, tortured, twisted, contorted are the words that come to mind looking at this crucifix. It has the sense of being in flux, half-formed, raw in its conception. It is still incredibly disturbing, what it represents is truly disturbing, the death of Christ, which represents something beyond the story of the Gospel but actually what I find disturbing is the mind of the artist that imagined it. 
It comes from the era of brutalism of concrete and "machines for living in", from that artistic period when art itself hung stretched and distorted before its own death, screaming in agony at its fear of its own pain, confronting humanity with its own ugliness.

Some have suggested it is a Jansenist image, I don't know about that. It represents humanity debased. Here is the victim of man's inhumanity to man, there is nothing divine here, it is absolute self-emptying. Here is man mangled and remade by the regimes of Stalin and Hitler, Pol Pot and Mao, and yes, of the murderous torturers of South America. Here, grace is excluded, the hand of God is absent.

It symbolises too the uncertainty of the post-conciliar Church, stripped bare, in flux, not fully formed, a broken human institution, humbled, gasping in a particular moment of history, more dead than alive. It is austere without any beauty. It is the Church of Good Friday, devoid of any sense of Grace, or of Easter hope.

I can understand its appeal to Paul VI, it seems to sum up everything we know about his tortured loneliness, and for John Paul II it seemed to sum up his sense of the "victimhood" of his rather Polish spirituality, in the same way I can see why Pope Benedict rejected it, it fitted uneasily with his theology of "Joy" and "Man-Redeemed", the traditional Papal Ferula, gilt empty victorious cross of the now risen Christ, spoke eloquently of his own theology.

Last night Lello Scorzelli's ferula reappeared at the enthronement in the Lateran in the hands of Pope Francis. More than any other Papal ornament it symbolises a return to the time before Benedict and a return to the uncertainties of Paul VI, and to a more austere Church. For Pope Francis it perhaps a symbol of "the poor", and a sign of an austere Church, in an austere world. For a Pope ordained priest in 1969 it is perhaps "the" symbol of the "modern" Papacy, for someone whose priesthood was spent in Villas and in the oppression of the Peronist and post-Peronist Junta, it is perhaps the perfect symbol.

For the rest of us it is a return to a period in the history of the Church which many priests of my age and older see as being the Church of their youth, it marks a rupture with Benedictine reforms, whether Pope Francis intends this to be said I doubt but it certainly marks a return to the past.

Perhaps it was too soon to put away those arrangements of Kum-by-yaa.

Readers have left 33 comments

How should a bishop carry the crosier?
http://wdtprs.com/blog/2013/04/quaeritur-how-should-a-bishop-carry-the-crosier/
By Fr. John Zuhlsdorf, April 10, 2013

From a reader: I want to ask about the way of carrying the bishop’s staff. Many liturgy experts said only the Ordinary could turn the tip (I don’t know how to call it exactly) of the staff to the congregation. Other bishops should turn it to himself, while altar servers should turn it into left or right hand side. But I couldn’t find any indication in the ceremoniale episcoporum. What is the correct way to hold it?

Fr. Z: Good question.  I don’t have to staff this one out.

The crook of the staff (Latin baculum, or baculum pastorale) should always face away from the bishop, any bishop, the Ordinary of the place or a visitor or retired or an auxiliary. It is always to be turned forward.

This is an old question and it has an old answer. Back in 1911 (also the nickname of a classic pistol) the question was put to Sacred Congregation of Rites, which responded (Acta Apostolicae Sedis 4 (1912) 178 and 181):

III. De Episcopo extra propriam dioecesim, inquiritur:

3. Quomodo Episcopus extraneus, si, functione id requirente, aut annuente Episcopo Ordinario, pastorali baculo utatur, superiorem huiusce baculi partem vertere debeat? […]

Ad. 3. Semper cum parte reflexa ab se; scilicet, versus personas vel res quas prospicit.

Thus, “Always with the (top) part turned away from himself, namely, turned toward the people or things which he is looking at.”

That “always… semper” means that this applies to any sort of bishop anywhere.

4 of 31 readers’ comments
1. The way the ferula has been carried from Paul VI on is a bit odd. The pontiffs would not walk with the ferula like a bishop walks with his crosier, as has been done the last 50 or so years. It would be carried like the metropolitan cross in procession, and the pontiff would hold it when he gave his apostolic blessing. It would be used for solemn blessings or the opening of the holy door etc. The popes for time immemorial (except Leo XIII, who used his crosier) have only been using the ferula.
http://farm3.static.flickr.com/2623/4140553605_d1d81ea9b5_o.jpg BJP2 with a ferula. He used this one when opening the holy door in 2000
http://annunciations.files.wordpress.com/2008/03/piusxii.jpg Pius XI and XII opening holy doors with the ferula of Pius IX. BJP2 with 2 of his. Historically, the ferula did not have a corpus on it.
2. I’ve noticed some bishops, processing-in, blessing people as they come up the aisle. This seems weird to me; the congregation is not facing him and some keep glancing back to see if they’re going to be blessed. I’m okay with blessings after Mass, as he processes-out, because we can all see him. But not at the beginning. Strictly speaking, I guess neither is a “liturgical” question (Mass has not started yet, or is over) but I wonder about it anyway. –Dr. Edward Peters, Canon lawyer
3. Well, they should be turning to face him! (And, traditionally, kneeling as he blesses them.)
But this is specified in the Ceremonial of Bishops #128 (my emphasis):

128. As the entrance song is being sung, the procession moves from the vesting room (sacristy) to the sanctuary (chancel) in the following order:
– censer bearer carrying a censer with burning incense;
…
– the bishop, walking alone, wearing the miter, carrying the pastoral staff in his left hand and blessing with his right;
– a little behind the bishop, the two deacons assisting him;
– finally, the ministers who assist with the book, the miter, and the pastoral staff.
…

If the bishop is in liturgical event in an abbey, Abbot David of Buckfast stated it should be turned in, although the abbey may be in that bishop’s geographic diocese. The placement of the head of the crozier has to do with place not person.
No, this is a myth at this point (or at best a contra legem custom) about turning the head of croziers in various directions.

If bishop is standing, it is in his left hand, and when processing it is carried for him.
Nope, the Bishop carries it when he is processing. (See above and below.)

The Ceremonial of Bishops also says this about the “pastoral staff” in general:

59. The bishop carries the pastoral staff in his own territory as a sign of his pastoral office, but any bishop who, with the consent of the diocesan bishop, solemnly celebrates may use the pastoral staff. When several bishops are present at the same celebration, only the presiding bishop uses the pastoral staff.

As a rule, the bishop holds the pastoral staff, its curved head turned away from himself and toward the people: as he walks in procession, listens to the gospel reading, and gives the homily; also when receiving religious vows and promises or a profession of faith and when he bestows a blessing on persons, unless the blessing includes the laying on of hands.

4. We can go to what Fr. Abel Nainfa had to say about the Crosier. The information is a bit long, but interesting:
The crosier or pastoral staff … symbolizes the pastoral authority of Bishops and Abbots.

According to strict etiquette, the crosier should be of gold or gilt silver for Cardinals and Patriarchs, and of silver for Bishops and Abbots; but this point of discipline is hardly ever observed, and most crosiers are more modestly made of gilded brass. Some authors say that the Abbots belonging to the Order of the Reformed Cistercians (Trappists) should make use of a crosier of wood; but this is an exaggeration of severity, peculiar to one branch of the Order, which has no foundation in the general law of the Church or even in the traditions of the Cistercian Order; St. Bernard, the great Cistercian Abbot, founder of Clairvaux, and a strong supporter of the old monastic discipline, made use of a metallic crosier.

Cardinal-Bishops, Cardinal-Priests, Prelates invested with the episcopal character, and Abbots, are entitled by law to use the crosier; and Abbesses have pretty generally usurped the same privilege. Other Prelates, who may have been granted the use of the pontificals, are not allowed that of the crosier, unless an individual exception is made, as was the case for the celebrated Mgr. de Segur.

Early monuments testify that, up to the tenth century, the Roman Pontiff made use of the crosier like other Bishops. How this practice ceased is not known; but it was soon forgotten, and legendary as well as symbolical reasons were ventured in order to explain the present-day usage.

The proper way to carry the crosier is to hold it with the left hand at the handle, just below the knob, which connects the crook with the staff, the curve being turned forward. The Prelate should not hold the crosier lifted, but alternately raise it and rest it on the floor, as he walks.

Some Ceremonials of foreign importation and antiquated scholarship teach that an Abbot in his monastery, and a Bishop when permitted to use the crosier outside of his diocese, should turn the curve backward. There never existed such regulations. The difference in the direction of the curve in the crosier of a Bishop and that of an Abbot is marked only in Heraldry, as will be mentioned in Chapter VI.

Whenever a dignitary uses the crosier, whether it be by right or privilege—or even without right or privilege— he should always turn the curve forward. If the crosier-bearer is directed by the Ceremonial to carry the crosier so that its curve be turned backward, it is not in order to mean that he has no right to use the crosier, but in order that it be correctly turned when he hands it over to the Prelate. At processions, when the Ordinary does not carry his crosier, he may have it carried before him by the crosier-bearer, who, in this case, holds it raised in both hands and the curve turned forward.

Cardinals and Ordinary Bishops use the crosier at High Mass, Vespers, solemn processions, and generally at all pontifical functions, except on Good Friday and at funerals. As was remarked for the mitre, the crosier supposes the full pontifical dress; therefore, a Bishop should not use the crosier when vested in cappa magna or mozzetta.

A Bishop outside of his diocese may use the crosier when performing functions which imply its use, as, for instance, ordinations, consecrations of churches, etc. On such occasions, the Pope uses the ferula, a long staff or sceptre with a cross at its top. This cross is not triple-armed, as is often believed and represented, but is an ordinary cross pattée.
*******

From the pontificate of Paul VI all the way through to the present pontificate, there’s been a little “game” with what type of “ferula” the Pope will use (Corpus vs. no Corpus, ferula vs. no ferula; too heavy vs. too light, etc.). The same thing seems to have happened with the Mitres … after all ... Rubricians have always said that the Mitre and the Crosier are “correlative.” It is in cases like these that it is always better to follow tradition … since it does not prove anybody right or wrong ... it simply preserves what has always been done without siding with mere preferences of clerics or laymen.

The history of the bent cross 

http://www.ewtn.com/v/experts/showmessage.asp?number=306305 

October 11, 2002

Q: I was talking to one of my friends (he is a Seventh Day Adventist), and he was telling me about the papal cross the pope holds. It isn't like the traditional crucifix and it is sort of bent at the top with a mangled Jesus on it. My friend told me that many years ago (maybe the 1600s?) that the traditional Satanists used to use the bent cross for worship as mockery to our Lord. If this is true, then why does the Holy Father carry this around?

A: Your friend is gravely misinformed. The cross in question is the shepherd staff used by the pope instead of a crozier (the traditional staff of office for bishops). It signifies his place as shepherd of the Universal Church. The pastoral staff was adopted by Pope Paul VI (r. 1963-78) upon his election. Rather than use a traditional crozier – seen as a symbol of jurisdictional authority – the pontiff adopted what was termed a pastoral staff. The staff was designed by Italian artist Lello Scorzelli in the shape of a highly stylized crucifix. The staff was retained by both Popes John Paul I and John Paul II. In 1990, a new, slightly re-designed staff was presented to the pontiff in honor of his birthday. This staff is still in use today.

There is absolutely no connection between the shepherd staff and Satanism. This is merely another of the often vicious lies perpetrated by various denominations (such as the old nonsense that the tiara, a symbol of the papacy, was the crown of the Antichrist). It should be noted also that Satanists traditionally use an inverted cross as their symbol.
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