Foot-washing on Holy Thursday
                                                           APRIL 2011/MARCH 17/28/29/30/APRIL 2, 2013/JULY 2013
11701 Maplewood Road,

Chardon, Ohio 44024-8482

E-mail: hfministry@roadrunner.com
Most Reverend Richard C. Lennon

1027 Superior Avenue,

Cleveland, Ohio 44114-2560

March 22, 2008

"Not to oppose error is to approve it, and not to defend the truth is to suppress it" - Pope St. Felix III
Dear Bishop Lennon, 
Note: In this letter I may occasionally use bold print, Italics, or word underlining for emphasis. This will be my personal emphasis and not that of the source that I am quoting. 

I begin by wishing you a most holy Easter season! I look forward to meeting you one day.


For many years, just prior to Lent beginning, I have written letters to Bishops Pilla and Gries and Pastor, Fr. Thomas Gilles (St. Mary’s – Chardon) and a few others regarding the illicit Holy Thursday foot washing rituals conducted for many years at our parishes. 
I might add that the illicit rituals are also conducted in probably a majority of the parishes within our diocese. No changes were made. I received one response from Fr. J. Glenn Murray (a wonderful priest) who said that the changes were licit because they had become a 'custom' after-the-fact in our diocese. 
I informed Fr. Murray that Church law does not permit a 'custom' to replace an existing law. Since I am just a janitor without a theological or Canon Law background, you will observe that I stay with quoting church documentation in an attempt to prove my points.
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On Holy Thursday St. Mary’s has continued with the foot washing ritual but has gone from the washing of feet of men only to the washing of feet of men, women and children. St. Mary’s has changed over the past couple of years on how they do the ritual. Fr. Gilles announced this past Holy Thursday that anyone who wanted their feet washed should come forward. There were two stations set up with two chairs each for the foot washing with Fr. Gilles doing the washing at one and Fr. Behrend at the other. I estimate that 40-45 men, women and children came up to have their feet washed.  
"The liturgical books approved by competent authority are to be faithfully observed in the celebration of the sacraments; therefore no one on personal authority may add, remove, or change anything in them."
 
"One who offers worship to God on the Church’s behalf in a way contrary to that which is laid down by the Church with God-given authority and which is customary in the Church is guilty of falsification. None of these things can bring good results. The consequences are – and cannot fail to be – the impairing of the unity of the Faith and worship in the Church, doctrinal uncertainty, scandal and bewilderment among the People of God, and the near inevitability of violent reactions. The faithful have a right to a true Liturgy, which means the Liturgy desired and laid down by the Church, which has in fact indicated where adaptations may be made as called for by pastoral requirements in different places or by different groups of people. Undue experimentation, changes and creativity bewilder the faithful."
 
"And so, I say to you, you are Peter, and upon this rock, I will build my church, and the gates of the netherworld shall not prevail against it. I will give you the keys to the kingdom of heaven. 
Whatever you bind on earth shall be bound in heaven; and whatever you loose on earth shall be loosed in heaven."
 
"If I then, your Lord and Teacher, have washed your feet, you also ought to wash one another’s feet. For I have given you an example, that you should do as I have done to you (Jn. 13:14-15)."

At St. Mary's, parishioners who know that the foot washing ritual is illicit no longer attend the Holy Thursday Mass there or drive a distance to another parish that does the ritual licitly. 

"Washing of feet. Depending on pastoral circumstances, the washing of feet follows the homily. The men who have been chosen are led by the ministers to chairs prepared in a suitable place. Then the priest (removing his chasuble if necessary) goes to each man. With the help of the ministers, he pours water over each one’s feet and dries them."
 
"So when He had washed their feet and put His garments back on and reclined at table again, He said to them, 'Do you realize what I have done for you? You call me teacher and master, and rightfully so, for indeed I am. If I, therefore, the master and teacher, have washed your feet, you ought to wash one another’s feet' (obvious reference to the twelve male apostles)."
 
"Thus, the logical sense of the rubric requires the priest, representing Christ, washing the feet of a group of men taken from the assembly, symbolizing the apostles, in a clearly visible area."

I would not be reporting fairly to you if I did not mention that a proper request was made to change the Holy Thursday foot washing ritual. The U.S. Bishops Liturgy Committee asked the Vatican in 1987 to clarify the issue of if the feet of women could be washed during the Holy Thursday ritual. "But when the Vatican’s Congregation for Divine Worship released the Holy Week instruction the following year [1988], the rubric was not changed. The Vatican made no changes in the rubrics referring to 'men'; indeed, the new instruction said that the 'tradition should be maintained': The washing of the feet of chosen men, according to tradition, is performed on this day [Holy Thursday], represents the service and charity of Christ, who came not to be served but to serve! In addition, when you were an Auxiliary Bishop in Boston, your bishop sought permission from the Vatican to wash the feet of women on Holy Thursday. For pastoral reasons in BOSTON ONLY, he was given said permission*. This permission was not extended to other dioceses in the United States. This tradition should be maintained and its proper significance explained."
 
                                                                           *See page 4
Personally, I have a difficult time in understanding why the 'men only' requirement for the foot washing ritual has been ignored and why it has been allowed to be ignored. 
"In Christ’s spiritual kingdom, there must be one Chief to whom all owe spiritual allegiance; one form of ecclesiastical government; one uniform body of laws which all Christians are bound to observe; for, every kingdom divided against itself shall be made desolate."
 
"The bishops, whose function it is to control, foster, and safeguard the entire liturgical life of the Church entrusted to them, will not fail to discover the most suitable means for ensuring a careful and firm application of these norms, for the glory of God and the good of the Church."
 
"The diocesan Bishop, the first steward of the mysteries of God in the particular Church entrusted to him, is the moderator, promoter and guardian of her whole liturgical life."
  
"The Bishop governs the particular Church entrusted to him, and it is his task to regulate, to direct, to encourage, and sometimes also to reprove; this is a sacred task he has received through Episcopal Ordination, which he fulfills in order to build up his flock in truth and holiness."

"To the diocesan Bishop therefore falls the right and duty of overseeing and attending to churches and oratories in his territory in regard to liturgical matters, etc."
 
"It is the right of the Christian people themselves that their diocesan Bishop should take care to prevent the occurrence of abuses in ecclesiastical discipline, especially as regards the ministry of the word, the celebration of the Sacraments, etc."

An operative word for our priests and deacons is obedience. "The bishop asks from each a promise of obedience by using one of the formularies given in The Roman Pontifical."

"If I then, your Lord and Teacher, have washed your feet, you also ought to wash one another’s feet. For I have given you an example, that you should do as I have done to you (Jn. 13:14-15) (was not the example 12 men?)."

I could certainly quote a few more pages regarding the Holy Thursday foot washing ritual but that would serve no real purpose. The Holy Thursday foot washing ritual is optional but the method in which it is done is not optional. It is my hope, request and prayer that you will correct this liturgical abuse in our diocese, pursuant to your authority and responsibility! God bless you!

I do have a request. I have a little ministry for about the past 15 years. I research questions about our faith or Christian answers to questions about cults or the occult. I do this free for people all over the world. Being a nobody without credentials, I answer exclusively by quoting Church documents and those experts who write for the Church. People place a lot of trust in my answers, according to feedback that I receive. If I am in error in the way I have reported this foot-washing abuse, I request that you (or your representative) correct me in writing. If you do not, you are enabling me to unintentionally spread error about our faith – thank you! 


Please say a blessing for my mother Ann as she has been ill – thank you again! 
You remain always in my prayers.
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Sincerely in Christ,

Ronald Smith

P.S. "Any Catholic, whether Priest or Deacon or lay member of Christ’s faithful, has the right to lodge a complaint regarding a liturgical abuse to the diocesan Bishop or the competent Ordinary equivalent to him in law, or to the Apostolic See on account of the primacy of the Roman Pontiff. It is fitting, however, insofar as possible, that the report or complaint be submitted first to the diocesan Bishop."

NOTE: As of April 12, 2010, Bishop Lennon has yet to advise me that my interpretation of the rubrics for the foot washing ritual is in error! R. S.

Foot Washing on Holy Thursday to Include Women [SEE PAGES 10 AND 24]
BOSTON, Massachusetts, USA March 20, 2005 (Zenit.org). http://www.zenit.org/article-12559?l=english 
Archbishop Sean O'Malley has decided that this year he will wash the feet of women and men during the Mass on Holy Thursday. The archbishop angered some Catholic women last year by only washing the feet of men, the Boston Globe said. 
The archbishop consulted with Vatican officials about the Holy Thursday practice, the newspaper said. 
The Vatican responded that although the "liturgical requirement is that only the feet of men be washed at the Holy Thursday ritual," he could make whatever decision he thought was best for Boston, said Ann Carter, a spokeswoman for the archbishop. The rubrics for Holy Thursday, written in Latin, clearly state that the priest washes the feet of men, "viri," in order to recall Christ's action toward his apostles. Any modification of this rite requires permission from the Holy See. 
Washing of the Feet on Holy Thursday 
http://www.zenit.org/article-15653?l=english 
ROME, March 28, 2006 (Zenit.org). ZE06032820
Answered by Father Edward McNamara, professor of liturgy at the Regina Apostolorum University. 
Q: I understand that it is in fact liturgically incorrect to have the main celebrant at the Holy Thursday Mass wash the feet of women. Correct? -- J.C., Ballina, Ireland. 
Q: During the Holy Thursday liturgy at our parish, there are a number of foot-washing stations set up around the Church, and the people in the pews get up and bring someone else to one of the stations and wash their feet. Most of the people in Church take part in this, washing feet and in turn having their feet washed. It takes quite a while. Is this liturgically correct? Are there any norms for foot-washing during the Holy Thursday Mass? -- B.S., Naperville, Illinois. 
Q: On Holy Thursday, at the washing of feet, the people, mostly youth, after having their foot washed, preceded to wash the next person's foot. Then they placed four bowls of water and four places before the altar, and the congregation was told to come forward and have their hands washed by the same people who just had their foot washed. We didn't. Everything felt out of order. -- E.K., Freehold, New Jersey. 

A: We already addressed the theme of washing women's feet in our column of March 23, 2004*, and the subsequent follow-up on April 6, 2004*. Since then, there has been no change in the universal norm which reserves this rite to men as stated in the circular letter "Paschales Solemnitatis" (Jan. 16, 1988) and the rubrics of the 2002 Latin Roman Missal. No. 51 of the circular letter states: "The washing of the feet of chosen men which, according to tradition, is performed on this day, represents the service and charity of Christ, who came 'not to be served, but to serve.' This tradition should be maintained, and its proper significance explained."                                                                            *See page 5
About a year ago, however, the Holy See, while affirming that the men-only rule remains the norm, did permit a U.S. bishop to also wash women's feet if he considered it pastorally necessary in specific cases. This permission was for a particular case and from a strictly legal point of view has no value outside the diocese in question. I believe that the best option, as "Paschales Solemnitatis" states, is to maintain the tradition and explain its proper significance. This means preparing the rite following liturgical law to the letter, explain its meaning as an evocation of Christ's gesture of service and charity to his apostles, and avoid getting embroiled in controversies that try to attribute to the rite meanings it was never meant to have.  
Regarding the place and number of those whose feet are to be washed, the rubric, which has remained unvaried in the new missal, describes the rite as follows: "Depending on pastoral circumstances, the washing of feet may follow the homily. "The men who have been chosen are led by the ministers to chairs prepared in a suitable place. Then the priest (removing his chasuble if necessary) goes to each man. With the help of the ministers he pours water over each one's feet and dries them." 
The number of men selected for the rite is not fixed. Twelve is the most common option but they may be fewer in order to adjust to the available space. Likewise the place chosen is usually within or near the presbytery so that the rite is clearly visible to the assembly. Thus, the logical sense of the rubric requires the priest, representing Christ, washing feet of a group of men taken from the assembly, symbolizing the apostles, in a clearly visible area. The variations described above -- of washing the feet of the entire congregation, of people washing each other's feet (or hands), or doing so in situations that are not visible to all -- tend to undermine the sense of this rite within the concrete context of the Mass of the Lord's Supper. Such practices, by greatly extending the time required, tend to convert a meaningful, but optional, rite into the focal point of the celebration. And that detracts attention from the commemoration of the institution of the Eucharist on Holy Thursday, the principal motive of the celebration. In other circumstances, such as retreats or so called para-liturgical services, it can be perfectly legitimate to perform foot-washing rites inspired by Christ's example and by the liturgy. In such cases none of the limitations imposed by the concrete liturgical context of the Holy Thursday Mass need apply.                                                                         4.
Follow-up: Washing of the Feet on Holy Thursday 
ROME, April 11, 2006 (Zenit.org). http://www.zenit.org/article-15771?l=english 
In the wake of our article on foot washing (March 28), one reader "begged to differ" that the rubric in the missal stipulated that only men's feet be washed. He wrote: "Clearly, as we have been told a million times, in churchspeak 'men' means both males and females, as in 'who for us men and our salvation.' As we also know, since 'Liturgicam Authenticam' the Church has forbidden the use of modern English that would avoid the possible confusion, and so those who produced these statements are obligated to use the term 'men' instead of simply saying 'those who.' Either we have a univocal use of the term 'men' or we have nothing." 

Our reader apparently did not have access to the original Latin text of the rubric in question. That rubric does not use the generic "Homo" which in some contexts includes both sexes, but rather the specific "Vir" which refers only to males. 
I also fear he has caricatured the translation norms of "Liturgicam Authenticam." Rather than mandating the generic "man" as a univocal translation for "Homo," the document inculcates prudence in translating this term whenever it is subject to several shades of theological meaning. For example, the expression "son of man" in the Old Testament can mean simply "human being" but in some cases Church tradition has interpreted it prophetically as referring to Christ. 
I am likewise not convinced that the generic use of man to include all human beings no longer forms part of "modern English." Certainly the language needs to adapt to acknowledge the fact that women participate in many endeavors which were formally [sic] male preserves. But I see no reason to engage in linguistic contortions so as to avoid the generic use of "man" when this is the best literary option. 
Finally, a reader from Belgium wrote a thought-provoking -- albeit somewhat tongue in cheek -- note on those who proposed hand washing instead of foot washing on Holy Thursday: "It is worthwhile pointing out … that the only hand washing mentioned in the Scriptures around Holy Week is that done by Pontius Pilate -- hardly a positive example to be followed." 

Washing of Women's Feet on Holy Thursday?

http://www.zenit.org/article-9716?l=english
ROME, March 23, 2004 (Zenit.org). Answered by Father Edward McNamara, professor of liturgy at the Regina Apostolorum Pontifical Athenaeum.

Q-2: I have learned today about the Washing of the Feet ceremony at Mass in my parish on Holy Thursday. To take the place of the Twelve Apostles, we are to have six gentlemen and six ladies. I would welcome your comments about this innovation. -- M.R., Melbourne, Australia
A-2: The rubrics for Holy Thursday clearly state that the priest washes the feet of men ("viri") in order to recall Christ's action toward his apostles. Any modification of this rite would require permission from the Holy See. It is certainly true that in Christ there is neither male nor female and that all disciples are equal before the Lord. But this reality need not be expressed in every rite, especially one that is so tied up to the concrete historical circumstances of the Last Supper.

Q-3: Each year I find it increasingly difficult to perform the washing of parishioners' feet at the celebration of the Lord's Supper because of stiffness in my knee joints which make it almost impossible to get back up on my feet when moving from one parishioner to the next. Is it permissible to delegate this function to an older server? -- C.D., Archdiocese of New York
A-3: The rite of the washing of feet is not obligatory and may be legitimately omitted. However, this is usually not pastorally advisable. While the rite may not be delegated to a non-priest, a concelebrant may substitute the main celebrant for a good reason.
The rubrics describing this rite are limited to the essentials (selected men sit in a suitable place) and so allow for practical adaptations to the realities of place, time and circumstances.
Thus, taking the example of our Holy Father, as he has grown older, and less able to bend over, the seats of those whose feet he washed were first elevated so that he could continue to perform the rite. But in the last year or so he has been substituted by a cardinal.
Thus, if possible, the seats used by those whose feet are to be washed should be elevated, so that an elderly priest need not stoop too much.
If this solution is not feasible, I do not think it is contrary to the overall sense of the rite to find other practical solutions resulting in a similar effect, provided the rite be carried out with decorum.

More on the Rite of Washing of the Feet
http://www.zenit.org/article-9834?l=english
ROME, April 6, 2004 (Zenit.org).                                                                                                             5.
Our replies regarding feet washing … (March 23) generated a high level of correspondence some of which was very informative and which also leads me to review some of my previous statements.
Regarding washing only men's feet on Holy Thursday, several readers asked about a statement published by the U.S. bishops' liturgy committee in 1987 (see www.usccb.org/liturgy/q&a/general/feet.htm).
Paragraphs 4 and 5 read:
"Because the gospel of the mandatum read on Holy Thursday also depicts Jesus as the 'Teacher and Lord' who humbly serves his disciples by performing this extraordinary gesture which goes beyond the laws of hospitality, the element of humble service has accentuated the celebration of the foot washing rite in the United States over the last decade or more. In this regard, it has become customary in many places to invite that both men and women to be participants in this rite in recognition of the service that should be given by all the faithful to the Church and to the world. Thus, in the United States, a variation in the rite developed in which not only charity is signified but also humble service.
"While this variation may differ from the rubric of the Sacramentary which mentions only men ('viri selecti'), it may nevertheless be said that the intention to emphasize service along with charity in the celebration of the rite is an understandable way of accentuating the evangelical command of the Lord, 'who came to serve and not to be served,' that all members of the Church must serve one another in love."

One correspondent, a woman, asks: "Did the U.S. conference have the authority to change the rubric of the Sacramentary? Did it get the approval of Rome? Certain dioceses will allow men only to have their feet washed; Jesus chose 12 men, his apostles."
I was not unaware of this statement. But since the entire text is couched in ambiguous terms and does not claim any authority whatsoever (in spite of the aura of officialdom in its being published by the liturgy committee) I did not consider it a relevant source.
What is surprising in this document is that it does not question the premise that a pastor or even a bishop has the authority to change or vary a specific rite at his own behest. He does not have such authority except where the law specifically allows him to do so.
This said, other paragraphs of the above statement correctly recall that this rite was reintroduced into parish celebrations relatively recently (1955) and so, as a rite, cannot claim a long liturgical tradition directly linking it to Christ's action on Holy Thursday -- although this is the obvious interpretation.
Thus, at least hypothetically, it could be subject to a reinterpretation to "emphasize service along with charity" in such a way as to be also open to women.
Yet the proper authority for such a reinterpretation is the Holy See or a two-thirds vote of an episcopal conference ratified by the Holy See and not an individual bishop or pastor.

Another correspondent affirmed that the Holy See had informed an American cardinal that women were not excluded from the rite, but the writer was unable to provide sources. 
I have been unable to corroborate this affirmation from any official source. The above-mentioned statement from the liturgy committee explicitly states that no further official pronunciations have been made since 1987 (although the new Latin missal reconfirms the rubric regarding only men being called). If this affirmation is confirmed, then obviously our position would have to change.

A QUESTION FROM ME IN 2007; AND A RESPONSE TO IT FROM A PRIEST

Dear Fr. Anselm, 
The May June 2004 issue of Petrus, page 30, says that only the feet of men ["viri"] may be washed on Holy Thursday. Then I have noted all of the above. So which is the final rule? Michael
From: PETRUS ST PAULS To: michaelprabhu@vsnl.net Sent: Friday, March 09, 2007 5:04 PM

Subject: RE: Fw: FOOT WASHING
Dear Mr Michael, 

I remember I had given both the news items in Petrus magazine. One seemed to contradict the other. Unfortunately such things happen, especially in the US. There pressure is heaviest. Such things as girl altar servers, communion in the hand, etc. originated in the US. Pressure from the nominal-marginal believers supported by the liberal theologians make the authorities some times give in. What can we say? Only hope and pray that a time will come when everything will return to the normal. 

Fr. Anselm Poovathani SSP, Editor, Petrus
United States Conference of Catholic Bishops Committee on Divine Worship bcl@usccb.org 
Holy Thursday Mandatum

http://old.usccb.org/liturgy/q&a/general/feet.shtml, http://www.usccb.org/liturgy/q&a/general/feet.shtml 
                                                                                                                                                                  6.

My parish liturgy committee has decided to allow both men and women to take part in the washing of the feet at the liturgy on Holy Thursday. I have always heard that only men may have their feet washed. Which does the Church allow?

The rubric for Holy Thursday, under the title WASHING OF FEET, reads:
"Depending on pastoral circumstance, the washing of feet follows the homily. The men who have been chosen (viri selecti) are led by the ministers to chairs prepared at a suitable place. Then the priest (removing his chasuble if necessary) goes to each man. With the help of the ministers he pours water over each one's feet and dries them."

Regarding the phrase viri selecti, the Chairman of the Bishops Committee on the Liturgy, after a review of the matter by the committee, authorized the following response which appeared in the BCL Newsletter of February 1987:

Question: What is the significance of the Holy Thursday foot washing rite?
Response:
1. The Lord Jesus washed the feet of his disciples at the Last Supper as a sign of the new commandment that Christians should love one another: "Such as my love has been for you, so must your love be for each other. This is how all will know you for my disciples: by your love for one another" (see John 13, 34-35). For centuries the Church has imitated the Lord through the ritual enactment of the new commandment of Jesus Christ in the washing of feet on Holy Thursday.

2. Although the practice had fallen into disuse for a long time in parish celebrations, it was restored in 1955 by Pope Pius XII as a part of the general reform of Holy Week. At that time the traditional significance of the rite of foot washing was stated by the Sacred Congregation of Rites in the following words: "Where the washing of feet, to show the Lord's commandment about fraternal charity, is performed in a Church according to the rubrics of the restored Ordo of Holy Week, the faithful should be instructed on the profound meaning of this sacred rite and should be taught that it is only proper that they should abound in works of Christian charity on this day."1
3. The principal and traditional meaning of the Holy Thursday mandatum, as underscored by the decree of the Congregation, is the biblical injunction of Christian charity: Christ's disciples are to love one another. For this reason, the priest who presides at the Holy Thursday liturgy portrays the biblical scene of the gospel by washing the feet of some of the faithful.

4. Because the gospel of the mandatum read on Holy Thursday also depicts Jesus as the "Teacher and Lord" who humbly serves his disciples by performing this extraordinary gesture which goes beyond the laws of hospitality,2 the element of humble service has accentuated the celebration of the foot washing rite in the United States over the last decade or more. In this regard, it has become customary in many places to invite both men and women to be participants in this rite in recognition of the service that should be given by all the faithful to the Church and to the world. Thus, in the United States, a variation in the rite developed in which not only charity is signified but also humble service.

5. While this variation may differ from the rubric of the Sacramentary which mentions only men ("viri selecti"), it may nevertheless be said that the intention to emphasize service along with charity in the celebration of the rite is an understandable way of accentuating the evangelical command of the Lord, "who came to serve and not to be served," that all members of the Church must serve one another in love.

6. The liturgy is always an act of ecclesial unity and Christian charity, of which the Holy Thursday foot washing rite is an eminent sign. All should obey the Lord's new commandment to love one another with an abundance of love, especially at this most sacred time of the liturgical year when the Lord's passion, death, and resurrection are remembered and celebrated in the powerful rites of the Triduum.3

Notes 

1. Sacred Congregation of Rites, Instruction on the Correct Use of the Restored Ordo of Holy Week, November 16, 1955 (Washington, DC: National Catholic Welfare Conference Publications Office, 1955), page 6.

2. In biblical times it was prescribed that the host of a banquet was to provide water (and a basin) so that his guests could wash their hands before sitting down to table. Although a host might also provide water for travelers to wash their own feet before entering the house, the host himself would not wash the feet of his guests. According to the Talmud the washing of feet was forbidden to any Jew except those in slavery.
In the controversies between Hillel and Shammai (cf. Shabbat 14a-b) Shammai ruled that guests were to wash their hands to correct "tumat yadayim" or "impurity of hands" (cf. Ex 30, 17 and Lev 15, 11). Priests were always to wash their hands before eating consecrated meals. The Pharisees held that all meals were in a certain sense "consecrated" because of table fellowship.
Jesus' action of washing the feet of his disciples was unusual for his gesture went beyond the required laws of hospitality (washing of hands) to what was, in appearance, a menial task. The Lord's action was probably unrelated to matters of ritual purity according to the Law.                                                                        7.
3. For a brief overview of the restoration of the foot washing rite in 1955, see W. J. O'Shea, "Mandatum," New Catholic Encyclopedia, Volume IX, 146, and W. J. O'Shea, "Holy Thursday," New Catholic Encyclopedia, Volume VII, 105-107; Walter D. Miller, Revised Ceremonial of Holy Week (New York: Catholic Book Publishing Company, 1971), p. 43. See also Prosper Gueranger, OSB, The Liturgical Year, Volume VI, Passiontide and Holy Week (Westminster, Maryland: Newman Press, 1949), pp. 395-401. For the historical background of the many forms of this rite, see the following studies: Pier Franco Beatrice, La lavanda dei piedi: Contributo alla storia delle antiche liturgie cristiane (Rome: C.L.V. Edizioni Liturgiche, 1983); "Lotio pedum" in Hermann Schmidt, Hebdomada Sancta, Volume II (Rome: Herder, 1956-1957); Annibale Bugnini, CM, and C. Braga, CM, Ordo Hebdomadae Sanctae Instauratus in Biblioteca "Ephemerides Liturgicae" Sectio Historica 25 (Rome: Edizioni Liturgiche, 1956), pp. 73-75; Theodor Klauser, A Short History of the Western Liturgy: An Account and Some Reflections, second edition (New York: Oxford University Press, 1979), p. 81.

This is the latest statement of this Secretariat on the question. No subsequent legislation or instructions have necessitated a modification in the statement.

Holy Thursday Washing Feet 

http://skellmeyer.blogspot.com/2009/03/holy-thursday-washing-feet.html
The Fifth Column, Orthodox Catholic commentary on current events. Steve Kellmeyer, March 2, 2009
I will pull together all the pieces I have on this because it is important.

"Depending on pastoral circumstance, the washing of feet follows the homily. The men who have been chosen (viri selecti) are led by the ministers to chairs prepared at a suitable place. Then the priest (removing his chasuble if necessary) goes to each man. With the help of the ministers he pours water over each one's feet and dries them. ...The general intercessions follow the washing of feet, or, if this does not take place, they follow the homily" (emphasis added).

These instructions allow no substitutions of the rite, such as the washing of hands.
The only options are 1) to wash feet or 2) not to wash feet.
It is a priest who performs the washing of the feet - not a deacon, not a lay person.

Summary: 
1) The Mandatum is optional.
2) A priest (not a deacon, not a lay person)
3) washes men's (not women's not children's)
4) feet (not hands, not elbows).

Why Is the USCCB* Wrong? 
In February, 1987, the USCCB claimed, via the Chairman of the Bishop's Committee on the Liturgy (BCL Newsletter), that the washing of feet is merely an act of charity, and thus may properly include both men and women. “While this variation may differ from the rubric of the Sacramentary,(emphasis added) which mentions only men (viri selectii), it may nevertheless be said that the intention to emphasize service along with charity in the celebration of the rite is an understandable way of accentuating the evangelical command of the Lord, "who came to serve and not to be served", that all members of the church must serve one another in love.” (BCL Newsletter, February 1987, Volume XXIII) *See pages 15 ff.
A) Notice the words in bold. The BCL admitted the washing of women's feet ‘differs’ from the rubric of the Sacramentary. That is, the BCL acknowledged the authority of the Sacramentary and then went against it! The BCL intentionally attempted to legitimate liturgical abuse.

B) We must keep in mind that, in order for liturgy to be changed, an indult has to be requested in which the change is:
1. voted on and approved by 2/3rds of the whole bishops' conference, then 
2. sent to and approved by Rome. 
Understandably, that document was:
1. NOT authorized or voted on by the body of Bishops, much less approved by 2/3rds of them, 
2. NOR was it approved by the Holy See. 
As such, the BCL response has no legislative force whatsoever. Any appeals made to this subcommittee document are not only null and void, they demonstrate a complete lack of understanding on how liturgical changes are made.
                                                                                                                                                                  8.
What Does the Vatican Say?
In 1988, less than one year after the sub-committee opinion was issued, the Vatican produced the document Paschales Solemnitatis.

The washing of the feet of chosen men (emphasis added) which, according to tradition, is performed on this day [Holy Thursday], represents the service and charity of Christ, who came 'not to be served, but to serve.' This tradition should be maintained, and its proper significance explained. (Congregation for Divine Worship, Paschales Solemnitatis #51, "Preparing and Celebrating the Paschal Feasts," January 16, 1988.)

The Sacred Congregation made no changes in the rubrics referring to "men"; indeed, the new instruction said that the "tradition should be maintained."

What Does Scripture Say? 
So, why do people push for the washing of women's feet?
Because this abuse is intimately linked to the push for women's ordination. Christ washed the feet of his priests, who in turn care for the congregation through the confection and application of the sacraments. In the Mass of the Last Supper, the priest is Christ who washes the feet of his priests, men.

And thou shalt bring Aaron and his sons to the door of the tabernacle of the testimony, and having washed them with water, Thou shalt put on them the holy vestments, that they may minister to me, and that the unction of them may prosper to an everlasting priesthood. (Exodus 40:12-13)

He said: This is the word that the Lord hath commanded to be done. And immediately, he offered Aaron and his sons. And when he had washed them, he vested the high priest with the strait linen garment, girding him with the girdle, and putting on him the violet tunic: and over it he put the ephod. (Lev 8:5-7)

The only people who specifically get feet washed in the Old Testament are the angels that visit Abraham (Gen 18:4) and the angels that visit Lot (Gen 19:2).

The Old Testament records that only those who came from heaven had their feet washed. Christ had His feet washed in the New Testament, a recognition that He came from heaven (Luke 7:38).

Meanwhile, in the Old Testament, those who were ordained as priests were ritually washed. When Jesus begins to wash the apostles' feet to illustrate that what He was making them like the ministering angels who came down from heaven, Peter finally accepts by saying, “wash my hands and my head as well," that is, "make me your priest." Christ replies that the washing of feet is sufficient. He also says that the apostles should "do this unto one another."

With the command "Do this in memory of me," Christ made them priests. With that command, He completed what was begun with the washing of feet. He made the priests holy, and like unto ministering angels. They minister the sacraments to us.

So, when Christ speaks of "doing this (washing of feet) unto one another," He is telling them that He has established His new priesthood to sanctify the people. When the people are made holy by the sacraments, they, too, will be like ministering angels unto the world. 

Where else do feet get washed in Scripture? According to Psalm 58:10, "the righteous wash their feet in the blood of the wicked." Christ takes on our sin, He becomes sin for us. The blood of Christ is what empowers the cleansing waters of baptism. So, this verse tells us that washing the apostles' feet links the angels and the ordination rites of the Old Testament to the ordination established at the Last Supper.

In this context, it is interesting to note that King David kills Uriah precisely because Uriah refuses to go down into his house and "wash his feet," that is, he refuses to have intimate sexual communion with his spouse and thereby cover over David's adulterous sin with Bathsheba. He refuses on the grounds that the Ark of the Covenant is in the field with the armies of Israel, and it would not be right to take his ease while Israel is suffering.

Thus, Uriah becomes an interesting foreshadowing of both Christ who is Spouse to us, made adulterous by our sin, and Peter, who refuses to have his feet washed, that is, who refuses to enter into intimate communion with God, out of concern for the propriety of the act. Uriah dies so that the reputation of the King might live, just as Christ died so that the nation might have life. The prophet Nathan reveals the sin of the king just as Peter, in Acts 2, reveals the sin associated with having crucified Christ. David's first-born son dies, as God's first-born Son died, but, in a foreshadowing of Christ's resurrection, the second son from Bathsheba was Solomon, the wisest man in the Old Testament, a king who stood before the ark and offered sacrifice as a priest.                                                                                                                                            9.
The washing of the feet is no simple demonstration of charity. It is meant to tie together the priesthood of the Old Testament with the visitations from heaven, simultaneously reorienting this new synthesis towards the establishment of Christ's priesthood of the New Testament. 

Didn't Bishop O'Malley Get Permission To Wash Women's Feet? [SEE PAGES 4 AND 24]
Well, in 2005, Archbishop O'Malley certainly claimed to have permission from Rome to wash the feet of women. However:

1. He never produced the document which he said gave him this permission, 

2. No one in Rome ever produced a document which indicated he had permission (see the 2006 comments below from Fr. Edward McNamara "Another correspondent affirmed that the Holy See had informed an American cardinal that women were not excluded from the rite, but the writer was unable to provide sources. I have been unable to corroborate this affirmation from any official source. The above-mentioned statement from the liturgy committee explicitly states that no further official pronunciations have been made since 1987 (although the new Latin missal reconfirms the rubric regarding only men being called)." So neither Rome, nor the USCCB is aware of the existence of Archbishop O'Malley's "enabling" document), 

3. Even if he got permission and has this secret document on his person somewhere, this does not constitute a general indult for the entire United States (Fr. Edward McNamara, "This permission was for a particular case and from a strictly legal point of view has no value outside the diocese in question"). Liturgy is changed through open communications. Rome gives out public indults, not double-secret probation, nor does Her liturgy get promulgated through blacked-out, behind the doors skulking. This isn't Animal House, 

4. This is more thoroughly confirmed, as you can see below, by the fact that Rome specifically produced a document in May 20, 2008 that specifically says only the feet of men are to be washed.

The argument that Archbishop O'Malley's action constitutes permission for someone outside of Archbishop O'Malley's diocese is ludicrous. As can be seen from Archbishop O'Malley's own opposition, the washing of women's feet is intimately tied to the goal of a female priesthood.
Archbishop O'Malley caved in to the feminists.
That doesn't mean the rest of us have to.

Can't the Priest/Bishop Implement This on Their Own? 
The fathers of the Second Vatican Council clearly stated that "...no other person, not even a priest, may add, remove, change anything in the liturgy on his own authority" [Constitution on the Sacred Liturgy, no. 23]. Furthermore, according to Church law the Vatican must confirm liturgical legislation approved by the various national conferences of bishops. It is "the prerogative of the Apostolic See to regulate the sacred liturgy of the universal Church, to publish liturgical books and review their vernacular translations, and to be watchful that liturgical regulations are everywhere faithfully observed" [Canon 838.2].

The translations of liturgical books from the official Latin into English (which includes the rubrics for Mass), must also be confirmed by the Apostolic See:

It pertains to Episcopal Conferences to prepare translations of liturgical books, with appropriate adaptations as allowed by the books themselves and, with the prior review of the Holy See, to publish these translations [Canon 838.3].

The faithful have a right to a true Liturgy, which means the Liturgy desired and laid down by the Church, which has in fact indicated where adaptations may be made as called for by pastoral requirements in different places or by different groups of people. Undue experimentation, changes and creativity bewilder the faithful. The use of unauthorized texts means a loss of the necessary connection between the lex orandi and the lex credendi. The Second Vatican Council's admonition in this regard must be remembered: "No person, even if he be a priest, may add, remove or change anything in the Liturgy on his own authority." [Sacrosanctum Concilium, #22] And Paul VI of venerable memory stated that: "Anyone who takes advantage of the reform to indulge in arbitrary experiments is wasting energy and offending the ecclesial sense."[Paul VI, address of August 22, 1973: "L'Osservatore Romano," August 23, 1973.]

Canon 528 ß2: "The parish priest is to take care that the blessed Eucharist is the center of the parish assembly of the faithful. He is to strive to ensure that the faithful are nourished by the devout celebration of the sacraments, and in particular that they frequently approach the sacraments of the blessed Eucharist and penance.                                                                                                                                         10.
He is to strive to lead them to prayer, including prayer in their families, and to take a live and active part in the sacred liturgy. Under the authority of the diocesan Bishop, the parish priest must direct this liturgy in his own parish, and he is bound to be on guard against abuses."

From these references, it is clear that individual bishops, even a committee of bishops, do not have the authority to change the liturgical texts. On the contrary, bishops have the serious responsibility "to be watchful lest abuses creep into ecclesiastical discipline, especially concerning the ministry of the word, the celebration of the sacraments and sacramentals, the worship of God and devotion to the saints..." [Canon 392.2].
It is not possible to appeal to the local bishop as having authority or power to change the liturgical rubrics.
The local bishop does NOT have the power to change the liturgy, nor do any of his priests.

Connecting the Dots
The Holy Thursday service is intimately linked to the institution of the priesthood, and the washing of feet has always been seen as an aspect of that institution. Indeed, if we return to the sources, as the Second Vatican Council heartily recommends, we must instantly recognize that women were for centuries not even permitted to enter the sanctuary, so close was the connection between every aspect of the Paschal Sacrifice and the priestly function of Holy Orders.
But if women can lector and be Extraordinary Ministers of Holy Communion, why can't they have their feet washed at the mandatum?

Because the Mandatum is directly linked to the ordination of the apostles as priests, as John Paul II taught in 2003:
The important paragraph:

2. So, while they are eating, Jesus rises from the table and begins to wash the disciples' feet. At first Peter resists, then he understands and accepts. We too are asked to understand: the first thing the disciple must do is to prepare himself to listen to the Lord, opening his heart to accept the initiative of his love. Only then will he be invited, in turn, to do what the Teacher did. He too must be committed to "washing the feet" of his brothers and sisters, expressing in gestures of mutual service that love which is the synthesis of the whole Gospel (cf. Jn 13: 1-20).

Also during the Supper, knowing that his "hour" had now come, Jesus blesses and breaks the bread, then gives it to the Apostles saying: "This is my body"; he does the same with the cup: "This is my blood". And he commands them: "Do this in remembrance of me" (I Cor 11: 24.25). Truly this is the witness of love taken "to the end" (Jn 13: 1). Jesus gives himself as food to his disciples to become one with them. Once again the "lesson" emerges that we must learn: the first thing to do is to open our hearts to welcoming the love of Christ. It is his initiative: it is his love that enables us, in turn, to love our brethren.

Therefore, the washing of the feet and the sacrament of the Eucharist: two expressions of one and the same mystery of love entrusted to the disciples, so that, Jesus says, "as I have done... so also must you do" (Jn 13: 15). (end article)

Now, if we accept that in article #2, JP II literally means we do the mandatum on Holy Thursday only as an expression of the charity found in the heart of every Catholic, then we must also - by the fact of the last sentence in that same article - assume that lay people are supposed to consecrate the Eucharist. 
In fact, it is precisely because the washing of feet and the consecration of the sacrament are "two expressions of one and the same mystery of love" that we must derive precisely the opposite conclusion.

It is worthwhile to keep in mind that the Church has only given authoritative interpretation to about a dozen passages of Scripture, but two of those passages are Luke 22:19 and 1 Cor 11:24 "Do this in memory of me" - the passage JP II quotes here.

According to the Council of Trent (September 17, 1562, "Canons on the Most Holy Sacrifice of the Mass," canon 2), that phrase made the apostles priests, it ordained them to offer His Body and Blood. Given the extremely small number of authoritatively interpreted passages in documents of the extraordinary Magisterium, JP II was certainly not unaware of that connection when he referred to 1 Cor 11:24.

Now, look what he does - he links 1 Corinthians with the Mandatum.
John Paul II says the 1 Cor 11:24 verse and the washing of feet are two expressions of one and the same mystery of love. 

That is, JP II specifically teaches that the washing of feet is inextricably linked to the ordination of priests. 11.
Lex Orandi, Lex Credendi
What we pray, we also believe. Our actions are prayers, especially the actions we take in the liturgy. Since this is true, washing the feet of women and children is, therefore, a liturgical statement affirming that women and children can be ordained to the priesthood.

Thus, one could easily make the argument that washing the feet of women and children is a heretical action. Given that the USCCB has no power to alter the liturgy, that the interpretation was never voted on by the USCCB, and so is not even properly a decision of the USCCB, the washing of women's/children's feet is most certainly a liturgical abuse.

Bishops and priests who permit this abuse do not, on some level, understand their own ordination to the priesthood. They also violate the clear teaching of Vatican II.

What Do I Do? 
1) If you see this abuse, write a letter or e-mail to your pastor respectfully asking why this was done.
2) If he defends the action, take a copy of his defense and respectfully petition the bishop for a correction of this abuse.
3) If the bishop defends his priest's action, take a copy of both the priest's and bishop's responses, and send them to the apostolic nuncio.

· Pietro Sambi, Apostolic Nuncio 

· Mailing Address: 3339 Massachusetts Avenue, N.W, Washington, DC, USA 

· Telephone: (202)333-7121 

· Fax: 337-4036

4) If the response of the apostolic nuncio is non-committal, take all of these responses and send them to the Congregation for Divine Worship.
Cardinal Antonio Cañizares Llovera
Congregation for Divine Worship and the Discipline of the Sacraments
Piazza Pio XII, 10
00120 Vatican City (Europe)

Be respectful in all communication. When sending documentation to Rome, you do not need to quote any documents. The Cardinal knows the documents. Simply send your communications and respectfully petition for relief.
It is critical that you be respectful throughout your communications.
Make it clear in each communication that you are willing to take it to the next level, perhaps with wording such as, "I know you are busy and this is but one issue among many on your desk. If I do not receive a response within thirty to sixty days, I will be happy to send it to (the next person higher up)."
You will receive a response.
No matter what anyone in the chain says, if you take it up the chain, the chances are quite good that you won't see this particular abuse repeated. Tolerance for this kind of stupidity is rapidly dropping in Rome.

The Supporting Documents (Last One Is Best) 
Father Edward McNamara, professor of liturgy at the Regina Apostolorum Pontifical Athenaeum, explains this in further detail in his conversations with ZENIT below (relevant excerpts from the discussions are given below the links):
http://www.zenit.org/english/visualizza.phtml?sid=86762
http://www.zenit.org/english/visualizza.phtml?sid=51906
http://www.zenit.org/english/visualizza.phtml?sid=51112
Fr. Edward McNamara of the Regina Apostolorum Pontifical Athenaeum answered this question in a March 23, 2004 Zenit column, as follows, using the authoritative documents from the Holy See:

Question 2: I have learned today about the washing of the feet ceremony at Mass in my parish on Holy Thursday. To take the place of the twelve apostles, we are to have six gentlemen and six ladies. I would welcome your comments about this innovation. ​ M.R., Melbourne, Australia
Answer 2: The rubrics for Holy Thursday clearly state that the priest washes the feet of men ([Latin], viri) in order to recall Christ's action toward his apostles. Any modification of this rite would require permission from the Holy See.                                                                                                                                         12.

It is certainly true that in Christ there is neither male nor female and that all disciples are equal before the Lord. But this reality need not be expressed in every rite, especially one that is so tied up to the concrete historical circumstances of the Last Supper. One should particularly note the phrases above which state:
"This tradition should be maintained, and its proper significance explained" and "in order to recall Christ's action toward his apostles".

There is also the added question and answer, which notes that deacons or the lay faithful DO NOT perform the foot washing rite in the place of the priest.

Questions 3: Each year I find it increasingly difficult to perform the washing of parishioners' feet at the celebration of the Lord's Supper because of stiffness in my knee joints which make it almost impossible to get back up on my feet when moving from one parishioner to the next. Is it permissible to delegate this function to an older server? ​ C.D., Archdiocese of New York
Answer 3: The rite of the washing of feet is not obligatory and may be legitimately omitted. However, this is usually not pastorally advisable.
While the rite may not be delegated to a non-priest, a concelebrant may substitute the main celebrant for a good reason.
The rubrics describing this rite are limited to the essentials (selected men sit in a suitable place) and so allow for practical adaptations to the realities of place, time and circumstances.
Thus, taking the example of our Holy Father, as he has grown older, and less able to bend over, the seats of those whose feet he washed were first elevated so that he could continue to perform the rite. But in the last year or so he has been substituted by a cardinal. 
Thus, if possible, the seats used by those whose feet are to be washed should be elevated, so that an elderly priest need not stoop too much.
ROME, MARCH 28, 2006 ( Zenit.org) Answered by Father Edward McNamara, professor of liturgy at the Regina Apostolorum university. http://www.zenit.org/article-15771?l=english 
Q: I understand that it is in fact liturgically incorrect to have the main celebrant at the Holy Thursday Mass wash the feet of women. Correct? -- J.C., Ballina, Ireland. During the Holy Thursday liturgy at our parish, there are a number of foot-washing stations set up around the Church, and the people in the pews get up and bring someone else to one of the stations and wash their feet. Most of the people in Church take part in this, washing feet and in turn having their feet washed. It takes quite a while. Is this liturgically correct? Are there any norms for foot-washing during the Holy Thursday Mass? -- B.S., Naperville, Illinois. On Holy Thursday, at the washing of feet, the people, mostly youth, after having their foot washed, preceded to wash the next person's foot. Then they placed four bowls of water and four places before the altar, and the congregation was told to come forward and have their hands washed by the same people who just had their foot washed. We didn't. Everything felt out of order. -- E.K., Freehold, New Jersey

A: We already addressed the theme of washing women's feet in our column of March 23, 2004, and the subsequent follow-up on April 6.
Since then, there has been no change in the universal norm which reserves this rite to men as stated in the circular letter "Paschales Solemnitatis" (Jan. 16, 1988) and the rubrics of the 2002 Latin Roman Missal. 
Regarding the place and number of those whose feet are to be washed, the rubric, which has remained unvaried in the new missal, describes the rite as follows:
"Depending on pastoral circumstances, the washing of feet may follow the homily.
"The men who have been chosen are led by the ministers to chairs prepared in a suitable place. Then the priest (removing his chasuble if necessary) goes to each man. With the help of the ministers he pours water over each one's feet and dries them."
The number of men selected for the rite is not fixed. Twelve is the most common option but they may be fewer in order to adjust to the available space. Likewise the place chosen is usually within or near the presbytery so that the rite is clearly visible to the assembly.
Thus, the logical sense of the rubric requires the priest, representing Christ, washing feet of a group of men taken from the assembly, symbolizing the apostles, in a clearly visible area.


Follow-up: Washing of the Feet Date: 2004-04-06 

Our replies regarding feet washing and the use of the crucifix rather than a cross ( March 23) generated a high level of correspondence some of which was very informative and which also leads me to review some of my previous statements.
Regarding washing only men's feet on Holy Thursday, several readers asked about a statement published by the U.S. bishops' liturgy committee in 1987 (see www.usccb.org/liturgy/q&a/general/feet.htm ).
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                                                                                                                                            Paragraphs 4 and 5 read:
"Because the gospel of the mandatum read on Holy Thursday also depicts Jesus as the 'Teacher and Lord' who humbly serves his disciples by performing this extraordinary gesture which goes beyond the laws of hospitality, the element of humble service has accentuated the celebration of the foot washing rite in the United States over the last decade or more. In this regard, it has become customary in many places to invite that both men and women to be participants in this rite in recognition of the service that should be given by all the faithful to the Church and to the world. Thus, in the United States, a variation in the rite developed in which not only charity is signified but also humble service. 
"While this variation may differ from the rubric of the Sacramentary which mentions only men ('viri selecti'), it may nevertheless be said that the intention to emphasize service along with charity in the celebration of the rite is an understandable way of accentuating the evangelical command of the Lord, 'who came to serve and not to be served,' that all members of the Church must serve one another in love."

One correspondent, a woman, asks: "Did the U.S. conference have the authority to change the rubric of the Sacramentary? Did it get the approval of Rome? Certain dioceses will allow men only to have their feet washed; Jesus chose 12 men, his apostles."
I was not unaware of this statement. But since the entire text is couched in ambiguous terms and does not claim any authority whatsoever (in spite of the aura of officialdom in its being published by the liturgy committee) I did not consider it a relevant source.
What is surprising in this document is that it does not question the premise that a pastor or even a bishop has the authority to change or vary a specific rite at his own behest. He does not have such authority except where the law specifically allows him to do so.
This said, other paragraphs of the above statement correctly recall that this rite was reintroduced into parish celebrations relatively recently (1955) and so, as a rite, cannot claim a long liturgical tradition directly linking it to Christ's action on Holy Thursday -- although this is the obvious interpretation.
Thus, at least hypothetically, it could be subject to a reinterpretation to "emphasize service along with charity" in such a way as to be also open to women.
Yet the proper authority for such a reinterpretation is the Holy See or a two-thirds vote of an episcopal conference ratified by the Holy See and not an individual bishop or pastor.
Another correspondent affirmed that the Holy See had informed an American cardinal that women were not excluded from the rite, but the writer was unable to provide sources. I have been unable to corroborate this affirmation from any official source. The above-mentioned statement from the liturgy committee explicitly states that no further official pronunciations have been made since 1987 (although the new Latin missal reconfirms the rubric regarding only men being called). If this affirmation is confirmed, then obviously our position would have to change.

In the event, it doesn't appear Fr. McNamara's position will have to change. The Sacred Congregation on Divine Worship has authoritatively interpreted the document.
We are bound to follow Rome's liturgical directives.
Any priest or bishop who refuses to do so is disobedient to the Church.
Please click on the document image below to see the latest directive from May, 2008.
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FIVE COMMENTS

1. Thanks, Steve, for this explanation. At my parish, we have men, women, and children washing feet and having their feet washed. I find it edifying whenever I encounter a priest who follows the rubrics instead of inserting his personal customizations to the Liturgy. I guess it is poor formation in seminary that leads so many priests to deviate from the rubrics, thinking they are making the Liturgy more relevant to the faithful. I assume they do not understand why the Church does what it does in the Liturgy. Do3bjsd, March 4, 2009

2. Steve, Love your books. According the USCCB site, they are allowing women to have their feet washed. Even though they do not have the right to change what the Holy See has said, can't one argue that the Bishop's say it is okay, the Holy See gave Cardinal O'Malley permission to do this, and the Holy See has not come down on the USCCB statement, therefore one must listen to the USCCB? I agree with your article but am getting pushback from my parish liturgy committee (along with the reading of the Gospel by women and a deacon ALL through Lent). In Him, Rich, March 24
3. My husband took our nine year old to a pretty conservative parish for the Holy Thursday Mass and even there they washed women's feet. What do you do when it was the Bishop himself doing the washing? Kathy, April 10, 2009
4. Write the bishop, send him a copy of the letter saying he shouldn't do it (at the bottom of the blog), remind him gently that he is supposed to guard the people's sanctity by guarding the rubrics and ask for a response.
Make it clear that you simply want reassurance that this won't happen again. If you don't get it within a specified time period (30 days), you will be forced to notify the apostolic nuncio and the CDW of the abuse. Then follow through. Steve, April 10, 2009
5. "According the USCCB site, they are allowing women to have their feet washed... Holy See has not come down on them."
1) As I pointed out, this is NOT an interpretation from the USCCB. It's an interpretation from a SUB=COMMITTEE. That sub-committee has NO JURIDICAL POWER to make such an interpretation.
2) As I pointed out in the article, the Holy See *DID* come down on the "USCCB" interpretation. That's why She issued a document restating that only men's feet could be washed less than one year after the USCCB sub-committee issued it's erroneous interpretation. That's how Rome does things. She doesn't send police to arrest the perps. She issues correctives. The USCCB is being formally disobedient by leaving their erroneous teaching up on the website.
3) There is NO EVIDENCE, besides Cardinal O'Malley's own word, that he is permitted to do this. Given that bishops and even cardinals were willing to misrepresent the truth concerning pedophilia, don't you think one of them might have fudged a bit on the liturgy?
4) At best, it is permissible to have a lay reader on Passion Sunday ONLY. There is NO WAY that a woman should be reading the Gospel on any other Sunday of Lent. 
Your parish liturgy committee needs to be disbanded or severely reprimanded at worst, at best, it needs to be catechized on these subjects. 
But, to be honest, it isn't the committee that matters. The priest would overrule them if he cared to. He doesn't. Thus, he agrees with the abuse, and he's using the parish committee as cover. 
Don't be fooled. Nothing happens in a parish unless the pastor permits it. The bishop will come after the pastor, not the committee members. This is the pastor's fault and no one else's.
You are fighting with the pastor. He's just using the parish committee as his proxy because he doesn't have the backbone to face you directly. Steve, April 10, 2009Email us at bcl@usccb.org
Secretariat for Divine Worship | 3211 4th Street, N.E., Washington DC 20017-1194 | (202) 541-3060 © USCCB. All rights reserved.

A Short History of the USCCB

http://skellmeyer.blogspot.com/  March 29, 2011
Follow this link [http://www.nccbuscc.org/comm/source/history.shtml], and see what the USCCB says about itself. 
Then read below and discover a few of the details the USCCB omitted from its own history.
To understand how the USCCB came into existence, we must first understand the spiritual background of the man who essentially provided the impetus for the foundation of the organization.
Father John J. Burke was a Paulist priest, and therein lies a tale. Whether rightly or wrongly (and here the reader should research and judge for himself) the Paulist priests have a history that is closely associated with scandal. 

Fr. Isaac Hecker founded the Paulists in 1858, and Father Hecker himself was a definitely controversial figure, but a discussion of his life is outside the scope of this essay. The Paulists, like most religious orders, like to believe they were founded by an extremely holy person, a saint. And like most religious orders, they worked hard to demonstrate the sanctity of their late, great founder after he passed away in 1888.
By 1897, his biography had both been translated into French and been given quite an eye-opening foreword. For various reasons peculiar to the age, his biography became quite popular in France, and French priests were urged to take up the ideas Father Hecker was said to espouse. 

Word of these ideas reached Rome.

Pope Leo XIII was so struck by them that, by January 22, 1899, he felt compelled to compose an encyclical letter, Testem Benevolentiae Nostrae, in which he condemned seven of the propositions that seemed to emanate from America – a suite of ideas Pope Leo condemned as "Americanism": 
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The condemned ideas:
1. The Church should shape her teachings in accord with popular custom, relax her disciplines or omit or de-emphasize doctrines that non-Catholics find scandalous, that is, a tendency towards silence that omits or neglects Catholic doctrine; 

2. The Church should grant to the faithful the same kind of freedom in spiritual matters that the state grants in civil matters; 

3. Catholics need only adhere to infallible teachings of the Roman pontiff; 

4. License is coterminous with liberty; 

5. External spiritual guidance is not necessary; 

6. Active virtues are superior to "angelical virtues, erroneously styled passive" virtues;

7. Religious life and vows are harmful to human perfection and/or society. 
The American bishops agreed with one voice that such heretical ideas could never be found in America. Yet, despite the bishops' protestations, the ideas seem somehow rendolent [sic] of Father Hecker's "social justice" spirituality. In fact, Americanism was the first heresy in 300 years to be named after a specific geographic region.

In any case, events at home and abroad were moving forward. The mainstream Protestant churches formed the Federal Council of Churches in 1908, and many Catholics looked with a certain degree of envy upon the organization. The Federal Council seemed to have a certain amount of clout and Catholics were desirous of emulating their success. 

With the start of what turned out to be World War I, Paulist Father John J. Burke decided to create a Catholic analog to the Protestant model, the National Catholic War Council (NCWC). The National Catholic War Council organized after two meetings in April/August 1917 at the Catholic University of America (CUA) in Washington DC had several purposes, for it simultaneously:
· represented Catholic interests in the U.S. Congress, 

· addressed the needs of soldiers at home and overseas, 

· promoted the Americanization of recent immigrants, and 

· developed a Program for the Social Reconstruction of American society after the war. 

If you see no particular aspect of liturgy or sacrament addressed, you would not be the first to notice.

In November 1917 the National Catholic War Council was reorganized to give the bishops more direct operational responsibility. The Knights of Columbus did most of the footwork. The council even produced a nice little handbook.

In August 1918, the War Department recognized the National Catholic War Council as part of the United War Work Campaign of 1918. It received $36 million dollars as its share of the fund drive, most of which went to the Knights of Columbus and the NCWC overseas units. 

On 24 September 1919 the American bishops created the National Catholic Welfare Council (NCWC) and three months later it took over War Council work with its headquarters remaining in Washington, D.C. Bureaucracies die hard. The National Catholic War Council, which the Welfare Council had now displaced, would not finally officially dissolve as a corporation until April 30, 1931. But, back to the story of the Bishops' shiny new Welfare Council.

Pope Benedict XV died on January 22, 1922. 

Cardinals O'Connell and Dougherty arrived in Rome on February 6 to help elect a new pope, only to learn that a new pope had been elected only a half hour before. As Dougherty was leaving Rome, he was handed a decree of the Consistorial Congregation, signed by Cardinal Gaetano De Lai, one of O'Connell's friends, and dated February 25. It ordered the immediate disbanding of the NCWC.

In response, the members of the administrative committee of the NCWC immediately petitioned the new Pope Pius XI to delay publication of the decree until they could make a representation in Rome.

Bishop Louis Walsh of Portland, Maine, a member of the administrative board, saw in the Consistorial Congregation's action "a dangerous underhand blow from Boston, aided by Philadelphia, who both realized at our last meeting that they could not control the Bishops of this country and they secured the two chief powers of the Consistorial Congregation, Cardinals De Lai and Del Val [sic] to suppress all common action." 

Walsh hoped to enlist the support of Archbishops Curley of Baltimore and Hayes of New York in the effort to ward off the order to disband. As O'Connell told Cardinal De Lai, he regarded this circularizing of the bishops as a "plebiscite" designed:
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"to annul the force of the decree. The customary maneuver demonstrates again more evidently the wisdom of the decree. Today we are in full 'Democracy, Presbyterianism, and Congregationalism.'" And now it seems more than ever that this N.C.W.C. shows more clearly that not only does it tend little by little to weaken hierarchical authority and dignity, but also wishes to put into operation the same tactics against the Consistorial [Congregation]. It is incredible that Rome does not see the danger of conceding today in order to have to concede much more tomorrow.

In Rome, the American delegation learned that the Consistorial Congregation was inclined to accept the attacks of O'Connell and Dougherty against the NCWC because of a concern about a resurgence of Americanism and an anxiety regarding the implications of such a large hierarchy meeting on an annual basis.

The Consistorial Congregation's decree, moreover, reflected tension between Gasparri, who was supporting the Americans, and those cardinals who wanted a return to the policies of Pope Pius X. Ultimately, however, the American delegation won the day. 

On July 4, 1922, the Consistorial Congregation issued a new instruction. The NCWC could remain in existence, but the congregation recommended, among other things, that:

· the meetings of the hierarchy take place less often than every year, 

· attendance at them be made voluntary, 

· decisions of the meetings not be binding or construed in any way as emanating from a plenary council, and 

· the name "council" in the title be changed to something like "committee." 

Now, it is worthwhile to take notice of these restrictions. Apparently, the American bishops of the Welfare Council had begun to take on airs. The styled themselves a true council of the Church, apparently thought they could require attendance, and felt their own decisions were so important that all America's bishops were bound by them. It took a congregation of Rome to knock them off their high horse and dash their high sense of self-esteem. Does this sound like Democrats at work?

In 1922, after nearly being suppressed by both the dying Pope Benedict XV and the new Pope Pius XI, the administrative board did, indeed, change the name of the National Catholic Welfare Council to the National Catholic Welfare Conference (now the USCCB). It had 5 departments each run by a bishop:

· Education, 

· Legislation, 

· Social Action, 

· Lay Organizations, and 

· Press and Publicity.

The "social justice" Welfare Council - now Conference - was the basis for the 1966 formation of the National Conference of Catholic Bishops (NCCB) and the United States Catholic Conference (USCC). The NCCB was responsible for internal affairs of the Church, the USCC was responsible for its external relationships.

In 2001, both organizations merged together to become what we now call the United States Conference of Catholic Bishops (USCCB). 

Thus concludes the short history of the USCCB, but a further word can be said.

Again, for reasons known only to itself, while the USCCB's own history of itself takes care to quote documents of Vatican II and various popes which authorized its existence, it somehow fails to make any mention of the papal documents and canon law which describe the extent of its authority.

Though we are sure this is merely an oversight which will soon be rectified, we thought it apropos to discuss the authority the USCCB wields. 

Apostolos Suos Christus Dominus, authored by Pope John Paul II, not only expresses the hope that the venerable institution of Particular Councils would be revitalized (cf. No. 36), but also dealt explicitly with Episcopal Conferences, acknowledging the fact that they had been established in many countries and laying down particular norms regarding them (cf. Nos. 37-38). 
The document is well worth reading, if only because it constantly reiterates a single theme:

10. At the level of particular Churches grouped together by geographic areas (by countries, regions, etc.), the Bishops in charge do not exercise pastoral care jointly with collegial acts equal to those of the College of Bishops.                                                                                                                                          17.
11. In fact, only the faithful entrusted to the pastoral care of a particular Bishop are required to accept his judgement given in the name of Christ in matters of faith and morals, and to adhere to it with a religious assent of soul. 

12. Nonetheless, this territorially based exercise of the episcopal ministry never takes on the collegial nature proper to the actions of the order of Bishops as such, which alone holds the supreme power over the whole Church. In fact, the relationship between individual Bishops and the College of Bishops is quite different from their relationship to the bodies set up for the above-mentioned joint exercise of certain pastoral tasks. 

19. This provision is found explicitly in the Code of Canon Law where we read: "A diocesan Bishop in the diocese committed to him possesses all the ordinary, proper and immediate power which is required for the exercise of his pastoral office except for those cases which the law or a decree of the Supreme Pontiff reserves to the supreme authority of the Church or to some other ecclesiastical authority" 

20. In other cases "the competence of individual diocesan Bishops remains intact; and neither the Conference nor its president may act in the name of all the Bishops unless each and every Bishop has given his consent". 

In short, the Pope took enormous pains, indeed, almost unheard of pains, to make clear that organizations like the USCCB's authority over any particular lay Catholic is:

· Zero 

· Nada 

· Zilch

· Zip

· Goose Egg

· Empty Set

· Non-Existent

· Completely Absent

· A sounding brass and tinkling cymbal signifying nothing
In short, according to the infallible ordinary Magisterium, the teaching authority of the USCCB does not exist. Fifty cents and any USCCB document would not buy a candy bar, unless the cashier didn't want to charge sales tax. The USCCB is a purely consultative body whose opinions aren't worth rust in the scales. The only person a Catholic is required to at least listen to is his own bishop. 

No decree of the USCCB has any weight unless the local bishop endorses it.

And the Pope felt it necessary to knock the USCCB off its high horse by creating a document that the USCCB officially refuses to notice on its own website.

Why does this matter?

Because within the USCCB there is a fight between bishops who wish to promote the Catholic Faith and bishops who wish to promote secular "social justice." We must pray for the bishops of the USCCB that all of them eventually gain the mind of good Catholics, or at least retire so they can be replaced by those who have such a mind. 

Paths to Rome: Washing of feet on Holy Thursday

"For I have given you an example that you also should do"
http://www.adoremus.org/97-03_pokorsky.htm
Online Edition - Vol. III, No. 1: March 1997. By Father Jerry Pokorsky
ON HOLY THURSDAY, in parishes throughout the United States, twelve men and women will assemble in the sanctuaries during the Mass of the Lord's Supper to have their feet ritually washed by a priest. Although many Catholics -- both men and women -- are disturbed by the practice of washing women's feet, probably most barely take notice.

Almost no one will be aware that, despite documents approving the practice from the Bishops' Committee on the Liturgy (BCL), there is no clear evidence that the Vatican has confirmed the practice of ritually washing women's feet on Holy Thursday. Actually, there is only evidence to the contrary.

The sacred events of Holy Thursday represent the Lord's institution of the Sacraments of the Blessed Eucharist and Holy Orders. As disciples of the Lord, we are all invited to imitate His example in humble service to one another as we prepare to receive the Eucharist at Mass. The ritual washing of the feet was restored by Pope Pius XII in 1955. This ritual symbolically fulfills the command of Jesus at the Last Supper:
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When He had washed their feet, and taken His garments, and resumed His place, He said to them, "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. For I have given you an example, that you also should do as I have done to you (John 13:12-15).
The Protracted Controversy
About ten years ago, Bishop Anthony Bevilacqua, then bishop of Pittsburgh, reminded his priests that the Sacramentary (the official book of prayers for celebration of Mass) calls for the selection of men for the Holy Thursday washing of feet. He pointed out that the Latin word for man (meaning male), vir, was used in the Latin original.

The liturgical instructions, or rubrics, of the Sacramentary were to be followed faithfully: "The men who have been chosen are led by the ministers to chairs prepared in a suitable place. Then the priest ... goes to each man. With the help of ministers, he pours water over each one's feet and dries them" (Sacramentary, p. 136).

Bishop Bevilacqua's instructions to his priests drew the attention of the national Catholic media. The Bishops' Liturgy Committee soon responded to "a number of inquiries from bishops, diocesan liturgical commissions, and offices of worship".

The liturgy committee issued the following statement on February 16, 1987:

... it has become customary in many places [in the United States] to invite both men and women to be participants in this rite in recognition of the service that should be given by all the faithful to the church and to the world ... in the United States, a variation in the rite developed in which not only charity is signified but also humble service.

While this variation may differ from the rubric of the Sacramentary, which mentions only men (vir selecti), it may nevertheless be said that the intention to emphasize service along with charity in the celebration of the rite is an understandable way of accentuating the evangelical command of the Lord, "who came to serve and not to be served", that all members of the church must serve one another in love. [Emphasis added. BCL Newsletter, February 1987, Volume XXIII)]

This response of the BCL raises troublesome questions. By admitting that the ritual washing of women's feet "differ[s] from the rubric of the Sacramentary", the liturgy committee implicitly acknowledged authority of the Sacramentary, and the extent to which variations, if any, were permissible. But was the committee's interpretation of this rubric (direction) authoritative? Did the committee sanction a liturgical abuse?
The Limits of BCL Authority
The fathers of the Second Vatican Council clearly stated that "...no other person, not even a priest, may add, remove, change anything in the liturgy on his own authority" [Constitution on the Sacred Liturgy, no. 23].

Furthermore, according to Church law the Vatican must confirm liturgical legislation approved by the various national conferences of bishops. It is "the prerogative of the Apostolic See to regulate the sacred liturgy of the universal Church, to publish liturgical books and review their vernacular translations, and to be watchful that liturgical regulations are everywhere faithfully observed" [Canon 838.2].

The translations of liturgical books from the official Latin into English (which includes the rubrics for Mass), must also be confirmed by the Apostolic See:

It pertains to Episcopal Conferences to prepare translations of liturgical books, with appropriate adaptations as allowed by the books themselves and, with the prior review of the Holy See, to publish these translations [Canon 838.3].

From these canons, it would seem that individual bishops, even a committee of bishops, do not have the authority to change the liturgical texts. On the contrary, bishops have the serious responsibility "to be watchful lest abuses creep into ecclesiastical discipline, especially concerning the ministry of the word, the celebration of the sacraments and sacramentals, the worship of God and devotion to the saints..." [Canon 392.2].

News reports at the time stated that the liturgy committee would wait for the Vatican to clarify the issue. The Holy See was reported to be revising the Holy Week ceremonies, including the ritual of the washing of feet on Holy Thursday. This was in fact the case. But when the Vatican's Congregation for Divine Worship released the Holy Week instruction the following year, the rubric was not changed. It is impossible that Vatican officials were unaware of the dispute. Despite the controversy in America, the Vatican held fast to the tradition of the Church. 
The Vatican Instruction on Footwashing
The Vatican made no changes in the rubrics referring to "men"; indeed, the new instruction said that the "tradition should be maintained":
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The washing of the feet of chosen men which, according to tradition, is performed on this day [Holy Thursday], represents the service and charity of Christ, who came 'not to be served, but to serve.' 
This tradition should be maintained, and its proper significance explained. (Congregation for Divine Worship, "Preparing and Celebrating the Paschal Feasts," January 16, 1988.)
In this instruction, the Congregation for Divine Worship used much the same language as the Bishops' Committee on the Liturgy's statement a year before. This seems to suggest that the liturgy committee's arguments were heard in Rome, but not accepted.

Compliance with liturgical norms was a frequent theme of Pope John Paul II in 1988. Time and again, he reminded bishops of their duty to guard against liturgical abuse.

In a 1988 address to the bishops of Northwestern Germany, the pope said,

Take care, nevertheless, that the norms of the liturgical renewal be everywhere observed; otherwise, regrettable misunderstandings easily arise. Many people accuse the Church and liturgical renewal of that which in reality is not the intention of the Church but rather goes back to individuals who act arbitrarily" (L'Osservatore Romano, February 22, 1988).

And in October 1988, the pope warned the bishops of Puerto Rico,

...as bishops, you have a well-defined responsibility in the liturgical area.... Therefore, you will have to take care that the established norms are respected, above all in the Eucharistic celebrations, which should never depend on the whim or the special initiatives of individuals or groups who disassociate themselves from the directives given by the Church.... (L'Osservatore Romano, October 27, 1988).

But the BCL Newsletter did not report explicitly the Vatican's guidelines, nor clarify its own flawed instruction of 1987. Instead, the Newsletter advised readers,

For the most part the [Vatican] letter repeats the instructions of the various liturgical documents and books [for] the celebration of Lent, Holy Week, the Easter Triduum and Easter.... The letter serves as a reminder of the structure and content of the celebrations. Those responsible for the planning and celebration of Easter mysteries should review the texts of the various rites with a copy of the circular letter in hand.

Without the active cooperation and intervention of the Bishops' Committee on the Liturgy, the exhortations of the pope, if heard at all, would be disregarded.
Rights of the Faithful and Duties of Bishops
After all the negative publicity following Bishop Bevilacqua's decision, and lacking the cooperation of the liturgical establishment, the actual rubrics for the footwashing ritual were seldom, if ever, enforced by individual bishops.

They may have been reluctant to risk offending women by refusing them this gesture of service. Already the Church was being severely criticized by feminists for not ordaining women. Public opinion seemed lined up squarely against them. And what harm could come from washing a few women's feet?

Pope John Paul II, however, made it clear that the celebration of the Liturgy cannot be ruled by public opinion:

The faithful have a right to a true Liturgy, which means the Liturgy desired and laid down by the Church... (Inaestimabile donum, April 3, 1980).

And what of the Vatican's 1988 directive on the footwashing ritual, "This tradition [the washing of the Apostles' feet] should be maintained, and its proper significance explained". Shouldn't this be observed?
The Significance of the Ritual
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? 20. The Lord might 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.
ICEL's Adaptations
During the June 1996 plenary meeting of bishops, the long dormant controversy surfaced once again, in connection with the proposed revision of the Roman Missal (Sacramentary).

The International Commission on English in the Liturgy (ICEL) proposed that the alleged "variation in the rite" that the BCL had offered should now apply to all English-speaking Churches in the world. Ignoring the Vatican's 1988 instruction, ICEL embraced the logic of the American bishops’ liturgy committee.

Variation No. 6: ...This variation in the rubric at the washing of the feet proposes that no mention be made of the sex of those whose feet are washed ... the focus of this ritual moment is on Christian love and discipleship. The English rubric translates the Latin viri selecti as "Those who have been chosen". This translation leaves the matter open, does not prejudice the authority of the diocesan bishop, and reflects the present pastoral reality in many places throughout the English-speaking countries in which the feet of women and men are washed. (Segment Six: Holy Week, August 1995, p. 46.)
Cardinal Bevilacqua's Response
This time, nearly a decade later, Anthony Cardinal Bevilacqua, now archbishop of Philadelphia, was quick to point out the error in ICEL's logic. The authority of the diocesan bishop in liturgical matters, as noted above, is regulated by the Apostolic See. But ICEL suggests that an accurate translation of the Latin actually "prejudice[s] the authority of the diocesan bishop". In a motion to amend the ICEL proposal, the Cardinal wrote:

...the logic of this rationale is flawed for to fail to translate "viri selecti" in the masculine does prejudice the situation. Such an omission has already been politicized in popular literature about the Holy Week celebrations. The deliberate choice of viri indicates a focus on the apostolic service of charity as an example for all Christians and certainly for the successors of the apostles.

Cardinal Bevilacqua also affirmed a link between the washing of the feet ritual and Holy Orders:

When one looks at the rite in the light of the readings and the texts used to accompany the rite the focus appears to be on the ministry of charity which Christ entrusts to His apostles in the very act of ministering to them. This certainly relates to the theme of the institution of the sacraments of Eucharist and Holy Orders in this celebration.

The continuation of this apostolic mission within the broader community of the Church is expressed in the rite and accompanying texts of the preparation of the gifts. All of this argues for the continual honoring of the Latin viri as the rubrical directive in this case.

But Cardinal Bevilacqua's motion was rejected by the liturgy committee, then headed by Bishop Donald W. Trautman of Erie, on the grounds that it "is already a pastoral practice in many parishes" and "many bishops themselves wash the feet of women".

The liturgy committee did not acknowledge its own role in creating the "present pastoral reality". It had not revoked its flawed 1987 interpretation, nor acknowledge the Vatican's 1988 affirmation of the traditional practice.
Lingering Questions
The introduction of this ICEL "adaptation" (now approved by the American bishops but not yet confirmed by the Holy See) implicitly acknowledges that the BECL's 1987 instruction to bishops was, simply, in error. Did the BCL have the authority to institute or ratify a practice which, in their own words, "differ[ed] from the rubric of the Sacramentary"?

What will be the effect if the proposed ICEL "adaptation" to include women in the footwashing ritual is confirmed by the Vatican? How would this make the true significance of the Holy Thursday ritual more clear?

Wouldn't this give tacit approval to a seriously flawed method of orchestrating liturgical change? It has become a truism that if a liturgical abuse is committed frequently enough and it will ultimately receive official approval. Is this the message the Church should send? 
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Where Will This Path Lead?
Do we exaggerate? We think not. For, as we have shown, there is important symbolism in the footwashing ritual which may be lost -- and this is only one part of one Mass during Holy Week. There are dozens of other proposed revisions which have equally profound meaning.

During the June 1994 NCCB meeting, one bishop wondered whether this generation of bishops would, in sixty years, be remembered for having presided over the dissolution of the Roman rite. He was lamenting the number of Adaptations proposed by ICEL, and the BCL in general.

This private lament resurfaced at the June 1995 meeting. ICEL's departures from the official Latin texts caused Archbishop William J. Levada (then of Portland) to observe, "these changes amount to a massive revision of the basic ritual of the Church's Roman Rite."

How the Holy See deals with the many revisions in the proposed ICEL Sacramentary will surely set the path for future liturgical changes throughout the world. But will this path lead to greater devotion to Christ and His Church? Or will it lead to a maelstrom of confusion and evangelical lethargy, the bitter fruit of accommodating the worship of the Church to changing ideologies?

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 in America. If the Holy See allows traditional liturgical practices such to be changed for merely "pastoral", sociological or ideological reasons, the Church may discover that not all of the paths lead to Rome -- or to Christ. 

Father Jerry Pokorsky is a priest in the Diocese of Arlington, Virginia, and is a member of the Adoremus executive committee.
Related article: The Footwashing -- Jesus Christ Establishes the New Covenant Before Calvary -- by The Rev. Msgr. Anthony A. LaFemina - See page 26
Relevant paragraphs of Paschalis Sollemnitatis follow:
45. Careful attention should be given to the mysteries that are commemorated in this Mass: the institution of the Eucharist, the institution of the priesthood, and Christ's command of brotherly love; the homily should explain these points.

51. The washing of the feet of chosen men [viri selecti] which, according to tradition, is performed on this day, represents the service and charity of Christ, who came "not to be served, but to serve." [58] This tradition should be maintained, and its proper significance explained.

See Women for Faith & Family's Holy Thursday page.

The Washing of Feet on Holy Thursday
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ISSUE: May women and children lawfully participate in the Holy Thursday foot-washing ritual? Can this ritual be lawfully replaced with a hand-washing or hand-anointing, or any other ritual?
RESPONSE: The Church’s current guidelines clearly prescribe that only men may have their feet washed in the Holy Thursday, foot-washing ritual. While the ritual is optional, current liturgical norms do not allow for a substitution of a different ritual in place of the foot washing ritual.[1]
DISCUSSION: Jesus Christ chose His twelve Apostles (Mk. 3:13-19), and ordained them as priests and bishops (Catechism of the Catholic Church, nos. 1577). At the Last Supper, Jesus washed the feet of His apostles (Jn. 13:1-20), and He instituted the priesthood (Council of Trent, Doctrine of the Sacrifice of the Mass, Chapter I). Because the washing of His Apostle’s feet was a significant event at the Last Supper, the Church has continued the ritual in her Holy Thursday celebrations. Because of its close connection with the institution of the all-male priesthood, the Church has continued the Master’s ritual as He performed it; namely, limiting the ritual to washing the feet of men.

Sign Value 
When Jesus washed the feet of his twelve Apostles at the Last Supper, He said, "What I am doing you do not know now, but afterward you will understand" (Jn. 13:7). When He was finished, Jesus asked: "Do you know what I have done? … If I then, your Lord and teacher have washed your feet, you also ought to wash one another’s feet" (Jn. 13:12-14). He then reminded His apostles of their call to service: "A servant is no greater than his master… If you know these things, blessed are you if you do them" (Jn. 13:16-17). 
The washing of feet during the Holy Thursday celebration of the Last Supper is a reminder primarily to the priest that he acts in the person of Christ and must serve God’s people in humility. The focus is on the priest, not the congregation. The priest acts in the role of Jesus, the twelve men act in the role of the Apostles. When the priest washes the feet of the twelve men, he sees himself through the eyes of Christ. He is challenged to remember that just as Jesus washed his feet, so must he wash the feet of others. Renewed by this ritual, the priest returns to his role as pastor of the congregation and "washes their feet" by offering the Holy Sacrifice of the Mass. He continues to wash their feet after the celebration of Mass by living his life in dedicated service to his congregation.                                                                                                       22.
The role of the congregation during the ritual is simply to be present. Jesus came to serve us. Because we were in need of a savior, He came to us. We did not go to Him. The ritual reflects this. The congregation is simply present in its need for a priest to serve them. The priest comes to serve the laity in the person of Christ. Our presence, though passive during the ritual, is the purpose and affirmation of his ministry.

Liturgical Discipline
The Sacramentary, the book that provides the instructions for the liturgy, clearly states that the ritual is optional. As the instructions note: "Depending on pastoral circumstances, the washing of feet follows the homily… The general intercessions follow the washing of feet, or, if this does not take place, they follow the homily" (emphasis added). The instructions do not allow for a substitution of the rite, only the choice to have it or not.
The instructions specifically require men to represent the Apostles during the ritual:
The men who have been chosen are led by the ministers to chairs prepared in a suitable place. Then the priest (removing his chasuble if necessary) goes to each man. With the help of the ministers, he pours water over each one’s feet and dries them.
"The men who have been chosen" is a translation of the original Latin "viri selecti," which can only be translated as "chosen men" (males). Because of ongoing debate on this issue, the Congregation for Divine Worship and the Discipline of the Sacraments issued the circular letter, "Concerning the Preparation and Celebration of the Easter Feasts" (Paschales Solemnitatis) on January 16, 1988. The document notes, "The washing of the feet of chosen men which, according to tradition, is performed on this day, represents the service and charity of Christ, who came 'not to be served, but to serve.' This tradition should be maintained, and its proper significance explained" (no. 51, emphasis added). 

Innovations 
Unfortunately, in many parishes changes have been introduced to the washing of feet ritual. These changes violate liturgical norms and destroy the sign value of the ritual. These changes include washing the feet of women and children, having extraordinary ministers wash feet, having the entire congregation come forward to have their feet or hands washed, or having hands anointed. Proponents of these changes argue that those whose feet are washed should represent the many different people in the parish and the equality of all. In places where hands are washed, they argue that it is easier to do and everyone can participate. Such arguments wrongly de-emphasize the purpose of the prescribed ritual.
When women, children, or large numbers take part in the foot washing ritual, the focus shifts from the priest to the congregation. This is not the purpose of the ritual. The purpose of the ritual is to focus on the role of the priest. When hands are washed rather than feet, the connection with Scripture and the actions of Christ are lost (Jn. 13:3-11). As Jesus Himself said to Peter, who wanted his hands and head washed with his feet, "He who has bathed does not need to wash, except for his feet…but not everyone of you (are clean)" (Jn. 13:10). These last statements of Jesus show that the emphasis of the ritual is not on the people, but on the actions of the priest. For the ritual does not symbolize that everyone is made clean, or that everyone participates, but rather that the priest is to serve.
At their June1996 meeting, the National Conference of Catholic Bishops (NCCB) proposed a change to emphasize that all are called to serve one another in love. "Those whose feet are washed should be chosen to represent various people who constitute the parish or community: the young and old, men and women." The proposal would allow women and children to be among those whose feet would be washed. It would not allow the washing of hands, or some other substituted ritual. While approved by more than two-thirds of the U.S. Bishops, this norm requires the confirmation of the Holy See in Rome before becoming law for the United States of America. 
This action by the NCCB is a recognition that changes can not take place without the approval of the Holy See. Until then, the current ritual remains the binding norm, and any changes express a violation of SC 22.

Conclusion
The washing of men’s feet during the Holy Thursday celebration of the Last Supper is a rich sign of the priest’s role in the community. Rooted in Sacred Scripture, this sign primarily reminds the priest that he comes to serve the congregation as Christ came to serve all. The presence of the congregation is a passive affirmation of his purpose and call to ministry. As Catholics, we are challenged to participate in this ritual with quiet expectation and prayer that our priests will rise from the liturgy renewed in their call to serve as Christ served. 
Further inquiries in this matter can be directed to CUF, your diocesan liturgy office, or, if necessary, the Secretariat for the Liturgy, United States Conference of Catholic Bishops, 3211 4th St., N.E., Washington, D.C. 20017-1194.
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Catechism of the Catholic Church, General Instruction to the Roman Missal (GIRM)
John Paul II, The Mystery and Worship of the Eucharist (Dominicae Cenae)
John Paul II, On the 25th Anniversary of the Constitution on the Sacred Liturgy
Hahn and Suprenant, eds., Catholic for a Reason: Scripture and the Mystery of the Family of God
Leon Suprenant and Philip Gray, Faith Facts: Answers to Catholic Questions
Ted Sri, Mystery of the Kingdom: On the Gospel of Matthew
Leon Suprenant, ed., Servants of the Gospel
Most Rev. Thomas J. Tobin, Without a Doubt: Bringing Faith to Life

Catholics United for the Faith, 827 N. Fourth St., Steubenville, OH 43952 (800) 693-2484 www.cuf.org
"Their board of directors has included priests and bishops and the current Chairman, Scott Hahn, teaches theology at the Catholic University in Steubenville. He also lectures on occasion at a Catholic Seminary/ University in Rome." Also at http://www.cuf.org/2004/04/the-washing-of-feet-on-holy-thursday/ and http://www.catholic-forum.com/forums/printthread.php?t=73&pp=40 
Go to the links for dozens of illuminative comments and an interesting debate- Michael
O'Malley queers Boston foot-washing [SEE PAGES 4 AND 10]
http://www.catholicculture.org/commentary/otr.cfm?id=2595 

March 22, 2005. By Diogenes

In a state that gave us gay marriage, Paul Shanley, and the Boston College Theology Department; in a state where the Church blurs seamlessly into the Democratic apparatus, and where the Democratic apparatus blurs seamlessly into ACT-UP; in a state where four priests out of ten fail to see the problem with NAMBLA or Dan Schutte's "Here I Am Lord," one would think that a little clarity about la difference would be welcome. 

All the more vexing, then, that Archbishop O’Malley should toss away one of the remaining symbols of sex distinction -- washing of the feet of duodecim viri on Holy Thursday -- especially since he could let the Holy See take the heat of the outrage from the gender benders: The Vatican made me do it. 

The word from the Archdiocese is that the archbishop asked the Vatican about the situation and that the Vatican … well, see what you can make of it: 

O'Malley promised to consult with Rome, and yesterday his spokeswoman said the Congregation for Divine Worship, which oversees liturgical practices, had suggested the archbishop make whatever decision he thought was best for Boston. "The Congregation [for Divine Worship] affirmed the liturgical requirement that only the feet of men be washed at the Holy Thursday ritual." However, the Congregation did "provide for the archbishop to make a pastoral decision." 

I confess my Flynnish is a little rusty, but I don't myself read the provision "to make a pastoral decision" as permission to wash the feet of women –- that option seems to be expressly excluded. More likely the "pastoral decision" intended would be a determination to skip the foot-washing altogether in favor of, I don’t know, a Bob Cousy highlights video. 
So the maleness of the twelve apostles will get the Mardi Gras treatment in Massachusetts -- just where it's least needed. Picture the Boston clergy with that dangling lower lip and stare into the middle distance characteristic of the petulant first-grader at the feltboard trying to dress Wendy Weather Girl, and failing. 

Come to think of it, the Massachusetts Correctional Institute Concord must be one of the larger domiciles of Catholic clergy in the Commonwealth by now; Paul Shanley and James Talbot have been added since the New Year to swell the ranks. One can well imagine the concern for renewed liturgy in that clerical cellblock! It would be only fitting if the Mass that commemorates the institution of the priesthood should be celebrated iuxta ritum by poofters in prison, while the rest of the Boston faithful are treated to the sundry Walter Cuenins indulging the, ahem, "pastoral decision." 

A gender debate on foot washing 

http://www.heraldtribune.com/article/20100330/ARTICLE/3301069/-1/NEWSSITEMAP
March 29, 2010, Sarasota Herald Tribune, By Todd Ruger
SARASOTA COUNTY - In a move that brings a national debate home to Southwest Florida Catholic churches, Bishop Frank Dewane has reminded priests that only men should have their feet washed during a pre-Easter ceremony.

Many Catholic priests in Southwest Florida have customarily washed the feet of male and female parishioners on the Thursday before Easter in a symbol of humbly serving others. Dewane, who became bishop in 2006, has garnered a reputation for bringing a more hands-on and conservative interpretation of church rules than his predecessor to his role as shepherd of 250,000 Catholics in Southwest Florida.                                  24.
In the past, he has banned speakers on abortion from his churches, and last month he threatened to ex-communicate Catholics who went to a ceremony to install women as priests.

Dewane sent his "Rules of the Road" letter to churches on Friday for the series of Masses and events leading up to Easter, and it included the foot washing clarification, the diocese said. "The washing of the feet of chosen men which, according to tradition, is performed on this day, represents the service and charity of Christ, who came 'not to be served, but to serve.' This tradition should be maintained," the letter read, quoting church rules. The letter goes on to explain that women were included once, but that was a special case and does not indicate a change in policy.

In response, some priests called the bishop with concerns about having to change their church's ritual and exclude women, the diocese said.

Dewane's letter was sent in response to questions about church policy on the washing of feet, and was not meant as an edict "from on high," diocese spokesman Bob Reddy said. "It does not tell them they have to use men only, this week or ever," Reddy said. "It's just saying, priests want to know what the rules are, this is what the rules are."

The bishop's letter further fuels an ongoing national controversy over the inclusion of women in the foot-washing ceremony. "I don't know why men's feet are more worthy than women's," said Alice Campanella of Voice of The Faithful in Boston, where Archbishop Sean O'Malley upset many Catholic women in 2005 by inviting only men to participate in the Holy Thursday ritual.

The church rules state that the priest will pour water on the feet of "men who have been chosen" and then dry them, an imitation of Jesus’ washing of the feet of his disciples at the Last Supper.

However, the U.S. Conference of Catholic Bishops acknowledges that it is customary in many places to invite men and women to be participants.

The Vatican told O'Malley he could wash women's feet, as is the practice of many priests, the Boston Globe reported at the time. Dewane's letter to his priests Friday referenced that decision, but added that "it was for a particular case and does not represent a change." "This letter is not saying they can't," Reddy said. "He said, if I wanted only men, I would state 'therefore, I want only men.'"

The role of women in church practices has been a constant issue for the Catholic Church. Polls show that about two-thirds of U.S. Catholics believe women should be ordained, an increase of 20 percent over similar polls in the 1980s. In a Pew Research Center survey, the treatment of women in the church was cited by 39 percent of former Catholics as part of the reason they left.

Attempts to reach several local priests and officials at local churches for comment were unsuccessful.

Diocesan spokesman undercuts Florida bishop’s message on foot washing? http://www.catholicculture.org/news/headlines/index.cfm?storyid=5878 March 30, 2010

Prompting anger from feminists, including an "ordained" woman, Bishop Frank Dewane of Venice reaffirmed in a letter to diocesan priests that the washing of feet on Holy Thursday is reserved to "chosen men". 

Diocesan spokesman Bob Reddy, however, said that Bishop Dewane did not intend for priests to obey the liturgical norm. 

"It does not tell them they have to use men only, this week or ever," said Reddy, who also serves as editor of The Florida Catholic. "It's just saying, priests want to know what the rules are, this is what the rules are." 

"This letter is not saying they can't," Reddy added. "He said, if I wanted only men, I would state 'therefore, I want only men.'" 
Washing Those Cute Little Feet
http://www.catholic-convert.com/2005/03/21/ and http://www.catholic-convert.com/2005/3/ 
March 21, 2005. By Stephen Ray, Apologist
Foot Washing on Holy Thursday to Include Women

BOSTON, Massachusetts, MARCH 20, 2005 (Zenit.org).- Archbishop Sean O’Malley has decided that this year he will wash the feet of women and men during the Mass on Holy Thursday. 

The archbishop angered some Catholic women last year by only washing the feet of men, the Boston Globe said. The archbishop consulted with Vatican officials about the Holy Thursday practice, the newspaper said. 

The Vatican responded that although the "liturgical requirement is that only the feet of men be washed at the Holy Thursday ritual," he could make whatever decision he thought was best for Boston, said Ann Carter, a spokeswoman for the archbishop. The rubrics for Holy Thursday, written in Latin, clearly state that the priest washes the feet of men, "viri", in order to recall Christ’s action toward his apostles. Any modification of this rite requires permission from the Holy See.
I think it’s a bad idea. Why break with ancient tradition and the clear instructions of the Church which recalls Jesus washing the feet of his male disciples? Geez, next they will suggest we read The DaVinci Code before arriving on Holy Thursday. Then they’ll have women wash the feet too. Hey, why not? Keep the feminists happy! I hope the priests keep their eyes in their heads and their minds on the job
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The Footwashing -- Jesus Christ Establishes the New Covenant Before Calvary

http://www.adoremus.org/0306Footwashing.html 

By The Rev. Msgr. Anthony A. La Femina



The Footwashing is often presented as an example of Jesus’ humility and obedience -- how He, the only-begotten Son of God, at His Father’s command -- emptied Himself of all appearances of His divinity and took our human likeness – "the form of a slave" (Philippians 2:7) -- in order to die for the salvation of rebellious human beings.

While it is true that the Footwashing is an example of Jesus’ astounding humility and obedience, it is far more than this. In the very brief Last Supper accounts of Matthew, Mark, Luke and Paul, the central action of the Last Supper is the liturgical action of the institution of the Eucharist. John, on the other hand, wrote the longest Last Supper account in which, however, there is no apparent mention of such an institution. It is five chapters long and makes up about a quarter of the entire fourth Gospel. In this account all leads up to and flows from one central action: the Footwashing. This action is not mentioned in any of the other Last Supper accounts. Given these facts, could there be a relationship between the Footwashing in John’s Last Supper account and the Eucharist of the other Last Supper accounts?

In John 12:23 -- just before John begins the Last Supper account -- Jesus states: "the hour has come for the Son of Man to be glorified". In John 12:28, Jesus further specifies that it is also the hour for God to be glorified as Father. "The hour" that Jesus often spoke about during His life had arrived at the Last Supper. "The hour" marks the time for "the Son of Man" to complete the work of His Father. It is a time connected with His death; it is a time that does not depend upon the will of man but only upon the Father’s will. During this "hour" the Son of Man will be glorified and God will be glorified in Him.

But who is "the Son of Man"? In John’s Gospel Jesus gives Himself this title as a substitute for the title of "messiah" (Christ), which was the title of the king of ancient Israel. The reason for the substitution in John was because the Jews expected a political messiah who would build up the earthly kingdom of Israel. But Jesus’ kingdom "is not of this world". (Jn 18:36) Therefore, when Jesus speaks of "the Son of Man" He is talking about His messianic kingship. Consequently, "the hour" is the time of Jesus’ glorification as the Messiah of God’s people, Israel.

God sent His only Son into the world to share His sonship with us by making men, through sanctifying grace, children of God in the likeness of His Son. Those people who accepted His Son would comprise God’s new kingdom of Israel. As John says in the beginning of His Gospel: "No one has ever seen God. It is God, the only Son -- ever in the Father’s bosom -- who has revealed Him". (Jn 1:18)

In Chapter 12, Jesus also gives the program for the work of His "hour", a work directed to obtain His glorification as Messiah King and the glorification of God’s name of Father. Jesus explains His program by the following words (Jn 12:31-33): "Now has judgment come upon this world, now will this world’s prince be driven out, and I -- once I am lifted up from earth -- will draw all men to myself". John then explains what is meant by Jesus’ being "lifted up from earth": "This statement indicated the sort of death He had to die".

The work of Jesus’ final "hour" is to bring judgment upon the world. This judgment has two aspects: one is negative, the other is positive.

The negative aspect of the judgment upon the world is the driving out of Satan, whom Jesus called "the ruler of this world". (Jn 12:31; 14:30; 16:11) In the fourth Gospel, Satan is presented as Jesus Messiah’s rival sovereign. Satan obtained his sway over mankind through the sin of Adam, which destroyed the original relationship between God and His human creatures. Jesus will repair this broken relationship by His death and thus despoil the kingdom of the devil.                                                                                          
The positive aspect of Jesus’ judgment upon the world is to draw all men, without distinction -- both Jew and Gentile -- to Himself. This signifies the establishment of the new and everlasting Covenant, spoken of in the words of the Eucharistic consecration. "Covenant" means union. But covenant is a special type of union. It is a union created by God that is likened to that of a family. The New Covenant is a union that makes those who accept and follow Jesus Messiah -- the only begotten Son of God -- related to God as Father. Thus, by creating His covenant, Jesus reveals His Father as our own.                                                                  26.
Therefore, the fourth Gospel tells us that at Jesus’ death, He would complete the work of judgment upon the world that His Father commanded: He would establish a kingdom for His Father and take His rightful place in that kingdom as messiah king. His kingdom is composed of the children of God the Father, who are God’s children because they share His very life of the Son of God made man.

Having said all this, John then begins his report of the Last Supper with chapter 13. This account starts by saying that Jesus -- who had received all power from His Father (Jn 13:3) -- loved His own in the world and would show His love for them to the end, i.e., in a complete and final manner. John also carefully notes that Judas was the instrument of the devil, Jesus’ rival sovereign, in procuring Jesus’ death. Having made these remarks John then presents Jesus who begins washing the feet of His apostles.

Then, upon His completion of the Footwashing, Jesus makes the most astounding declaration: "Now is the Son of Man glorified and God is glorified in Him". (Jn 13:31)

In His preface to the Last Supper in the fourth Gospel, John very carefully stated that the final work of Jesus during His "hour" could only be accomplished by His death upon the cross. This death is a sine-qua-non requirement for the accomplishment of the double glorification. Yet, upon the completion of the Footwashing, Jesus declares this work completed. This is to say that the establishment of the New and Everlasting Covenant has vanquished the ruler of this world and his kingdom. The Footwashing is indeed a unique action in John’s Last Supper account because through it Jesus declares His work completed. He is saying that He has been "lifted up" and glorified at the Last Supper.

This can only lead to the conclusion that in John 13:31, the fourth Gospel is teaching about the presence of Jesus’ saving death at the Last Supper before it took place on Calvary.

Since the Footwashing is the central action of John’s Last Supper account and the Eucharist is the central action of the Last Supper accounts of Matthew, Mark, Luke and Paul, there must be a connection between the two actions: between the Eucharist and the Footwashing. And, indeed, this connection exists. Both these actions are similar in their circumstances as the central events of their respective reports about the Last Supper. Moreover, both these actions have similar attributes and effects.

The Eucharistic formula indicates Jesus’ death by stating that Jesus’ body is "being given" and His blood "being shed". In John, however, it is the Footwashing that signifies Jesus’ death. John describes the Footwashing as an action by which Jesus loved His own "to the very end". Furthermore, when stating that Jesus laid down His outer garment for the Footwashing (the New American Bible translation badly puts it: "took off"), John uses the same Greek word He used when Jesus described the laying down of His life in obedience to His Father’s command. (See Jn 10:17, 18)

It is evident that all the Eucharistic formulas speak of the Eucharist as establishing the New Covenant: The Eucharistic cup is the cup of Jesus’ blood of the New and Everlasting Covenant. In John it is evident that the Footwashing is establishing a covenant because Jesus says that Peter can have no share in His inheritance from the Father except by the Footwashing. This means that the Footwashing is an action establishing a family-like relationship between God the Father, Jesus, and His disciples.

Lastly, as the Eucharist action is for the forgiveness of mankind’s sins, so the Footwashing cleanses from sin. Jesus told His apostles after the Footwashing that they were all clean, except, of course, the unrepentant traitor.
Since it has been shown that, in fact, both the Footwashing in John’s Last Supper account and the Eucharist in the Last Supper accounts of Matthew, Mark, Luke and Paul have similar circumstances, attributes and effects, it is justifiable to conclude that the Footwashing is simply John’s analogical presentation of the only central event of the Last Supper, the only action that founded the New Covenant for the forgiveness of sins: the Eucharistic Sacrifice.

John made the Footwashing an analogical presentation of the Eucharist to teach about the true meaning of the Eucharistic Celebration. He teaches that the Eucharist is a true sacrifice, really making present the death of Jesus on the cross of Calvary. And that it was by means of the Eucharist of the Last Supper, which made Calvary pre-exist as the Mass makes it post-exist, that His Church was born. The Church thus depends upon the Eucharist not only for her sustenance and continual growth but, most importantly, because Our Lord willed that she have her very origin from His Eucharistic celebration of the first Holy Thursday. John thus teaches that the Church, by her very origin, is a Eucharistic People and that the Eucharist must be the center of the lives of her members.

In the light of this explanation it is most interesting to read the account of Saint Mary Faustina, the first canonized saint of this millennium, about a vision she was given of the Last Supper. She wrote:

"Jesus allowed me to enter the Cenacle, and I was a witness to what happened there. However, I was most deeply moved when, before the Consecration, Jesus raised His eyes to heaven and entered into a mysterious conversation with His Father. It is only in eternity that we shall really understand that moment. His eyes were like two flames; His face was radiant, white as snow; His whole personage full of majesty, His soul full of longing. At the moment of Consecration, love rested satiated -- the sacrifice was fully consummated.        27.
Now only the external ceremony of death will be carried out -- external destruction; the essence of the sacrifice is in the Cenacle. Never in my whole life had I understood this mystery so profoundly as during that hour of adoration. Oh how ardently I desire that the whole world would come to know this unfathomable mystery!" (Diary, Notebook II, 684, emphasis added)

Saint Faustina states, therefore, that the death of Our Lord indeed mystically and sacramentally preceded that bloody scene on Calvary. She tells us that just as the Mass is the re-presentation of that act on Calvary, the first Eucharist in the Cenacle was the pre-presentation of that very same saving act. Thus it was that the Son of Man’s glory and the glorification of His Father occurred on the first Holy Thursday. Thus was the Church born. Our Lord willed to make His death truly -- not figuratively -- present through the Eucharist on the First Holy Thursday -- before He suffered -- so that the Church would owe her origin directly to the Eucharist.

Because the Eucharist truly makes Calvary present at the Consecration of the Mass, it means that one has no further to go than to Mass to be truly present at the foot of the cross on Calvary -- as truly as Mary and John were there two thousand years ago! Catholics do not look to an "old rugged cross on a hill far away" to reflect upon the saving action of God for us, they have only to kneel in silent adoration and wonder on Mount Calvary as they assist at the Consecration of the Holy Sacrifice of the Mass and bend low as the Precious Blood of our Savior pours out upon us in a veritable flood of divine grace and redemption.

Therefore, the Footwashing is not merely a striking example of the God-Man’s profound humble obedience to His Father. Through the Eucharistic celebration our Savior makes Himself present for His Church in His greatest act of love for His own and then offers Himself as the food of that life of His that is received at baptism and shared with Him by grace. Truly John shows why the Eucharist is the fount and apex of the Church.
The Footwashing is the death of Jesus Christ that brings judgment upon the world through the establishment of the Covenant of the sons of God in the Son. By the New Covenant one becomes a part of the "New Israel", branches of the "True Vine". (Jn 15:1, 5) The New Commandment is about imitating what Jesus accomplished in the Footwashing, which is John’s allegory for the Eucharist. The New Commandment is the bestowal of Christ’s universal mission to all the new children of God incorporated into the Son. They must participate in the mission of Jesus Christ to bring all men to accept His saving mission and become children of the Father: "To those who did accept Him He gave power to become children of God". (Jn 1:12) The New Commandment is a command to evangelizing action in union with the death of Jesus that is re-presented (i.e., made present) in the Eucharist. The New Commandment is John’s presentation and explanation of the commandment of evangelization -- to go into all the world to preach the Gospel -- that is expressed by the Synoptic Gospels in the commissioning of the disciples with the missionary mandate. (See Mt 28:18-20; Mk 16:15-18; Lk 24:46-49) 

Monsignor Anthony LaFemina, a canonist, theologian and iconographer, is on the staff of the Diocese of Charleston. His icons and explanations have appeared in Adoremus Bulletin and Voices. (His icon of the Priesthood, and essay on its meaning appeared in the Adoremus Bulletin, May 2002; see also Prayers for Priests on the Adoremus web site: www.adoremus.org/Prayers-for-priests.html.) 

Monsignor Anthony LaFemina, who created the icon of the Priesthood, tells us that the Diocese of Charleston has copies of the icon.

For information, write or call the Charleston chancery office:
Andrea Crawford, Administrative Assistant,
119 Broad Street, Charleston, SC 29402.
Phone: (843) 853-2130

Related Article: Paths to Rome: Washing of feet on Holy Thursday: "For I have given you an example, that you also should do" -- by Fr. Jerry Pokorsky [March 1997]

Relevant paragraphs of Paschalis Sollemnitatis follow:
45. Careful attention should be given to the mysteries that are commemorated in this Mass: the institution of the Eucharist, the institution of the priesthood, and Christ's command of brotherly love; the homily should explain these points.

51. The washing of the feet of chosen men [viri selecti] which, according to tradition, is performed on this day, represents the service and charity of Christ, who came "not to be served, but to serve." [58] This tradition should be maintained, and its proper significance explained. 

See Women for Faith & Family's Holy Thursday page.
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Follow-up: Options for the Washing of Feet

http://www.zenit.org/article-32471?l=english
ROME, May 3, 2011 (Zenit.org) Answered by Legionary of Christ Father Edward McNamara, professor of liturgy at the Regina Apostolorum university.
Several correspondents mentioned that "Father did not address the 'hot' topic of women having their feet washed. Is this permitted?"
We have already dealt amply with this subject in earlier columns on March 23, 2004, and April 6, 2004, as well as on March 28, 2006, and April 11, 2006.
As can be seen from these columns the present legal status of this question is so confused that one can only conclude that the law is like the English language. It is written in one way and pronounced in another.
Who is included in the Holy Thursday footwashing?

http://forums.catholic.com/showthread.php?t=645862 February 15, 2012
Q: Is the washing of feet on Holy Thursday to be done only to men? Is there a minimum age?
A: The document Paschale Solemnitatis states:

The washing of the feet of chosen men which, according to tradition, is performed on this day, represents the service and charity of Christ, who came "not to be served, but to serve." This tradition should be maintained, and its proper significance explained.
No minimum age is given, and an exact Latin translation of viri selecti is "chosen males," not "chosen men." It should be noted that there has been a lot of controversy on this subject in recent years. In 2004, Cardinal Sean O'Malley was granted permission by the Congregation for Divine Worship and the Discipline of the Sacraments to make the decision for his archdiocese (Boston) on whether or not to include women in this ceremony (source). As permissions of this kind generally are not considered to be for individual bishops alone but are instead considered to be precedent-setting, arguments have been made that other bishops can open the ceremony to women in their dioceses. Unless and until Rome clarifies the matter, it may not be incorrect for a parish to allow women to participate.-Michelle Arnold, Catholic Answers apologist

Hand-washing, and foot-washing of women and children on Holy Thursday
January 17, 2005

11701 Maplewood Road, 

Chardon, Ohio 44024-8482

E-mail: hfministry@juno.com
Diocese of Cleveland

1027 Superior Avenue,

Cleveland, Ohio 44114-2560

Attn: Most Rev. Anthony Pilla

Re: St. Edward’s – Parkman, Ohio (Rev. Fr. John Burkley) and St. Mary’s – Chardon, Ohio (Rev. Fr. Thomas Gilles)

"Not to oppose error is to approve it, and not to defend the truth is to suppress it" – Pope St. Felix III

Dear Bishop Pilla,


Whenever I use bold print in this letter, it is my emphasis and not the emphasis of the document I am quoting unless I indicate otherwise.


In past years, through 2004, St. Edward’s has substituted a ritual of washing parishioners' hands instead of washing feet during the Mass of the Lord’s Supper on Holy Thursday. St. Mary’s has continued with the footwashing ritual but has gone from the washing of feet of men only to washing the feet of men, women, and children. As you are aware, The Vatican must give pre-approval for a variance from the church mandated rite. "Regulation of the sacred liturgy depends solely on the authority of the Church, that is, on the Apostolic See and, as laws may determine, on the bishop. Therefore, no other person, even if he be a priest, may add, remove, or change anything in the liturgy on his own authority."
                                         29.
This mandate of Vatican II is important enough to Holy Church that she codified it in Canon Law and addressed it once again in Inaestimabile Donum. "The liturgical books approved by competent authority are to be faithfully observed in the celebration of the sacraments; therefore no one on personal authority may add, remove, or change anything in them."

The faithful have a right to a true liturgy, which means the liturgy desired and laid down by the Church, which has in fact indicated where adaptations may be made as called for by pastoral requirements in different places or by different groups of people. Undue experimentation, changes, and creativity bewilder the faithful. The Second Vatican Council’s admonition in this regard must be remembered: 'No person, even if he be a priest, may add, remove or change anything in the liturgy on his own authority.' And Paul VI of venerable memory stated that: "Anyone who takes advantage of the reform to indulge in arbitrary experiments is wasting energy and offending the ecclesial sense."
 

"One who offers worship to God on the Church’s behalf in a way contrary to that which is laid down by the Church with God-given authority and which is customary in the Church is guilty of falsification."
 

I have reported the above abuses to Aux. Bishop Roger Gries who told me he "would do what he felt was appropriate". To my knowledge, he has done nothing about these abuses. I have also reported the abuses to Fathers Burkley and Gilles, neither of whom have responded to me. There is still ample time for you to contact the pastors of both of these churches and have them comply with the rubrics on Holy Thursday of this current year, 2005.

"Washing of feet. Depending on pastoral circumstances, the washing of feet follows the homily. The men who have been chosen are led by the ministers to chairs prepared in a suitable place. Then the priest (removing his chasuble if necessary) goes to each man. With the help of the ministers, he pours water over each one’s feet and dries them."
 

I would not be fair to you if I did not mention that a proper request was made to change the Holy Thursday foot washing ritual. The U.S. Bishops Liturgy Committee asked The Vatican in 1987 to clarify the issue of if the feet of women could be washed during the Holy Thursday ritual. "But when the Vatican’s Congregation for Divine Worship released the Holy Week instruction the following year [1988], the rubric was not changed. The Vatican made no changes in the rubrics referring to 'men'; indeed, the new instruction said that the 'tradition should be maintained': The washing of the feet of chosen men, according to tradition, is performed on this day [Holy Thursday], represents the service and charity of Christ, who came not to be served but to serve! This tradition should be maintained and its proper significance explained."
 I have a very hard time understanding both why this instruction has been ignored and why it has been allowed to be ignored? "In Christ’s spiritual kingdom, there must be one Chief to whom all owe spiritual allegiance; one form of ecclesiastical government; one uniform body of laws which all Christians are bound to observe; for, every kingdom divided against itself shall be made desolate."

"So when He had washed their feet [and] put His garments back on and reclined at table again, He said to them, 'Do you realize what I have done for you? You call me teacher and master, and rightfully so, for indeed I am. If I, therefore, the master and teacher, have washed your feet, you ought to wash one another’s feet'."
 A point of interest is that the paragraph in the bible that I just quoted begins in bold print stating, "The Washing of the Disciples’ Feet"
 (referring to the twelve original male apostles!)

Some have argued that the word 'men' in the English version of the foot washing ritual in The Sacramentary refers to mankind, or both sexes, even children. However, when you read the Latin version of The Sacramentary there is no doubt as to meaning. 

"In January of 1988 Cardinal Augustine Mayer, then prefect of the Congregation for the Sacraments and Divine Worship, sent out a circular letter on various aspects of the liturgical services of Holy Week. In discussing Holy Thursday, he specifically repeated that it was men’s feet that were to be washed. In case the English could cause doubt, the Latin says 'viris', meaning male persons; if the document envisioned males and females, the Latin would have been 'hominibus'."
 

"Pope John Paul II himself used his Dominicae Cenae to apologize to the lay faithful for such aberrations (liturgical abuses) and to demand that priests follow the liturgical laws of the Church."
                       30.
"Above all I wish to emphasize that the problems of the liturgy, and in particular the Eucharistic liturgy, must not be an occasion for dividing Catholics and for threatening the unity of the Church."

In conclusion, the Holy Thursday footwashing ritual is optional. However, Holy Church has made it clear that if the ritual is used, the feet of twelve adult males only must be washed. It is illicit and not permissible to wash the feet of women or children or to wash hands instead of feet. 

"The diocesan Bishop, the first steward of the mysteries of God in the particular Church entrusted to him is the moderator, promoter and guardian of her whole liturgical life."
 

"The Bishop governs the particular Church entrusted to him, and it is his task to regulate, to direct, to encourage, and sometimes also to reprove; this is a sacred task that he has received through episcopal Ordination, which he fulfills in order to build up his flock in truth and holiness."
 

"To the diocesan Bishop therefore falls the right and duty of overseeing and attending to churches and oratories in his territory in regard to liturgical matters, etc."
 
"It is the right of the Christian people themselves that their diocesan Bishop should take care to prevent the occurrence of abuses in ecclesiastical discipline, especially as regards the ministry of the word, the celebration of the Sacraments, etc."
 

An operative word for our priests and deacons is obedience. "The bishop asks from each a promise of obedience by using one of the formularies given in The Roman Pontifical."
 
So, our priests and deacons make a promise of obedience at their ordination. The Vatican issue disciplinary document after disciplinary document to correct liturgical abuses and ongoing disobedience. But, disobedience within the liturgical norms still prevails. Why? I can only answer that with a personal opinion; either someone is asleep at the switch or the switch is being ignored.

Thank you for taking the time to read this letter your eminence. Thank you for saying yes to the priesthood and to ordination as bishop. You are in my prayers.

Yours in Christ,

Ronald Smith



December 29, 2011

11701 Maplewood Road,

Chardon, Ohio 44024-8482

E-mail: hfministry@roadrunner.com
United States Conference of Catholic Bishops

3211 4th Street N.E.,

Washington, D.C. 20017

E-mail: divineworship@usccb.org
Attn: Fr. Dan Merz, 

Associate Director Secretariat of Divine Worship

Dear Fr. Merz,


On October 2, 2011 I sent you an email with questions about the Holy Thursday foot washing ritual. You recently responded – thanks so very much!


I have performed a ministry for about twenty-eight years wherein I do free research for people about our Catholic faith. I am not qualified to answer questioners with my own opinionated answers as I lack the credentials to be worthy to make such statements. I answer questions by quoting documents of Holy Church or by quoting qualified individuals (such as yourself) who write truths concerning Holy Church’s doctrines, dogmas and disciplines. Attached is a sample of what I do for your perusal. 

I have learned over the years that it is permissible to ask people (particularly clergy) who make statements about dogmas, disciplines or doctrines, which appear to conflict with known and accepted Catholic positions, to furnish official documents from the legislative authority, (the Pope or his dicasteries, to show that the conflicting or new procedure has been approved. 

With that said you said in your response to me: 

(1) "It has become customary in many places to invite both men and women to be participants in this rite (foot washing) in recognition of the service that should be given by all the faithful to the Church and to the world. Thus, in the United States, a variation in the rite developed in which not only charity is signified but also humble service," and (2) While this variation may differ from the rubric of the Sacramentary which mentions only men ('viri selecti'), it may nevertheless be said that the intention to emphasize service along with charity in the celebration of the rite is an understandable way of accentuating the evangelical command of the Lord, 'who came to serve and not to be served', that all members of the Church must serve one another in love."


I respond to the above with a few pertinent quotations:

"§1. No custom which is contrary to divine law can obtain the force of law.  

§2. Unless (nisi) it be a reasonable one, no custom which is contrary to or apart from (praeter ius) canon law can obtain the force of law; however, a custom which is expressly reprobated in law is not a reasonable one."
 
This canon implies that Holy Church cannot create a new custom to override an existing law. The rubric or law on the foot washing ritual is not arbitrary and is quite clear, "Washing of feet. Depending on pastoral circumstances, the washing of feet follows the homily. The men who have been chosen are led by the ministers to chairs prepared in a suitable place. Then the priest (removing his chasuble if necessary) goes to each man. With the help of the ministers, he pours water over each one’s feet and dries them."
 
This law, as well as other laws, is addressed in Holy Church disciplinary documents, "The liturgical books approved by competent authority are to be faithfully observed in the celebration of the sacraments; therefore no one on personal authority may add, remove, or change anything in them."
 
The faithful have a right to a true liturgy, WHICH MEANS THE LITURGY DESIRED AND LAID DOWN BY THE CHURCH, which has in fact indicated where adaptations may be made as called for by pastoral requirements in different places or by different groups of people. Undue experimentation, changes, and creativity bewilder the faithful. The Second Vatican Council’s admonition in this regard must be remembered: 'NO PERSON, EVEN IF HE BE A PRIEST, MAY ADD, REMOVE OR CHANGE ANYTHING IN THE LITURGY ON HIS OWN AUTHORITY. And Paul VI of venerable memory stated that: 'Anyone who takes advantage of the reform to indulge in arbitrary experiments is wasting energy and offending the ecclesial sense'."
 "One who offers worship to God on the Church’s behalf in a way contrary to that which is laid down by the Church with God-given authority and which is customary in the Church is guilty of falsification."


"In January of 1988 Cardinal Augustine Mayer, then prefect of the Congregation for the Sacraments and Divine Worship, sent out a circular letter on various aspects of the liturgical services of Holy Week. In discussing Holy Thursday, he specifically repeated that it was men’s feet that were to be washed. In case the English could cause doubt, the Latin says 'viris', meaning male persons; if the document envisioned males and females, the Latin would have been 'hominibus'."
 
"Pope John Paul II himself used his Dominicae Cenae to apologize to the lay faithful for such aberrations (liturgical abuses) and to demand that priests follow the liturgical laws of the Church."
 
"Above all I wish to emphasize that the problems of the liturgy, and in particular the Eucharistic liturgy, must not be an occasion for dividing Catholics and for threatening the unity of the Church."


Vatican II also spoke of obedience to the liturgies of Holy Church. "REGULATION OF THE SACRED LITURGY DEPENDS SOLELY ON THE AUTHORITY OF THE CHURCH, that is, on the Apostolic See and, as laws may determine, on the bishop. Therefore, no other person, even if he be a priest, may add, remove, or change anything in the liturgy on his own authority."
 If there is any decree or law from the Holy See that authorizes bishops to change the Holy Thursday foot-washing rite, please cite it for me. Catholics and other people throughout the world read my research papers on our Catholic faith. It is very important to me to carefully cite only the truths of the rubrics and laws of Holy Church. I never would want to mislead a single soul and I rely upon Holy Church to assist me in this endeavor!


I would not be fair to you if I did not mention that a proper request was made to change the Holy Thursday foot washing ritual. The U.S. Bishops Liturgy Committee asked The Vatican in 1987 to clarify the issue of if the feet of women could be washed during the Holy Thursday ritual. "But when the Vatican’s Congregation for Divine Worship released the Holy Week instruction the following year [1988], the rubric was not changed. The Vatican made no changes in the rubrics referring to 'men'; indeed, the new instruction said that the 'tradition should be maintained': The washing of the feet of chosen men, according to tradition, is performed on this day [Holy Thursday], represents the service and charity of Christ, who came not to be served but to serve! THIS TRADITION SHOULD BE MAINTAINED AND ITS PROPER SIGNIFICANCE EXPLAINED."


Lastly, I respectfully take exception to your statement in your response, "The above (referring to a book that I do not have access to) states that in the Latin (Roman) rite dioceses of the United States it is not forbidden for both men and women to have their feet washed on Holy Thursday. It is to be noted that the number twelve is not required by the rubrics. It is allowable to wash the feet of fewer than twelve, nor is twelve the upper limit of those to have their feet washed." First, until about fifteen years ago in my area of northeast Ohio the number of men only to have their feet washed on Holy Thursday was always forever twelve. This is still maintained as a rubric for the pre-Vatican II Latin Mass. "After the Homily, the Washing of the Feet takes place wherever a pastoral reason suggests it. Seats for twelve men whose feet will be washed are distributed in the sanctuary, or in the Church proper. The other things that will be needed are placed on a small table at the proper time. In the meantime, the Deacon and Subdeacon (or two of the older servers) lead twelve men chosen, two by two, to the prepared place, while the Choir, or the assisting Clergy itself, begins singing or reciting the antiphons, psalms and verses given below. The twelve chosen men also sit down, etc."
 


I have written to bishops regarding the Holy Thursday foot washing ritual on a number of occasions. I have told then that my reports on this subject matter are circulated to Catholics throughout the world. I have told them that it is very important for me to not give incorrect information to my readers and I ask that if I have erred in any way in reporting this subject matter that I ask for them to correct me. To date (over about the past twelve years) no bishop has either answered my letters or told me that I have erred in what I have reported.


I am always open to correction when I am wrong. If any of what I have reported on the Holy Thursday foot washing ritual is in error, I earnestly seek your correction for the benefit of my readers. My only requirement is that any correction include a Vatican document from a Pope or dicastery that authorizes a change from the norm. I would appreciate an e-mail from you that would give a rough time estimate of when I will receive your answer.


I do not as of yet have the new Sacramentary that took effect this current Advent season. I would appreciate you sending me the current rubric from it, and page number, that references the Holy Thursday foot washing.


Please say a blessing for my mother Ann Smith who is elderly and ill. May God be with you and you are in my prayers. I pray you will have a blessed and Holy New Year.

A servant of Our Lord,

Ronald Smith

P.S. I will send a copy of this letter to you via snail mail.
Enclosure: 1

April 29, 2012
"Not to oppose error is to approve it, and not to defend the truth is to suppress it" - Pope St. Felix III

Note: In this report I may occasionally use bold print, Italics, CAPS, or word underlining for emphasis. This will be my personal emphasis and not that of the source that I am quoting. Any footnote preceded by a number in (parenthesis) is my personal library numbering system.
"AND YOU SHALL KNOW THE TRUTH, AND THE TRUTH SHALL MAKE YOU FREE."

The U.S. Bishops Liturgy Committee asked the Vatican in 1987 to clarify the issue of if the feet of women could be washed during the Holy Thursday ritual. "But when the Vatican’s Congregation for Divine Worship released the Holy Week instruction the following year [1988], the rubric was not changed. The Vatican made no changes in the rubrics referring to 'men'; indeed, the new instruction said that the 'tradition should be maintained': The washing of the feet of chosen men, according to tradition, is performed on this day (Holy Thursday), represents the service and charity of Christ, who came not to be served but to serve! This tradition should be maintained and its proper significance explained."
 This mandate came out in the year 1988. Has this tradition had its significance explained to you (the readers) since 1988 at any time? I, for one, have never received catechesis on this subject but have only witnessed its abuse since that time and even earlier. 

"In Christ’s spiritual kingdom, there must be one Chief to whom all owe spiritual allegiance; one form of ecclesiastical government; one uniform body of laws which all Christians are bound to observe; for, every kingdom divided against itself shall be made DESOLATE."
 
"To the diocesan Bishop therefore falls the right and duty of overseeing and attending to churches and oratories in his territory in regard to liturgical matters, etc."
 
"It is the right of the Christian people themselves that their DIOCESAN BISHOP SHOULD TAKE CARE TO PREVENT THE OCCURRENCE OF ABUSES IN ECCLESIASTICAL DISCIPLINE, especially as regards the ministry of the word, the celebration of the Sacraments, etc."

"That they all may be one, as thou, Father, in me, and I in thee; that they also may be one in us; that the world may believe that thou hast sent me. And the glory which thou hast given me, I have given to them; that they may be one, as we also are one."
 In my diocese of Cleveland, Ohio we are certainly not ONE regarding this matter. I have personally observed the foot washing rite performed absolutely correctly and I have more often seen it abused horribly as I will demonstrate later within this report.
"Heretic: A baptized and professed person who knowingly, willingly, and culpably refuses to accept the teaching authority of the Church, thereby making himself a 'formal heretic'. A 'material heretic' denies that the Church has a teaching authority and consequently denies her teachings as well."
 
"Schism: The formal and deliberate break of a group from ecclesiastical unity. Schism is a serious separation and a sin, not against the teachings of the Church (i.e. heresy) but against unity."
 "Schism is to be distinguished from heresy in that the grounds for division are non-doctrinal, at least initially."
 


"Sin, Mortal & Venial: The distinction between mortal and venial sin is grounded in logic and in the Sacred Scriptures, wherein one finds: All wrongdoing is sin, but there is sin that is not deadly. A mortal sin is a violation of the law of God that concerns grave moral matter and is done with full knowledge, deliberation, freedom and consent. Such an action concerns serious moral transgressions and not light or insignificant issues. The agent must know what the action is and also that the action is gravely immoral. The action must be chosen in full freedom, which means that the agent had the opportunity to refrain from performing the action, but chose not to do so. One mortal sin alters one’s 'fundamental option' in relation to God because it destroys the love of God in our hearts. On the other hand, a venial sin either involves light moral matter or is done without adequate knowledge, full consent or adequate freedom."
 Liturgical abuse is a grave matter as is disobedience to Holy Church. Lying can be a grave matter. A person who sins by committing a mortal sin MAY NOT RECEIVE THE SACRAMENTS UNTIL HE HAS CONFESSED AND REPENTED! This applies also to bishops and priests. Repentance means that you will not commit the sin again! 

No bishop or priest in the world has carte blanche to do the Holy Thursday foot washing ritual the way they want to as opposed to the way mandated and handed down by Holy Church! If a bishop or priest tells you it is permissible for a woman or child to have his or her feet washed at the Mass of the Lord’s Supper on Holy Thursday, HE IS LYING TO YOU! If a bishop or a priest tells you that a ritual of washing hands (or other body parts) can be substituted for the ritual of washing the feet of men at the Mass of the Lord’s Supper on Holy Thursday, HE IS LYING TO YOU! 
34.
If a bishop or a priest tells you that the Congregation for Divine Worship and the Discipline of the Sacraments has authorized the dioceses in the United States to wash the feet of women or children at the Mass of the Lord’s Supper on Holy Thursday, HE IS LYING TO YOU! If a priest tells you that the United States Conference of Catholic Bishops has approved a ritual of washing the feet of a mixture of men, women and children at the Mass of the Lord’s Supper on Holy Thursday, HE IS LYING TO YOU TWO-FOLD. First, the USCCB is a NON-LEGISLATIVE ORGANIZATION. They have NO AUTHORITY WHATSOEVER to change a ritual that is clearly spelled out and documented in The Sacramentary as well as in other documents of Holy Church. Secondly, the USCCB can recommend a change in the foot washing ritual AFTER a majority 2/3rds vote of the membership decides this; a vote that has never been either proposed or taken. The USCCB will not take such a vote because the Vatican has clearly spoken on this issue more than once and they ARE NOT OF THE MINDSET to change this ritual! Various clergy have suggested that if the Holy Thursday foot washing ritual is now for men only, the Congregation for Divine Worship and the Discipline of the Sacraments is indicating that the feet of women can be inclusive in the definition of man in the rite. If a bishop or priest tells you that the foot washing liturgical abuse is permitted by Holy Church, they are OBLIGED to provide or at least direct you to AN OFFICIAL DOCUMENT FROM A LEGITIMATE SOURCE AUTHORITY specifying the change or modification. 

The Congregation for Divine Worship and the Discipline of the Sacraments had a great opportunity to have this change made in the new Sacramentary that went into effect this past Advent 2011. However, NO CHANGE WAS MADE! The ritual in the new Sacramentary says, “After the Homily, where a pastoral reason suggests it, the Washing of Feet follows. THE MEN WHO HAVE BEEN CHOSEN (VIRI SELECTI) are led by the ministers to seats prepared in a suitable place. Then the priest (removing his chasuble if necessary) goes to each one, and, with the help of the ministers, pours water over each one’s feet and then dries them.”
 

For our bishops to be enabled to change the Holy Thursday foot washing ritual to include women and children as participants would require the authorization of our Pope. “The Church has A Visible Head on earth – the bishop of Rome (the Pope), who is the Vicar of Christ. The Bishop of Rome is the Head of the Church because he is the successor of St. Peter, whom Christ appointed to be Head of the Church.”
 
“The Vatican Council of 1870 defined: that he (the Pope) received from Christ a primacy, not only of the honor, but of jurisdiction, i.e., that he received from Christ SUPREME AUTHORITY TO TEACH AND GOVERN THE WHOLE CHURCH.”

“The supreme power which the body of Bishops possesses over the whole Church cannot be exercised by them except collegially, either in a solemn way when they gather together in ecumenical Council, or spread throughout the world, provided that the Roman Pontiff calls them to act collegially or at least freely accepts their joint action.”
 The Vatican document from where this quotation was taken is Apostolos Suos written in 1998 by Pope John Paul II. No where in this document is an Episcopal conference of bishops (or any individual bishop) given authority to change any Church law on their own! 
“ALL BISHOPS, IN FACT, MUST PROMOTE AND DEFEND THE UNITY OF FAITH AND THE DISCIPLINE WHICH IS COMMON TO THE WHOLE CHURCH.”
 
“A diocesan Bishop in the diocese committed to him possesses all the ordinary, proper and immediate power which is required for the exercise of his pastoral office except for those cases which the law or a decree of the Supreme Pontiff reserves to the supreme authority of the Church or to some other ecclesiastical authority.”
 
“§1. The conference of bishops can issue general decrees only in those cases in which the common law prescribes it, or a special mandate of the Apostolic See, given either Motu Proprio or at the request of the conference, determines it.  
§2. THE GENERAL DECREES MENTIONED IN §1 CAN BE VALIDLY PASSED IN A PLENARY SESSION ONLY IF TWO-THIRDS OF THE MEMBERS OF THE CONFERENCE HAVING A DELIBERATIVE VOTE APPROVE THEM; SUCH DECREES DO NOT HAVE BINDING FORCE, UNLESS (NISI) THEY HAVE BEEN LEGITIMATELY PROMULGATED, AFTER HAVING BEEN REVIEWED BY THE APOSTOLIC SEE.  
§3. The manner of promulgation and the time from which the decrees take effect are to be determined by the conference of bishops itself.  §4.  In the cases where neither the universal law nor a special mandate of the Apostolic See has granted the conference of bishops the power mentioned above in §1, the competence of individual diocesan bishops remains intact; and neither the conference nor its president may act in the name of all the bishops unless (nisi) each and every bishop has given his consent.”
 
I quoted this particular Canon Law so that readers will become aware of how, lets say, allowing the feet of women and children on Holy Thursday could be permitted. First, the USCCB (gathered in conference) would have to vote that this change be recommended to the Vatican. The Vatican would take this under consideration only if 2/3rds or more of the USCCB membership voted to request this change. 

I now make an ‘educated guess’. Such a vote on Holy Thursday foot-washing changes has never been taken by the USCCB because they know they simply do not have the necessary 2/3rds minimum votes to pass the request. This makes it a moot point – dead in the water! Anything less than a 2/3rds in favor vote for this change would send an immediate ‘smoke signal’ to the Vatican that the USCCB was certainly divided on this issue. 

During correspondences with the USCCB on this issue there was a veiled attempt by them to me to justify washing the feet of women that said, “The next question then becomes whether a bishop has authority to make a pastoral adaptation of ‘viris selectis’ to include women. The Congregation for Divine Worship seems to believe so. In 2005, (then) Archbishop O’Malley of Boston wrote Cardinal Arinze to inquire if he could include the washing of women’s feet. The reply emphasizes that the focus on the rite is on the charitable service that Christ gave to His disciples, thus on the action of the priest, and it is unfortunate when the focus gets shifted to one of gender equality. However, the Congregation granted that it was the Archbishop’s authority to make such a decision. 
As this was a private letter, the letter itself has not been published (nor does it have the effect of law, but still it reveals the mind of the Congregation on this matter).”
 
I looked up the meaning of ‘viri’ from in an on-line Latin dictionary. The English translation says ‘man’. I am a man. A priest is a man. Is there something I am missing in the translation that a priest or bishop, who minimally has Masters Degrees, may also be missing? Is there some difficulty with the common definition of MAN that I am not getting? Is my mother a man or is my wife a man? 

The above statement from Fr. Merz, to me, is nonsensical. If a bishop can determine on his own the opposite meaning of what the law says what a ‘man’ is could a bishop also determine on his own that the Eucharist is not really the body and blood of Christ but is just symbolic of His body and blood – WHY NOT? “At the Last Supper Jesus prayed to the Father for the unity of the Apostles.”
 “The Apostles were aware that they constituted an undivided body, etc.”
 “Bishops have by divine institution taken the place of the Apostles as pastors of the Church. The individual Bishops are in turn the source and foundation of unity in their particular Churches.”

Fr. Merz from the USCCB ended his e-mail to me with this statement, “I think it is safe to say that the Mandatum (Holy Thursday foot washing rite) should never be made into a political statement one way or another. I think it is also safe to say that the CDWDS has left this matter to the bishops to interpret pastorally and prudentially.”
 Does Fr. Merz’s language sound familiar to you? How many bishops and priests have we heard say that we should not deny Holy Communion to pro-abortion politicians because we should not use the Eucharist for political reasons? Do any of the readers sense what I sense; that there is a ‘line in the sand’ being drawn where the remnant, who is loyal to Holy Church and her magisterium, have remained on one side and those who are becoming Apostates of the true Church have crossed to the other side? “And so I say to thee: That thou art Peter; and upon this rock I will build My Church, and the gates of hell shall not prevail against it. And I will give to thee the keys of the kingdom of heaven. And whatsoever thou shall bind upon earth, it shall be bound also in heaven: and whatsoever thou shalt loose on earth, it shall be loosed also in heaven.”
 I might add that this statement from Jesus Himself is better insurance than State Farm or Allstate or all of the other insurers combined! Regardless of what any man may attempt, JESUS HIMSELF WILL PRESERVE THE TRUTH OF HOLY CHURCH THROUGH THE END OF THE WORLD! “I follow no leader but Christ and join in communion with none but your blessedness (Pope Damasus I), that is, with the chair of Peter. I know that this is the rock on which the Church has been built.”
 “And I will lay the key of the house of David upon his shoulder: and he shall open, and none shall shut: and he shall shut, and none shall open.”
 “Everyone therefore that heareth these my words, and doth them, shall be likened to a wise man that built his house upon a rock, and the rain fell, and the floods came, and the winds blew, and they beat upon that house, and it fell not, for it was founded on a rock (Peter).”
 “Where Peter is, there the Church is.”

“The Church is absolutely clear . . . unequivocally clear about this . . . IF the washing (Holy Thursday foot washing) takes place . . . and it is not mandatory . . . it is optional . . . but IF it is chosen . . . then only men are to have their feet washed and it may only be done by a priest or bishop, not even a deacon. Additionally . . . it is ONLY feet that are to be washed . . . not hands. The liturgically abusive practice of washing the feet of women (and sometimes children) has become so institutionalized and common practice, that no one pays any attention to it any more. Nevertheless, it remains a VERY GRAVE ABUSE. 
Amid all the clamor, the entire point will be missed. The washing of the feet is directly linked to the male-only priesthood. While many of the laity has no idea about this link, many of the modernists do. In fact, the reason they like to distort this part of the Holy Thursday Liturgy, is to push the cause for women priests. THE MASS ON HOLY THURSDAY IS ABOUT THE INSTITUTION OF THE PRIESTHOOD and the washing of feet (in Latin called The Mandatum) is intrinsically linked to the Priesthood.”
 “The washing of the feet is intimately linked to the Priesthood because it was performed by Our Blessed Lord upon those he was about to make priests at the Eucharist! Only men are to have their feet washed. When some other variation is done, it confuses the faithful and IS A GRAVE ABUSE because it tears away from the sacred character of the Priesthood instituted by Christ Himself on this most holy of nights.”

I chose to attend the Holy Thursday Mass during Holy Week 2012 at St. Gabriel’s in Concord Township – Diocese of Cleveland, Ohio. I did not know beforehand what I would be a witness to. At the time during the liturgy when the foot washing ritual would take place it was announced that anyone who wanted to have hands or feet washed or wanted to wash the hands and feet of others could come forward. Youth assistants had placed numerous chairs across the front of the sanctuary. I estimate that about 150 men, women and children came forward and got their hands and/or feet washed and then switched and washed the feet and/or hands of each other. I observed numerous toddlers standing within and splashing in the wash basins. The three concelebrating priests and a single deacon took part in this illicit ritual just as the laity did, both washing and getting washed! Washing this large a number of people took a very long period of time, along with the set up and take down, and was certainly a distraction from the Holy Mass. “THEREFORE NO OTHER PERSON, EVEN IF HE BE A PRIEST, MAY ADD, REMOVE OR CHANGE ANYTHING IN THE LITURGY ON HIS OWN AUTHORITY.”
 “One who offers worship to God on the Church’s behalf in a way contrary to that which is laid down by the Church with God-given authority and which is customary in the Church is guilty of falsification. None of these things can bring good results. The consequences are – and cannot fail to be – the impairing of the unity of the Faith and worship in the Church, doctrinal uncertainty, scandal and bewilderment among the People of God, and the near inevitability of violent reactions. THE FAITHFUL HAVE A RIGHT TO A TRUE LITURGY, WHICH MEANS THE LITURGY DESIRED AND LAID DOWN BY THE CHURCH, which has in fact indicated where adaptations may be made as called for by pastoral requirements in different places or by different groups of people. Undue experimentation, changes and creativity bewilder the faithful.”
 Regarding the Holy Thursday foot washing ritual – NO ADAPTATION HAS EVER BEEN AUTHORIZED!
“Neither may deacons or non-ordained members of the faithful use gestures or actions which are proper to the same priest celebrant. Every effort must be made to avoid even the appearance of confusion which can spring from anomalous liturgical practices.”
 “It should also be understood that these clarifications and distinctions do not stem from a concern to defend clerical privileges but from the need to be obedient to the will of Christ and to respect the constitutive form which is indelibly impressed on His Church. The sacred pastors are called by office ‘to foster the discipline which is common to the whole Church… pressing for the observance of all ecclesiastical laws.”
 “He that heareth you, heareth Me; and he that despiseth you, despiseth Me; and he that despiseth Me, despiseth Him that sent Me.”

“Woe to the pastors, that destroy and tear the sheep of my pasture, saith the Lord. Therefore thus saith the Lord the God of Israel to the pastors that feed my people: behold I will visit upon you for the evil of your doings, saith the Lord. And I will gather together the remnant of my flock, out of all the lands into which I have cast them out: and I will make them return to their own fields, and they shall increase and be multiplied. And I will set up pastors over them, and they shall feed them: they shall fear no more, and they shall not be dismayed: and none shall be wanting of their numbers, saith the Lord.”
 
“And there shall be in all the earth, saith the Lord, two parts in it shall be scattered, and shall perish: but the third part shall be left therein. And I will bring the third part through the fire, and will refine them as silver is refined: and I will try them as gold is tried. They shall call on My name, and I will hear them. I will say: Thou art My people: and they shall say: The Lord is my God.”
  
I encourage every person who reads this document to copy it in its entirety, including the data that identifies the author, and forward a copy to every bishop and priest that you know who has either violated the Holy Thursday foot washing ritual or who has condoned it. This particular liturgical abuse is not getting better, it is getting worse (by my observations) each year. It is getting worse because we – the pew sitting Catholics – do nothing about it! 

37.
I have a record of everyone to whom I am sending or will send a copy of this report. Should a legitimate source authority show me concretely that I have erred in my reporting on this matter, I promise each reader that I will notify you of MY ERROR by the fastest means possible! As always, I ask my own bishop who is my official teacher of our faith to correct me in any area(s) where I have erred in my reporting.

"The truth is not determined by a majority vote" – Joseph Cardinal Ratzinger (Benedict XVI)

For each member of the clergy who may read this report, you and your ministry are in my prayers. I thank each of you for accepting your ordination. No priests – no Eucharist!

This report prepared on April 29, 2012 by Ronald Smith, 11701 Maplewood Road, Chardon, Ohio 44024-8482, E-mail: hfministry@roadrunner.com. Readers may copy and distribute this report as desired to anyone as long as the content is not altered and it is copied in its entirety. In this little ministry I do free Catholic and occult related research and answer your questions. Questions are answered in this format with detailed footnotes on all quotes. If you have a question(s), please submit it to this landmail or e-mail address. Answers are usually forthcoming within one week. PLEASE NOTIFY ME OF ANY ERRORS THAT YOU MAY OBSERVE! 
� Code of Canon Law, ISBN: 0-943616-20-4, (1983), Canon Law Society of America, Washington, D.C., Canon 846, P. 321


� Inaestimabile Donum, (April 7, 1980), Sacred Congregation for the Sacraments and Divine Worship, The Vatican, P.1 (electronic version)


� New American Bible – The Catholic Bible, ISBN: 0-19-528405-4, (1995), Oxford University Press, Inc., New York, N.Y., Mt. 16:18-19, P.P. 35-36


� The Splendor of Truth – Veritatis Splendor, ISBN. 0-8198-6964-3, (08/06/1993), Encyclical Letter of Pope John Paul II, St. Paul Books & Media, Boston, MA., Paragraph 20, P. 33


� The Sacramentary, (1985), Catholic Book Publishing Co., New York, N.Y., P. 136


� The New American Bible – St. Joseph’s Edition, (1987), Catholic Book Publishing Co., New York, N.Y. John 13:12-15, P. 167


� Zenit Internet News Agency, (March 28, 2006), answer to a Q on the foot washing ritual by Rev. Fr. Edward McNamara, Professor of Liturgy, Regina Apostolorum University, Rome, Italy, P.1


� Preparing and Celebrating the Paschal Feast, (January 16, 1988), Congregation for the Sacraments and Divine Worship, The Vatican


� The Faith of Our Fathers, (1876 – reprinted 1980), James Cardinal Gibbons – Archbishop of Baltimore, John J. Crawley & Co., Inc., Union City, N.J. P. 5


� Inaestimabile Donum, (April 7, 1980), Sacred Congregation for the Sacraments and Divine Worship, The Vatican, P.6 (electronic version)


� Redemptionis Sacramentum, ISBN: 1-57455-619-3, (May 2004), U.S. Conference of Catholic Bishops, Washington, D.C. Paragraph 19, P. 12


� Redemptionis Sacramentum, ISBN: 1-57455-619-3, (May 2004), U.S. Conference of Catholic Bishops, Washington, D.C. Paragraph 22, P.P. 13-14


� Redemptionis Sacramentum, ISBN: 1-57455-619-3, (May 2004), U.S. Conference of Catholic Bishops, Washington, D.C. Paragraph 23, P.P. 14-15


� Redemptionis Sacramentum, ISBN: 1-57455-619-3, (May 2004), U.S. Conference of Catholic Bishops, Washington, D.C. Paragraph 24, P. 15


� Ceremonial of Bishops, ISBN: 0-8146-1818-9, (1989), The Liturgical Press, Collegeville, MN., Paragraph 528, P. 160


� The Splendor of Truth – Veritatis Splendor, ISBN. 0-8198-6964-3, (08/06/1993), Encyclical Letter of Pope John Paul II, St. Paul Books & Media, Boston, MA., Paragraph 20, P. 33


� Instruction On The Eucharist – Redemptionis Sacramentum, ISBN: 1-57455-619-3, (May 2004), U.S. Conference of Catholic Bishops, Washington, D.C., Section 184, P. 82


� The Sixteen Documents of Vatican II – Constitution on the Sacred Liturgy, (1967), Daughters of St. Paul, Boston, MA., Paragraph 22, P. 24


� Code of Canon Law, ISBN: 0-943616-20-4, (1983), Canon Law Society of America, Washington, DC., Canon 846, P. 321


� Inaestimabile Donum, ISBN: 0-8198-3641-9, (04/30/80), Daughters of St. Paul, Boston, MA., Foreword, P.P. 4-5


� Inaestimabile Donum, ISBN: 0-8198-3641-9, (04/30/80), Daughters of St. Paul, Boston, MA., Foreword, P. 4


� The Sacramentary, (1985), Catholic Book Publishing Co., New York, NY., P. 136


� Preparing and Celebrating the Paschal Feasts, (01/16/88), Congregation for the Sacraments and Divine Worship


� The Faith of Our Fathers, (1876 – reprinted 1980), James Cardinal Gibbons – Archbishop of Baltimore, John J, Crawley & Co., Inc., Union City, NJ. P. 5


� The New American Bible – St. Joseph’s Edition, (1987), Catholic Book Publishing Co., New York, NY., John 13:12-15, P. 167


� The New American Bible – St. Joseph’s Edition, (1987), Catholic Book Publishing Co., New York, NY., John 13, P. 166


� The Catholic Answer Book, (1990), Rev. Fr. Peter M.J. Stravinskas, Ph. D, Our Sunday Visitor, Huntington, IN., P. 114


� The Catholic Answer Book 3, ISBN: 0-87973-933-9, (1998), Rev. Fr. Peter M.J. Stravinskas, Ph. D, Our Sunday Visitor, Huntington, IN., P. 47


� Dominicae Cenae – On The Mystery And Worship Of The Eucharist, (02/24/80), His Holiness Pope John Paul II, electronic text version, P. 33


� Redemptionis Sacramentum, ISBN: 1-57455-619-3, (May 2004), U.S. Conference of Catholic Bishops, Washington, DC., Paragraph 19, P. 12


� Redemptionis Sacramentum, ISBN: 1-57455-619-3, (May 2004), U.S. Conference of Catholic Bishops, Washington, DC., Paragraph 22, P.P. 13-14


� Redemptionis Sacramentum, ISBN: 1-57455-619-3, (May 2004), U.S. Conference of Catholic Bishops, Washington, DC., Paragraph 23, P.P. 14-15


� Redemptionis Sacramentum, ISBN: 1-57455-619-3, (May 2004), U.S. Conference of Catholic Bishops, Washington, DC., Paragraph 24, P. 15


� Ceremonial of Bishops, ISBN: 0-8146-1818-9, (1989), The Liturgical Press, Collegeville, MN., Paragraph 528, P. 160


� Code of Canon Law, ISBN: 0-943616-20-4, (1983), Canon Law Society of America, Washington, D.C., Canon 24, P. 9


� The Sacramentary, (1985), Catholic Book Publishing Co., New York, NY., P. 136


� Code of Canon Law, ISBN: 0-943616-20-4, (1983), Canon Law Society of America, Washington, DC., Canon 846, P. 321


� Inaestimabile Donum, ISBN: 0-8198-3641-9, (04/30/80), Daughters of St. Paul, Boston, MA., Foreword, P.P. 4-5


� Inaestimabile Donum, ISBN: 0-8198-3641-9, (04/30/80), Daughters of St. Paul, Boston, MA., Foreword, P. 4


� The Catholic Answer Book, (1990), Rev. Fr. Peter M.J. Stravinskas, Ph. D, Our Sunday Visitor, Huntington, IN., P. 114


� The Catholic Answer Book 3, ISBN: 0-87973-933-9, (1998), Rev. Fr. Peter M.J. Stravinskas, Ph. D, Our Sunday Visitor, Huntington, IN., P. 47


� Dominicae Cenae – On The Mystery And Worship Of The Eucharist, (02/24/80), His Holiness Pope John Paul II, electronic text version, P. 33


� The Sixteen Documents of Vatican II – Constitution on the Sacred Liturgy, (1967), Daughters of St. Paul, Boston, MA., Paragraph 22, P. 24


� Preparing and Celebrating the Paschal Feasts, (01/16/88), Congregation for the Sacraments and Divine Worship


� New St. Joseph Daily Missal and Hymnal, (1966), Nihil Obstat & Imprimatur, Catholic Book Publishing Co., New York, N.Y., P. 336





� The Holy Bible – Douay Rheims Version, (first pub. New Testament in 1582 & Old Testament in 1609, 1899 reprinted 1971), Imprimatur, Tan Books & Publishers, Inc., Rockford, IL., St. John 8:32, P. 115


� Preparing and Celebrating the Paschal Feast, (01-16-1988), Congregation for the Sacraments and Divine Worship, The Vatican


� Faith of Our Fathers, (1876 reprinted 1980), James Cardinal Gibbons – Archbishop of Baltimore, John J. Crawley & Co., Union City, N.J., P. 5


� Redemptionis Sacramentum, ISBN. 1-57455-619-3, (May 2004), U.S. Conference of Catholic Bishops, Washington, D.C., P.P. 14-15


� Redemptionis Sacramentum, ISBN. 1-57455-619-3, (May 2004), U.S. Conference of Catholic Bishops, Washington, D.C., P. 15


� Faith of Our Fathers, (1876 reprinted 1980), James Cardinal Gibbons – Archbishop of Baltimore, John J. Crawley & Co., Union City, N.J., P. 4


� Catholic Dictionary, ISBN. 978-0-87973-390-2, (1993, 2002), Editor – Rev. Fr. Peter M.J. Stravinskas, Ph. D, S.T.D., Our Sunday Visitor, Inc., Huntington, IN., P. 375


� Catholic Dictionary, ISBN. 978-0-87973-390-2, (1993, 2002), Editor – Rev. Fr. Peter M.J. Stravinskas, Ph. D, S.T.D., Our Sunday Visitor, Inc., Huntington, IN., P. 685


� Our Sunday Visitor’s Catholic Encyclopedia, ISBN: 0-87973-669-0, (1998), Rev. Fr. Peter Stravinskas, Ph. D., S.T.D., - Editor, Our Sunday Visitor, Huntington, IN., P. 901


� Our Sunday Visitor’s Catholic Encyclopedia, ISBN: 0-87973-669-0, (1998), Rev. Fr. Peter Stravinskas, Ph. D., S.T.D., - Editor, Our Sunday Visitor, Huntington, IN., P. 925


� (840) Webpage on Holy Thursday Mandatum, (2012) U.S. Conference of Catholic Bishops, Washington, D.C., P. 1


� This Is The Faith, ISBN. 0-89555-642-1, (2002), Nihil Obstat & Imprimatur, Canon Francis Ripley, Tan Books & Publishers, Inc., Rockford, Il., P. 151


� This Is The Faith, ISBN. 0-89555-642-1, (2002), Nihil Obstat & Imprimatur, Canon Francis Ripley, Tan Books & Publishers, Inc., Rockford, Il., P.P. 152-153


� (838) Apostolos Suos – On the Theological and Juridical Nature of Episcopal Conferences, (05/21/1998), Pope John Paul II, The Vatican, Section 9, P. 5


� (838) Apostolos Suos – On the Theological and Juridical Nature of Episcopal Conferences, (05/21/1998), Pope John Paul II, The Vatican, Section 11, P. 6


� (838) Apostolos Suos – On the Theological and Juridical Nature of Episcopal Conferences, (05/21/1998), Pope John Paul II, The Vatican, Section 19, P. 10


� Code of Canon Law, ISBN. 0-943616-29-4,  (1983), Canon Law Society of America, Washington, D.C., Canon 455, P.P. 171, 173


� E-mail to Ronald Smith � HYPERLINK "mailto:hfministry@roadrunner.com" ��hfministry@roadrunner.com�, 02/14/2012 – 1:24 P.M., Subject: Holy Thursday Foot Washing Rite, by Fr. Dan Merz, Associate Director, Secretariat of Divine Worship, USCCB, P. 1


� (838) Apostolos Suos – On the Theological and Juridical Nature of Episcopal Conferences, (05/21/1998), Pope John Paul II, The Vatican, Section 1, P. 1


� (838) Apostolos Suos – On the Theological and Juridical Nature of Episcopal Conferences, (05/21/1998), Pope John Paul II, The Vatican, Section 1,Section 2, P. 1


� (838) Apostolos Suos – On the Theological and Juridical Nature of Episcopal Conferences, (05/21/1998), Pope John Paul II, The Vatican, P.P.  1-2


� E-mail to Ronald Smith � HYPERLINK "mailto:hfministry@roadrunner.com" ��hfministry@roadrunner.com�, 02/14/2012 – 1:24 P.M., Subject: Holy Thursday Foot Washing Rite, by Fr. Dan Merz, Associate Director, Secretariat of Divine Worship, USCCB, P. 1


� The Holy Bible – Douay Rheims Version, (first pub. New Testament in 1582 & Old Testament in 1609, 1899 reprinted 1971), Imprimatur, Tan Books & Publishers, Inc., Rockford, IL., St. Matthew 16:18-19, P.P. 22-23


� Quotation of St. Jerome from letter 15, (circa 396), P. 1


� The Holy Bible – Douay Rheims Version, (first pub. New Testament in 1582 & Old Testament in 1609, 1899 reprinted 1971), Imprimatur, Tan Books & Publishers, Inc., Rockford, IL., Isaias 22:22, P. 778


� The Holy Bible – Douay Rheims Version, (first pub. New Testament in 1582 & Old Testament in 1609, 1899 reprinted 1971), Imprimatur, Tan Books & Publishers, Inc., Rockford, IL., St. Matthew 7:24-25, P. 10


� Quotation of Ambrose of Milan, (circa A.D. 389)


� (833) Transcript of the 03/30/2012 Episode of The Vortex, Fighting Over the Feet by Michael Voris, Real Catholic TV, Ferndale, MI., P. 1


� (833) Transcript of the 03/30/2012 Episode of The Vortex, Fighting Over the Feet by Michael Voris, Real Catholic TV, Ferndale, MI., P. 2


� The Sixteen Documents of Vatican II, (1967), Daughters of St. Paul, Boston, MA., Constitution on the Sacred Liturgy, Section 22.3, P. 24


� (B.7) Inaestimabile Donum – Instruction Concerning Worship of the Eucharistic Mystery, ISBN. 0-8198-3641-9, (04/17/1980), Pope John Paul II, The Vatican, P. 4


� (23) Instruction on Certain Questions Regarding the Collaboration of the Non-ordained Faithful in the Sacred Ministry of Priest, (08/13/1997) written by numerous Vatican dicasteries, approved by Pope John Paul II, P. 12


� (23) Instruction on Certain Questions Regarding the Collaboration of the Non-ordained Faithful in the Sacred Ministry of Priest, (08/13/1997) written by numerous Vatican dicasteries, approved by Pope John Paul II, P. 16


� The Holy Bible – Douay Rheims Version, (first pub. New Testament in 1582 & Old Testament in 1609, 1899 reprinted 1971), Imprimatur, Tan Books & Publishers, Inc., Rockford, IL., St. Luke 10:16, P. 81


� The Holy Bible – Douay Rheims Version, (first pub. New Testament in 1582 & Old Testament in 1609, 1899 reprinted 1971), Imprimatur, Tan Books & Publishers, Inc., Rockford, IL., Jeremias 23:1-4, P.P. 839-840


� The Holy Bible – Douay Rheims Version, (first pub. New Testament in 1582 & Old Testament in 1609, 1899 reprinted 1971), Imprimatur, Tan Books & Publishers, Inc., Rockford, IL., Zacharias 13:8-9, P. 1021





MARCH 17, 2103 UPDATE: MY CORRESPONDENCE WITH FR. SUBHASH ANAND, A PRIEST WHO FAVOURS WOMEN’S ORDINATION, AND WITH JYOTI SAHI, A DISCIPLE OF NEW AGER AND CATHOLIC ASHRAMS LEADER, THE LATE FR. BEDE GRIFFITHS, OSB AND THEIR MAILING LIST





It all started with this letter that I received from Fr. Subhash Anand:


From: � HYPERLINK "mailto:43subhash@gmail.com" \o "43subhash@gmail.com" �Subhash Anand� To: Cc: Sent: Friday, March 15, 2013 2:08 PM Subject: a


Dear friend, 


When he was a cardinal, the new Pope washed the feet of women. You can download a photo from �� HYPERLINK "http://www.google.co.in/imgres?imgurl=http://www.thetimes.co.uk/tto/multimedia/archive/00394/123849019_Bergoglio_394223c.jpg&imgrefurl=http://www.thetimes.co.uk/tto/faith/article3713070.ece?CMP%3DOTH-gnws-standard-2013_03_13&h=413&w=620&sz=51&tbnid=bGZdB1d56bWOrM:&tbnh=91&tbnw=136&zoom=1&usg=__nSNvyH7yX7yYgwyp2_x_gO6TDzw=&docid=TLh92eYaFxLBaM&hl=en&sa=X&ei=KQ9CUYGjIMnjrAfFp4HABA&sqi=2&ved=0CFQQ9QEwBQ&dur=144" \t "_blank" �http://www.google.co.in/imgres?imgurl=http://www.thetimes.co.uk/tto/multimedia/archive/00394/123849019_Bergoglio_394223c.jpg&imgrefurl=http://www.thetimes.co.uk/tto/faith/article3713070.ece?CMP%3DOTH-gnws-standard-2013_03_13&h=413&w=620&sz=51&tbnid=bGZdB1d56bWOrM:&tbnh=91&tbnw=136&zoom=1&usg=__nSNvyH7yX7yYgwyp2_x_gO6TDzw=&docid=TLh92eYaFxLBaM&hl=en&sa=X&ei=KQ9CUYGjIMnjrAfFp4HABA&sqi=2&ved=0CFQQ9QEwBQ&dur=144��Can we slowly move towards a more inclusively celebration of the Maundy Thursday Liturgy in our own parishes and dioceses? Subhash


2 attachments — � HYPERLINK "http://mail.google.com/mail/?ui=2&ik=3a85e9d7b7&view=att&th=13d6d0d741d40472&disp=zip" \t "_blank" �Download all attachments�  � HYPERLINK "http://mail.google.com/mail/?ui=2&ik=3a85e9d7b7&view=att&th=13d6d0d741d40472&disp=imgs" \t "_blank" �View all images�





I responded to Fr. Subhash Anand and copied that letter to around 300 people on his mailing list


From: � HYPERLINK "mailto:michaelprabhu@vsnl.net" \o "michaelprabhu@vsnl.net" �Michael Prabhu� To: � HYPERLINK "mailto:43subhash@gmail.com" \o "43subhash@gmail.com" �Subhash Anand� Sent: Saturday, March 16, 2013 3:30 PM BCC: SOME


Subject: INCLUSIVE CELEBRATION ON MAUNDY THURSDAY


Dear Fr Subhash,


If by your question "Can we slowly move towards a more inclusively celebration of the Maundy Thursday Liturgy in our own parishes and dioceses?" you mean "Why don't priests start to wash the feet of women during the liturgical service on Maundy Thursday?", my answer is a firm "NO".


See the document


WASHING THE FEET OF WOMEN ON HOLY THURSDAY 


� HYPERLINK "http://ephesians-511.net/docs/WASHING_THE_FEET_OF_WOMEN_ON_HOLY_THURSDAY.doc" �http://ephesians-511.net/docs/WASHING_THE_FEET_OF_WOMEN_ON_HOLY_THURSDAY.doc�


With regards,


Michael Prabhu � HYPERLINK "mailto:michaelprabhu@vsnl.net" �michaelprabhu@vsnl.net�





From: � HYPERLINK "mailto:michaelprabhu@vsnl.net" \o "michaelprabhu@vsnl.net" �Michael Prabhu� To: � HYPERLINK "mailto:michaelprabhu@vsnl.net" \o "michaelprabhu@vsnl.net" �Michael Prabhu� Sent: Saturday, March 16, 2013 3:36 PM… onwards


BCC: AROUND 300 PEOPLE ON FR. SUBHASH ANAND’S MAILING LIST


Subject: FR. SUBHASH ANAND: "INCLUSIVE CELEBRATION" ON MAUNDY THURSDAY…





Fr. Subhash Anand’s response; I answer him; he replies, I write back


From: � HYPERLINK "mailto:43subhash@gmail.com" �43subhash@gmail.com� To: � HYPERLINK "mailto:michaelprabhu@vsnl.net" �michaelprabhu@vsnl.net� Sent: Saturday, March 16, 2013 7:24 PM Subject: Re: INCLUSIVE CELEBRATION ON MAUNDY THURSDAY


Dear Michael,�If you examine thoroughly documents from the Vatican in history, you will find many that at one time were THE TRUTH only to be rejected subsequently. We do not go by documents, but by reason, meaning and salvific significance.


From: � HYPERLINK "mailto:michaelprabhu@vsnl.net" \o "michaelprabhu@vsnl.net" �Michael Prabhu� To: � HYPERLINK "mailto:43subhash@gmail.com" \o "43subhash@gmail.com" �Subhash Anand� Sent: Saturday, March 16, 2013 10:28 PM


Subject: Re: INCLUSIVE CELEBRATION ON MAUNDY THURSDAY


Dear Fr. Subhash,


I believe that you are a theologian, but your response confuses me. 


1. There is no "Document" on this liturgical rite. You must know that. I used the small case 'd', referring to the document for which I had given the title and link in my email. It appears that you did not open and look at it before replying to me.


2. When you say, "We do not go by documents, but by reason", what happens to law, secular or church, when individuals begin to "reason" out their choices and decisions?


The Church, from time to time, issues Documents, encyclicals, motu proprios and so on, developing its teachings for the times we live in. Traditions may change, but they do so lawfully and not as per individuals' reasonings. I do not say that in the context of the washing of women's feet on Maundy Thursday but in the general context of things.


Coming specifically to the foot-washing issue, the Church may one day permit it, even encourage it. But that day is not yet here.


3. Your response appears to hint at your sympathy with women's ordination activists.


That lobby's arguments that women at one time in New Testament history were priests or deacons are debatable. 


With regards, Michael Prabhu


From: � HYPERLINK "mailto:43subhash@gmail.com" �43subhash@gmail.com� To: � HYPERLINK "mailto:michaelprabhu@vsnl.net" �michaelprabhu@vsnl.net� Sent: Sunday, March 17, 2013 5:00 AM


Subject: Re: INCLUSIVE CELEBRATION ON MAUNDY THURSDAY


Dear Michael,�You are right.�1. You are right I did not read the document, I just glanced at it. There are too many things people send me.�2. You are right we need some rules and regulations, but these must be changed to suit the needs of the times. In the early society it was wrong to take interest on loans. Not so today. We cannot run banks on the old rules. The greatest rule however is the Sabbath is for man.�3. You are right, I am for the ordination of women, and I dream of the day when we will have a woman pope.�4. I hope you have seen the letter of Jyoti Sahi of which he sent you a copy.


From: � HYPERLINK "mailto:michaelprabhu@vsnl.net" �michaelprabhu@vsnl.net� To: � HYPERLINK "mailto:43subhash@gmail.com" �43subhash@gmail.com� Sent: Sunday, March 17, 2013 2:51 PM


Subject: Re: INCLUSIVE CELEBRATION ON MAUNDY THURSDAY


Dear Fr. Subhash, I thank you for your lucid response.�I may not agree with you on your theological perspectives, but I cannot deny that you are honest, and a gentleman.�I have received Jyoti Sahi's letter and shall respond to him under copy to you. Regards, Michael


From: � HYPERLINK "mailto:43subhash@gmail.com" �43subhash@gmail.com� To: � HYPERLINK "mailto:michaelprabhu@vsnl.net" �michaelprabhu@vsnl.net� Sent: Sunday, March 17, 2013 2:55 PM


Subject: Re: INCLUSIVE CELEBRATION ON MAUNDY THURSDAY


God bless you and me.





The correspondence with Jyoti Sahi of Bangalore who was one of the around 300 people on Fr. Subhash Anand’s mailing list to whom I copied my response to Fr. Anand’s letter of March 16


From: � HYPERLINK "mailto:jyoti.inscape@gmail.com" \o "jyoti.inscape@gmail.com" �Jyoti Sahi� To: � HYPERLINK "mailto:michaelprabhu@vsnl.net" \o "michaelprabhu@vsnl.net" �Michael Prabhu� ; � HYPERLINK "mailto:43subhash@gmail.com" \o "43subhash@gmail.com" �Subhash Udaipur� ; � HYPERLINK "mailto:tomsyche@gmail.com" \o "tomsyche@gmail.com" �tomsyche@gmail.com� ; � HYPERLINK "mailto:eric.lott@tiscali.co.uk" \o "eric.lott@tiscali.co.uk" �Eric Lott� 


Sent: Saturday, March 16, 2013 10:36 PM


Subject: Re: FR. SUBHASH ANAND: "INCLUSIVE CELEBRATION" ON MAUNDY THURSDAY


Dear Subhash, 


I have looked at the above word document which Michael Prabhu has made available for our consideration. It is quite unbelievable!!!! I know that Cardinal Martini, just before he died made an interview in which he said that the Church was 200 years behind the times, but this shows that this estimate is very conservative. Five hundred years probably would be more accurate. And then people wonder why so many are leaving the Church in Europe and North America!!! The frightening thing is that those who will remain "Faithful" will be this type who sticks to "rubrics" and "laws of the Church" (made probably a thousand years ago) as part of the Holy Tradition. What can one say? I am just left speechless.


However, on a more personal note, I would like to share with you the work of Indian artists on this theme of "Washing the Feet". The artist Frank Wesley (whose father was a notable musician in the Lucknow gharana, and became a Christian) studied art in the Lucknow School of Art under the well known painter of the Bengal School, called Bireswar Sen.  Frank told me that when he had joined the class of Bireswar Sen as a young art student, Bireswar noted that he was a Christian (with a name like that), and so suggested that he could take a Christian theme for his painting. He suggested that the image of Jesus washing the feet of his disciple was very impressive for an Indian, because generally in India it is the disciple who washes the feet of the Guru (as in the case of Mary of Magdala washing the feet of Jesus) but not the other way around.


This interested me especially because at a very significant moment in the life of my own grandfather, who was a devout disciple of the Radha Swami Sect, he washed the feet of his Guru in front of all his children (my own Father was present) and then drank the water in which the feet of the Guru had been bathed, because he believed it had a sacramental quality.  


This incident made a deep and lasting impression on the mind of my Father, who was about 14 years old at the time. I mention this because in the "Oriental Christ" written by the Hindu (Brahmo) P.C. Mazoomdar in the 1880's this act of washing as described in the Gospels, was considered an example of the Oriental tradition which people in the West, who do not appreciate what it is like to walk about in the hot sun in dusty roads, would not be able to understand as a significance cultural gesture.


Certainly, having just visited both Jerusalem and Varanasi in the last few months, I can see how there is much in common between the culture of a place like Jerusalem and the holy city of India -- a similarity which has nothing in common with Rome (which I have also visited).


When I was working on Adivasi traditions, and was asked to go to Chotanagpur, I was interested to find that washing the feet has a meaning of "welcoming". In this connection, coming back to this obsession with rubrics, what is surely the basis of the relation between Gospel and culture is the light that interpretation plays in understanding a ritual action. It is not just laws (laid down often by people in Rome) that carry the meaning, but the spirit that underlies the letter, and which needs to be constantly re-interpreted in the light of different landscapes, and different cultural traditions. Rubrics like the ones listed over pages and pages of the document that has been sent to us on the theme of washing the feet at the Maundy Thursday, are dead unless they have a meaning; and that meaning can only be found when these gestures are inserted into the context of different cultural traditions. Certainly what is understood in the USA is no indication as to what such a sacramental gesture might mean in South America, Africa or Asia (where the majority of Christians are now to be found.)


In our own context, we may ask what feet symbolize, for example in the religious traditions of Hindu, Buddhist and Jaina traditions, where the mark of the feet is often shown as representing the "Presence" of a Spiritual Being. "Take off your shoes, for this place is Holy" is another culturally embedded idea which we find in the narrative of the Burning Bush, but when turned into rubric becomes meaningless in the West, and a cause of contention here in India where the suggestion that Christians should, like fellow Hindus, Muslims, Jains and Buddhists, take off their shoes and go bear [sic] footed into a holy place, gave rise to a  controversy among traditional Christians who argued that because it was not done in Rome, it should not be done in India either. If by being a Christian who is "Faithful to the laws of the Church" we mean no changes in the rubric are allowed, then we will be bogged down in an empty kind of ritualism which I believe Jesus was himself struggling against.


Well, I better stop now before I tread on too many corns.


Warm Greetings,


Jyoti


Ps. Interesting that our new Pope Francis was also caught in the act of washing the feet of a woman!!! ** Hope this will not discredit him in the eyes of those traditional Catholics who do not want to deviate from what is "the Customs of the Holy Catholic Church."


From: � HYPERLINK "mailto:43subhash@gmail.com" �43subhash@gmail.com� To: � HYPERLINK "mailto:jyoti.inscape@gmail.com" �jyoti.inscape@gmail.com� Cc: � HYPERLINK "mailto:michaelprabhu@vsnl.net" �michaelprabhu@vsnl.net�; � HYPERLINK "mailto:tomsyche@gmail.com" \o "tomsyche@gmail.com" �tomsyche@gmail.com� ; � HYPERLINK "mailto:eric.lott@tiscali.co.uk" \o "eric.lott@tiscali.co.uk" �Eric Lott� Sent: Sunday, March 17, 2013 5:04 AM 


Subject: Re: FR. SUBHASH ANAND: "INCLUSIVE CELEBRATION" ON MAUNDY THURSDAY


Dear Jyoti,�Thank you for the beautiful sharing. I fully agree with what you wrote:�"I know that Cardinal Martini, just before he died made an interview in which he said that the Church was 200 years behind the times, but this shows that this estimate is very conservative. Five hundred years probably would be more accurate. And then people wonder why so many are leaving the Church in Europe and North America!!! The frightening thing is that those who will remain "Faithful" will be this type who sticks to "rubrics" and "laws of the Church" (made probably a thousand years ago) as part of the Holy Tradition."





From: � HYPERLINK "mailto:michaelprabhu@vsnl.net" \o "michaelprabhu@vsnl.net" �Michael Prabhu� To: � HYPERLINK "mailto:eric.lott@tiscali.co.uk" \o "eric.lott@tiscali.co.uk" �Eric Lott� ; � HYPERLINK "mailto:tomsyche@gmail.com" \o "tomsyche@gmail.com" �tomsyche@gmail.com� ; � HYPERLINK "mailto:43subhash@gmail.com" \o "43subhash@gmail.com" �Subhash Udaipur� ; � HYPERLINK "mailto:jyoti.inscape@gmail.com" \o "jyoti.inscape@gmail.com" �Jyoti Sahi� 


Sent: Sunday, March 17, 2013 3:54 PM


Subject: Re: FR. SUBHASH ANAND: "INCLUSIVE CELEBRATION" ON MAUNDY THURSDAY


Dear Jyoti Sahi, 


I had not intended to respond to your letter since it was addressed to Fr. Subhash Anand, but I send you herewith my brief rebuttal at the instance of the latter.


1. You are wrong about my being "five hundred years" behind the times.


I am two millennia behind the times as I remain faithful to what Jesus and His apostles and their disciples left us in the New Testament.


At the same time, I am very much in the present times as I hold to every word that the Magisterium teaches, which means that if Pope Francis or the Congregation for Divine Worship and the Discipline of the Sacraments change the rubrics from washing only the feet of "viri", which means "men", I will accept that though it might take getting used to.


2. The washing of the feet of women on Maundy Thursday is just one of the extremities of the proverbial camel that is trying to ease its entire body into the tent. 


Other extremities of the camel that are engaged in the same exercise are the ordination of women as deacons, the use of inclusive language in the liturgy, etc., etc. The camel itself is the feminist theologian and women priests’ movement. Washing the feet of women is therefore not seen by Catholics of my type in isolation. If achieved, it will mark a step forward to the ordination of women.


3. For a person who was "struck speechless" by my stand you certainly said a whole lot!


You seem to know a lot about other religions and incorporate it into your "Christian" art.


For Catholics like me, it is not Indianisation or inculturation but Hinduisation of the Catholic Faith. I have been following -- and writing -- about you for years. A friend of mine, a Ph. D. scholar from the Catholic University of America in the U.S. visited your ashram recently after attending the Conference "Revisiting Vatican II: 50 Years of Renewal" hosted by Dharmaram Vidya Kshetram and Christ University. 


Instead of my entering into a open-ended debate with you, you may visit my site and read my report 


CATHOLIC ASHRAMS � HYPERLINK "http://ephesians-511.net/docs/CATHOLIC_ASHRAMS.doc" �http://ephesians-511.net/docs/CATHOLIC_ASHRAMS.doc�, the summary of which is also available in French and Spanish, since I am of the opinion that Rome should investigate and put an end to its [the Catholic Ashrams movement’s] rather unproductive -- currently, of course -- existence. 


4. It was only yesterday that Pope Francis spoke of, "events in the Church's history while keeping in mind the most just perspective in which they must be read, that of faith. Historical events almost always require a complex reading that, at times, can also include the dimension of faith." In fact, not withstanding your criticising me and my kind of Catholics, I find that it is YOU who are more focused on rituals and ritualism when you pursue issues like this. Catholics like me are apologists and evangelizers. We often end up leading people to baptism and vocations in the Church, not in offering them a relativised, pluralized, syncretised parody of the Catholic Faith.


5. Pope Francis might yet surprise us all. Pope Benedict XVI's conservatism grew with his age. I voice the hope of many Catholics that Pope Francis will also be bitten by the conservative bug and roll back many of the liberal trends and so-called progress that some elements extracted out of Vatican II. If I recall, Benedict XVI once said something about his preferring a smaller, effective Church rather than a large secularised one in which each individual does his own thing*. LOOK FOR THE * ON THE FOLLOWING 15 PAGES -MICHAEL


6. There is no point in our corresponding further with each other, Mr. Sahi. You are at one end of the see-saw, the extreme left, and so far removed from its fulcrum where I'm at, that to you I might appear to be at the other extreme, the extreme right. So, to end at where I commenced with point no. 1, I'm with Jesus and the New Testament Church as much as I am with Rome today, which is like one and the same thing. It’s a "no corn" area [one’s feet don’t develop corns because there’s only one set of footprints, Jesus'].


God bless you, Michael Prabhu





Jyoti Sahi, born in Pune in 1944 of a British Unitarian mother and a Hindu father from the Punjab, was baptized into the Church of Scotland. He married Jane Sadler [a British Quaker who had come to India to study Gandhian Ashrams] in Saccidananda Ashram, Shantivanam, which was founded by Swami Abhishiktananda and later taken over by Fr. Bede Griffiths. 


He is an artist who is heavily influenced by New Age and other heresies from his long-standing relationship with Fr. Bede Griffiths [click on the CATHOLIC ASHRAMS link provided above]. His "Christian" art work, widely acclaimed by inculturationists, is syncretistic. 


In 1970, he commenced work at the National Biblical, Catechetical and Liturgical Centre (N.B.C.L.C.) in Bangalore, which had been started in 1968 by the Catholic Bishops Conference of India {C.B.C.I.) to implement ideas about 'inculturation' of the Church in India. The NBCLC is the source of the Indian Rite Mass that has brought about the virtual destruction of the Roman liturgy in the name of 'inculturation'. [See a number of related reports at this ministry’s web site]. Jyoti Sahi’s role in it cannot be minimalized. He has been crawling into the art work of the Indian Catholic Church for over four decades, but much of his art is not visually recognizable as Christian what with his Christ easily being confused with Hindu deities and Jesus either in a yoga posture or conveying his messages using mudras. Among many jobs entrusted to him in Catholic institutions, he was responsible for the art work for the Cathedral in Varanasi diocese. 


He lives at his Art Ashram in Silvepura village, North Bangalore.


I possess a couple of his books and I could reproduce a bit of stuff -- including images -- here to showcase the paganised art that he insists on calling Christian, but I decided that it is not worth my time and effort since this man is apparently not even a baptized Catholic [though it wouldn’t matter to him in the least that he isn’t]. Yet, such are the people who deliver homilies such as the one on the Washing of the Feet to orthodox Catholics!


Eric Lott, to whom Sahi marked a copy, is a pastor ordained in the Church of South India.


Cardinal Carlo Maria Martini, Archbishop of Milan, was a Jesuit liberal who died in August 2012.


In 2008, he criticised the Church's prohibition of birth control, saying the stance had likely driven many faithful away, and publicly stated in 2006 that condoms could "in some situations, be a lesser evil". In the last interview that he gave before his death, he reportedly criticized the Church as being "200 years behind the times" as Jyoti Sahi stated.


However, I have this Catholic article -- written by a priest -- that must be considered:





Don’t believe what you’ve read about Cardinal Martini’s last interview


� HYPERLINK "http://www.catholicherald.co.uk/commentandblogs/2012/09/04/dont-believe-what-youve-read-about-cardinal-martinis-last-interview/" ��http://www.catholicherald.co.uk/commentandblogs/2012/09/04/dont-believe-what-youve-read-about-cardinal-martinis-last-interview/�  


The cardinal was calling for a religious revival, not for the abolition of unpopular Church teachings


By � HYPERLINK "http://www.catholicherald.co.uk/author/fr-alexander-lucie-smith/" \o "Posts by Fr Alexander Lucie-Smith" �Fr Alexander Lucie-Smith�, September 4, 2012


I have just been reading the Cardinal Martini interview in the original Italian. You can find it � HYPERLINK "http://www.corriere.it/cronache/12_settembre_02/le-parole-ultima-intervista_cdb2993e-f50b-11e1-9f30-3ee01883d8dd.shtml" �here�. There are various English reports on the web about the substance of the interview, but all of them seem to focus on the headline-grabbing nature of the cardinal’s words, particularly his assertion that the Church is 200 years behind the times. But they miss what to me is the nub of what the cardinal has to say.


The cardinal starts off by lamenting the fact that churches and religious houses are empty. Well, we are all agreed on that – no one agrees more than Benedict XVI. This is not a good state of affairs. The cardinal then goes on to suggest three things that need to be done, and here too there is nothing particularly exceptional in what he has to say: we need to reform our sexual teaching, return to the Bible and return to the sacraments. The first of these may seem radical, but there is general agreement on this too. The sexual teaching of the Church is not getting across to the faithful, let alone to the population at large. It needs reform; but please let us remember that reform is not to be confused with abolition. Reform means a return to the roots, a reformulation of the eternal verities in a new and compelling way.


The cardinal mentions the plight of the divorced and remarried. Again, this is a problem that all recognise. But I would say, from my own perspective, that the problem is far deeper than that. Many of the children I encounter pastorally are children not of divorced and remarried parents, but of parents who have never been married. And that is a rather different thing. It is not people getting divorced that is the fundamental problem. Rather, it is people not wanting to get married in the first place.


But here is what the cardinal says, which we all need to hear:


"Where are the individuals full of generosity like the Good Samaritan? That have faith like the Roman centurion? That are enthusiastic like John the Baptist? That dare something new like Paul? That are faithful like Mary of Magdala? I advise the Pope and bishops to look for twelve persons out of the usual run of people for management posts. Men that might be close to the very poorest and that might be surrounded by young people and who might try something new. We need comparison with men who are ardent in such a way so that the Spirit can be poured out everywhere."


But what does this mean? I think it is a call to a radical religious revival, and it reminds me of the key scene in Franco Zeffirelli’s � HYPERLINK "http://www.youtube.com/watch?v=oSCIPNYz0CQ" �Brother Sun, Sister Moon�, where St Francis arrives at the papal court in the Lateran Basilica to ask recognition for his order. A cardinal leans over to the Pope, whose magnificence contrasts so strongly with the humility and poverty of Francis, and says something along the lines of: "This is the man who will lead the common people back to God." 


To say that we need a new St Francis, or a new Don Bosco, or a new Francis de Sales, is to get to the heart of the problem. But – and it is a huge but – we do have such people in the Church already, people who have led us back to basics and who have initiated strong currents of renewal. 


As for the great ones of yesteryear, they are still with us, too. We need to rediscover our roots. The era of St Francis was a pretty dire one for the Church, but let us remember Pope Innocent III’s dream: he saw the Lateran Basilica, his cathedral, and the mother church of all churches in the world, tottering, and a little friar holding it up (� HYPERLINK "http://media.photobucket.com/image/lateran+basilica+pope%27s+dream+st+francis+/holymusic55/Saints/St%20Francis%20of%20Assisi/ThedreamofPopeInnocentshowingStFran.jpg" �as painted by Giotto�). My guess is that this was Cardinal Martini’s dream as well, as well as that of Benedict XVI, and indeed of all of us who long for the renewal of the Church. END





Read also:


200 years later, the Church still won’t capitulate to secularism


� HYPERLINK "http://www.catholicregister.org/columns/item/15030-200-years-later-the-church-still-won%E2%80%99t-capitulate-to-secularism" ��http://www.catholicregister.org/columns/item/15030-200-years-later-the-church-still-won%E2%80%99t-capitulate-to-secularism� 


By Dorothy Cummings McLean, September 5, 2012


The news that Cardinal Carlo Maria Martini, a former archbishop of Milan, has died has swept the secular media of the world. 


It would be touching that non-Catholics are taking so much notice of a retired archbishop, except that their focus is on Cardinal Martini’s supposed opposition to Catholic doctrine. It is alleged, among other things, that he advocated the use of condoms. This is not true, but it is obvious that the secular press wants us to believe, and perhaps itself believes, that it is true. 


Cardinal Martini was a leading Italian intellectual, a biblical scholar who also wrote books on the spiritual exercises of St. Ignatius of Loyola. Himself a Jesuit, Cardinal Martini was spoken of affectionately by Jesuits and students of Jesuits around the world. He was famous throughout Italy for his public conversations with other intellectuals, including novelist Umberto Eco. In the 1990s, the Corriere della Sera published the correspondence between Cardinal Martini and Eco as it unfolded, Eco writing as a curious unbeliever, and Cardinal Martini as a defender and teacher of Catholic doctrine. Their letters have been translated and published in a single volume called Belief or Nonbelief. 


Unfortunately, the admiration many Catholics held for Cardinal Martini, his defence of Catholic doctrines and his scholarship are at risk due to remarks he made to a fellow Jesuit shortly before he died. The comment the BBC — among other secular institutions not particularly sympathetic to the Roman Catholic Church — has seized upon is La Chiesa è rimansta indietro di 200 anni. The translation changes from paper to paper, but I think my teacher at Loretto Abbey would approve "The Church is 200 years behind."


If you wish to read Cardinal Martini’s final interview without the distorted lense of the secular media, it is available in the online Corriere della Sera. Hopefully there will soon be a good, scholarly account of Cardinal Martini’s life and work, so that his legacy is not forever clouded by the wishful thinking of a secular media ever on the hunt for a good "Cardinal bites Church" story. Meanwhile, I wish to say that although the Church, thank God, is not wedded to the spirit of our age, it is certainly not what it was 200 years ago. 


Two hundred years ago, 1812, the ecclesiastical structures of several Catholic states had been smashed by the aftermath of the French Revolution, and then controlled by Napoleon Bonaparte. The army of the anti-Catholic, revolutionary French army had invaded the Papal States in 1798 and taken Pius VI prisoner. The Pope was carted around Italy and finally imprisoned in France where he died in 1799. The French revolutionary elite hailed this as the death of the "last of the popes" and began hatching a plot to prevent the election of any other future popes. The body was left unburied for months. 


But the dying Pius VI had left instructions for a conclave, and those members of the College of Cardinals — penniless, terrorized, under pressure from opposed European political powers — who could, met in Venice in 1800 and elected a Benedictine monk. Pius VII was crowned with a papier-mâché version of the traditional (and now surplus) triple tiara, for the French had looted the original. 


The conclave was, because of the difficult circumstances of war-torn Europe, almost entirely Italian. The cardinals were, because of the social structures of 18th-century Europe, aristocrats. Pius VI himself was an Italian aristocrat and might have found it funny that 206 years later his successor would be the son of a Bavarian police officer.  


The spiritual role of the Church was still wedded to the temporal role of the Church, as ruler of the Papal States it eventually, if temporarily, reclaimed. The Church wheeled and dealed constantly with the great European powers. Pius VII spent the first 15 years of his pontificate struggling for the Church against Napoleon. He too was taken prisoner; in 1812 Pius VII was dragged, a very sick man, over the Alps into France.   


Given the affection we ordinary Catholics have for our popes, it seems strange that the popes of 200 years ago were so vulnerable to secular attack. But 200 years ago, ordinary Catholics didn’t think that much about their popes — let alone retired archbishops of Milan — who were, after all, very far away. Popes did not have international celebrity status until Pius IX. Imagine the outcry if John Paul II had been left unburied, or if the EU took Benedict XVI prisoner.


Given that the Church of 2012 is so different from that of 1812, Cardinal Martini’s remark about “200 years” seems careless and forgetful. 


Of course, the modern Church does remain like the Church of 1812 in several respects. One of them is her refusal to capitulate to secular forces that hate her. END


After reading those two Catholic articles, we understand which forces Jyoti Sahi is aligned with.





*Editorial: Is the Catholic Church in that Time of Purification that Ratzinger Predicted?


� HYPERLINK "http://www.lifesitenews.com/news/archive//ldn/2010/apr/10040711" ��http://www.lifesitenews.com/news/archive//ldn/2010/apr/10040711� EXTRACT


By John-Henry Westen, LifeSiteNews.com, April 7, 2010


The near-constant battering of the Catholic Church during the past month over the sexual abuse scandal has most Catholics reeling and much of the media in a feeding frenzy, seeing the scandals as an opportunity to bring down the archenemy of the sexual revolution. This latest cycle of the sexual abuse scandal is different from that which took place in Canada and Boston years ago. It involves new and disastrous revelations daily and from all over Europe and North America, with sustained coverage in the media.


For over 35 years Pope Benedict XVI has predicted a smaller, more faithful church. The 1970 book Glaube und Zukunft, based on five lectures by then-Fr. Joseph Ratzinger given in 1969 at radio stations in Baviera and Hessen, is the first recorded mentioning of this prediction.  


In those lectures the future pope said, "From today's crisis, a Church will emerge tomorrow that will have lost a great deal. She will be small and, to a large extent, will have to start from the beginning. She will no longer be able to fill many of the buildings created in her period of great splendour. Because of the smaller number of her followers, she will lose many of her privileges in society."


In discussing the matter with my colleagues the consensus is that this crisis is definitely part of that long-predicted purification. Unfortunately, however, it comes in a very confusing package.  It would be easier to see truth in an obvious conflict between good and evil: where, for instance, some in the church were advocating for abortion or at least 'choice,' versus those who maintained the defense of the sanctity of human life.  


But the murkiness of this crisis has the influence of evil written all over it. […] This crisis reminds me of Christ’s prophecy in Matthew 24:24 where he warns that times will come when 'even the elect' will be deceived. […] While the media is now focused on the Catholic Church, this is an attack on all Christianity and Christian morality. That is why Lutheran pastor John Stephenson � HYPERLINK "http://www.lifesitenews.com/ldn/2010/apr/10040608.html" �has come out �so strongly in defense of the pope. Will the church survive the crisis? Believing Catholics say that it will, since Christ promised (Matthew 16:18) that the gates of Hell would not overcome it. But, as the pope predicted, it will likely be a smaller and purer church. […]


Canadian Catholic author Michael O’Brien, a good friend of mine, spoke with me today about the crisis. Michael warns of where he sees things going from a spiritual vantage point. And while his is a stark vision, it remains hopeful. 


The famed author of the prophetic novel Father Elijah said: "It has been ever thus with the Church. Satan sifts us like wheat. In a generation (if we should be granted that much more time in history), the aging self-deceived liberalism of the Churches in the West will be gone, as dead wood that has dropped from the tree. At the same time, the internal rot that has disguised itself as orthodoxy will have been burned away by trial and tribulation, indeed by persecution."


Also see the Vatican Insider article on page 47*.


As I wrote to Jyoti Sahi: a purged, purified, pristine, smaller, faithful, orthodox, Holy Church!





**DID POPE FRANCIS WASH THE FEET OF A WOMAN ON MAUNDY THURSDAY WHEN HE WAS A CARDINAL, AS CLAIMED BY JYOTI SAHI AND ENDORSED BY FR. SUBHASH ANAND?


YES, HE DID!!!!! AND HERE’S THE PHOTOGRAPH AT 


� HYPERLINK "http://www.theglobeandmail.com/news/world/in-photos-from-argentine-cardinal-bergoglio-to-pope-francis-i/article9730817/?service=mobile" ��http://www.theglobeandmail.com/news/world/in-photos-from-argentine-cardinal-bergoglio-to-pope-francis-i/article9730817/?service=mobile� 





� INCLUDEPICTURE "http://www.theglobeandmail.com/news/world/article9730813.ece/BINARY/w620/pope-bergoglio-02.JPG" \* MERGEFORMATINET ���


OOPS! I FORGOT TO INCLUDE THE CAPTION!! SCROLL DOWN TO READ IT


THE CAPTION TO THE PHOTOGRAPH READS


The archbishop of Buenos Aires, Cardinal Jorge Bergoglio washes the feet of a unidentified woman on Holy Thursday at the Buenos Aires’ Sarda maternity hospital, March 24, 2005. 


The exact same photograph may be viewed at � HYPERLINK "http://world.time.com/2013/03/13/the-rise-of-pope-francis-jorge-mario-bergoglio/photo/file-photo-of-argentine-cardinal-bergoglio-washing-the-feet-of-a-woman-on-holy-thursday/" ��http://world.time.com/2013/03/13/the-rise-of-pope-francis-jorge-mario-bergoglio/photo/file-photo-of-argentine-cardinal-bergoglio-washing-the-feet-of-a-woman-on-holy-thursday/� and a number of other sites.





SO, DID POPE FRANCIS VIOLATE THE MAUNDY THURSDAY SERVICE RUBRICS WHEN HE WAS A CARDINAL?


NO, HE DIDN’T!!!!!





You see, Pope Francis [as Cardinal-Archbishop] washed the feet of the woman, and several other women, not at a Maundy Thursday liturgical service but during a pastoral visit – check out how he is vested – to a maternity hospital. Jyoti Sahi is an intelligent man, so it can safely be assumed that he intentionally suppressed that information. Fr. Subhash Anand is an honest man and he probably didn’t check it out – as with the Cardinal Martin matter – for himself before he endorsed Jyoti Sahi’s comments on my position.


I have received a number of emails from RadTrads [radical traditionalists] forwarding the same half-truths: Pope Francis had washed a woman’s feet! What else can be expected of them?


There are photographs of Cardinal Bergoglio washing and kissing the feet of AIDS patients at � HYPERLINK "http://www.washingtonpost.com/national/on-faith/why-we-love-pope-francis/2013/03/15/275a768c-8d7d-11e2-b63f-f53fb9f2fcb4_story.html" ��http://www.washingtonpost.com/national/on-faith/why-we-love-pope-francis/2013/03/15/275a768c-8d7d-11e2-b63f-f53fb9f2fcb4_story.html� and elsewhere. No one forwarded me those!





Letters continue to come in from others on Fr. Subhash Anand’s mailing list:


From: � HYPERLINK "mailto:louismenezes@gmail.com" \o "louismenezes@gmail.com" �Louis Menezes� To: � HYPERLINK "mailto:michaelprabhu@vsnl.net" \o "michaelprabhu@vsnl.net" �Michael Prabhu� Sent: Sunday, March 17, 2013 7:58 PM


Subject: Re: FR. SUBHASH ANAND: "INCLUSIVE CELEBRATION" ON MAUNDY THURSDAY


My wife and I attended a Maundy Thursday celebration in Seattle 2 years back where several groups, with jars, water, towels etc washed everyone’s feet. It was so inspiring. TN/India is still in the middle ages, I am afraid. Louis Menezes





From: � HYPERLINK "mailto:ljacobsd@gmail.com" \o "ljacobsd@gmail.com" �Jacob Punnen� To: � HYPERLINK "mailto:michaelprabhu@vsnl.net" \o "michaelprabhu@vsnl.net" �Michael Prabhu� Sent: Sunday, March 17, 2013 8:48 PM


Subject: Re: FR. SUBHASH ANAND: "INCLUSIVE CELEBRATION" ON MAUNDY THURSDAY


"So when He had washed their feet and put His garments back on and reclined at table again, He said to them, 'Do you realize what I have done for you? You call me teacher and master, and rightfully so, for indeed I am. If I, therefore, the master and teacher, have washed your feet, you ought to wash one another’s feet' (obvious reference to the twelve male apostles)." 


"Thus, the logical sense of the rubric requires the priest, representing Christ, washing the feet of a group of men taken from the assembly, symbolizing the apostles, in a clearly visible area."


If this interpretation is valid, the sacrament of mass instituted shortly afterwards is also for the benefit of the group of men taken from the assembly, symbolizing the apostles, in a clearly visible area. �Also, if He meant the apostles, how can you conclude that he was addressing the mascularity of the Apostles? If it is extended to non-Apostles, it must extend to all disciples. The procedure or clarification laid down from Vatican cannot claim the infallibility of a Pope or Pope-in-Council.�In our own life time, we have seen revisions ordered from Vatican in Liturgy, are we to believe that each revision is ordered by Holy Ghost or new discoveries in the Scriptures?�Let us hope that Vatican will issue new instructions, when they realize the true spirit of Vatican II.


Jacob [I believe that he is a priest –Michael]





From: � HYPERLINK "mailto:michaelprabhu@vsnl.net" \o "michaelprabhu@vsnl.net" �Michael Prabhu� To: � HYPERLINK "mailto:louismenezes@gmail.com" \o "louismenezes@gmail.com" �louismenezes@gmail.com� Sent: Sunday, March 17, 2013 11:34 PM


From: � HYPERLINK "mailto:michaelprabhu@vsnl.net" \o "michaelprabhu@vsnl.net" �Michael Prabhu� To: � HYPERLINK "mailto:ljacobsd@gmail.com" \o "ljacobsd@gmail.com" �ljacobsd@gmail.com� Sent: Sunday, March 17, 2013 11:40 PM


Subject: Re: FR. SUBHASH ANAND: "INCLUSIVE CELEBRATION" ON MAUNDY THURSDAY


Dear Louis/Dear Fr. Jacob Punnen, I thank you for contributing your comments to my study on


WASHING THE FEET OF WOMEN ON HOLY THURSDAY 


� HYPERLINK "http://ephesians-511.net/docs/WASHING_THE_FEET_OF_WOMEN_ON_HOLY_THURSDAY.doc" �http://ephesians-511.net/docs/WASHING_THE_FEET_OF_WOMEN_ON_HOLY_THURSDAY.doc�


The updated article with your response will be available at this ministry's site tomorrow night. Regards, Michael


*After reading the LifeSiteNews article on pages 44, 45:


Ratzinger's forgotten prophesy on the future of the Church


� HYPERLINK "http://vaticaninsider.lastampa.it/en/the-vatican/detail/articolo/papa-el-papa-pope-benedetto-xvi-benedict-xvi-benedicto-xvi-22434/" ��http://vaticaninsider.lastampa.it/en/the-vatican/detail/articolo/papa-el-papa-pope-benedetto-xvi-benedict-xvi-benedicto-xvi-22434/� 


By Marco Badazzi, Rome, February 18, 2013


A week after Benedict XVI's shock announcement, an important statement he once made comes to light


A restructured Church with far fewer members that is forced to let go of many places of worship it worked so hard to build over the centuries. A minority Catholic Church with little influence over political decisions, that is socially irrelevant, left humiliated and forced to “start over.”


But a Church that will find itself again and be reborn a “simpler and more spiritual” entity thanks to this “enormous confusion.” This was the prophesy made 40 years ago on the future of Christianity by a young Bavarian theologian, Joseph Ratzinger. Digging it out again today perhaps provides us with another key to understanding Benedict XVI's decision to resign, because it traces his gesture back through the course of his interpretation of history.


His prophesy concluded a series of radio preachings which the then professor of theology gave in 1969 at what was a decisive moment in his life and the life of the Church. These were the turbulent years of the student revolts and the landing on the moon but also of the disputes over the Second Vatican Council which had only recently come to a close. Ratzinger, who was one of the Council's protagonists, had left the riotous university of Tübingen seeking refuge in the calmer city of Regensburg. 


He found himself isolated as a theologian, having split with liberals Küng, Schillebeeckx and Rahner over their interpretations of the Council. It was in this period that he consolidated new friendships with theologians Hans Urs von Balthasar and Henri de Lubac, with whom he founded Catholic theological journal, Communio. Communio soon became a training ground for young “Ratzingerian” priests who are now cardinals and all seen as potential successors to Benedict XVI: Angelo Scola, Christoph Schönborn and Marc Ouellet.


In five little known radio speeches made in 1969 and published again a while ago by Ignatius Press in the volume “Faith and the Future”, the future Pope gave his vision of the future of man and the Church. His last teaching, which he read out on “Hessian Rundfunk” radio on Christmas day, had a distinctly prophetic tone.


Ratzinger said he was convinced the Church was going through an era similar to the Enlightenment and the French Revolution. “We are at a huge turning point – he explained – in the evolution of mankind. This moment makes the move from Medieval to modern times seem insignificant.” Professor Ratzinger compared the current era to that of Pope Pius VI who was abducted by troops of the French Republic and died in prison in 1799. The Church was fighting against a force which intended to annihilate it definitively, confiscating its property and dissolving religious orders.


Today's Church could be faced with a similar situation, undermined, according to Ratzinger, by the temptation to reduce priests to “social workers” and it and all its work reduced to a mere political presence. “From today's crisis, will emerge a Church that has lost a great deal,” he affirmed.


 “It will become small and will have to start pretty much all over again. It will no longer have use of the structures it built in its years of prosperity. The reduction in the number of faithful will lead to it losing an important part of its social privileges.” It will start off with small groups and movements and a minority that will make faith central to experience again. “It will be a more spiritual Church, and will not claim a political mandate flirting with the Right one minute and the Left the next. It will be poor and will become the Church of the destitute.”�The process outlined by Ratzinger was a “long” one “but when all the suffering is past, a great power will emerge from a more spiritual and simple Church,” at which point humans will realise that they live in a world of “indescribable solitude” and having lost sight of God “they will perceive the horror of their poverty.”


 Then and only then, Ratzinger concluded, will they see “that small flock of faithful as something completely new: they will see it as a source of hope for themselves, the answer they had always secretly been searching for. 





*Fr. Ratzinger’s vision and the Pontificate of Paul VI
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By Louie Verrecchio, January 30, 2013


� HYPERLINK "http://www.catholicnewsagency.com/column.php?n=2443" ��www.catholicnewsagency.com/column.php?n=2443� January 30, 2013


Pope Benedict XVI (more accurately, Fr. Joseph Ratzinger) is often quoted as saying that he envisions a day when there will be a “smaller, more faithful Church.”


Though not precisely verbatim, the quote is derived from a series of radio addresses given by the future Holy Father in 1969-1970, a print version of which is available in the book, Faith and the Future (Ignatius Press).


According to Ignatius Press, Fr. Ratzinger said that the church “will become small and will have to start afresh more or less from the beginning. She will no longer be able to inhabit many of the edifices she built in prosperity. As the number of her adherents diminishes … she will lose many of her social privileges. …As a small society, (the Church) will make much bigger demands on the initiative of her individual members.”


In that day, the 42 year old priest-theologian predicted, ours “will be a more spiritual Church, not presuming upon a political mandate… It will be hard-going for the Church, for the process of crystallization and clarification will cost her much valuable energy. It will make her poor and cause her to become the Church of the meek …”


Ignatius Press describes Fr. Ratzinger’s commentary as “surprisingly prophetic,” but if his vision for the future belongs in the category of prophecy at all, one would perhaps do well to add the qualifier “self-inflicted.”


Let’s be honest, the current crisis in the Church, wherein priest shortages, empty pews, parish closings and bankrupt dioceses are commonplace, was all but guaranteed as Fr. Ratzinger wrote for a number of internal reasons, including, but certainly not limited to, the following:


• The Second Vatican Council had five years hence adopted a church-state policy modeled after the U.S. Constitution’s pluralistic approach to religious freedom, thereby setting in motion an Apostolic ceasefire wherein the Church relinquished any positive claim to its unique rights and privileges, effectively transforming the body Apostolic into a corps diplomatic.


• In 1964, a faction among the Fathers of this very same ecumenical council had surreptitiously declared mutiny through a contrived notion of “collegiality” so deliberately ambiguous that the pope had to take the unprecedented step of inserting in Lumen Gentium an explanatory note; though it ultimately did little to stem the rebellious tide going forward.


• The 1967 Land-O-Lakes Statement , after meeting with little meaningful resistance from the Holy See, quickly became a manifesto for so-called Catholic institutions of higher learning that were determined to assert “freedom in the face of authority of whatever kind;” read, freedom from the pope and whatever sanctions he may, or may not, impose.


• The Novus Ordo Missae had just been pressed upon the faithful of the Latin Rite, in spite of the strident objections of honorable churchmen like Cardinal Alfredo Ottaviani who warned of the ill effects it was likely to have on the children of the Church.


What do all of these unfortunate episodes in the life of the Church, each of which played a part in practically inviting the firestorm of which Fr. Ratzinger forewarned, have in common?


They happened on the watch of Pope Paul VI, who, in no small twist of irony, was recently recognized for a life of “heroic virtue” by Pope Benedict XVI (making him a Venerable) on December 20, 2012.


News of Paul VI being “raised to the altar” sparked mixed reactions, about which the inimitable Fr. John Zuhlsdorf (better known simply as Fr. Z) posted some useful very insights on his excellent blog “What Does the Prayer Really Say.”


For instance, he points out that “heroic virtue” and “doing heroic things” are not exactly the same thing, and yet, “some people… are saying things such as ‘Paul issued Humanae vitae! That sure was heroic! I’d canonize him for that!’”


Excellent observation, and I would go a step further.


While many Catholics simply accept the proposition that Humanae Vitae is a great achievement on the part of Paul VI, a more sober assessment is that the circumstances surrounding its promulgation is far more a “black eye” on his pontificate than it is a crowning glory.


There are several modes, or organs, of infallibility; e.g., ex cathedra statements given by the pope, de fide teachings issued by an ecumenical council, and the universal ordinary magisterium of the Church. This latter mode refers to those doctrines that have been taught constantly and definitively over a period of many centuries by the bishops of the world, in union with the Roman pontiffs.


As an example of the latter, consider:


When a Dubium was sent to the Congregation for the Doctrine of the Faith in 1994, asking whether or not the teaching given by Pope John Paul II in the Apostolic Letter, Ordinatio Sacerdotalis, concerning the restriction of the priesthood to males only, is infallible, Cardinal Ratzinger replied in the affirmative by virtue of the Universal Ordinary Magisterium of the Church.


According to numerous theologians, not the least of whom is the eminent moral theologian Dr. Germain Grisez, who also happens to have been a member of the commission appointed by Pope Paul VI to study the so-called “question of contraception,” the doctrine at hand had long since belonged in that very same category.


Furthermore, the Second Vatican Council, in the document Gaudium et Spes, stated in 1965, two years before Humanae Vitae:


“Sons of the Church may not undertake methods of birth control which are found blameworthy by the teaching authority of the Church in it’s unfolding of the divine law. All should be persuaded that human life and the task of transmitting it are not realities bound up with this world alone. Hence they cannot be measured or perceived only in terms of it, but always have a bearing on the eternal destiny of men (GS 51).


This being the case, it would seem that in giving Humanae Vitae, Pope Paul VI wasn’t so much pressing the limits of Christian fortitude as simply reiterating that which was already infallibly taught, a doctrine ever moored to Tradition as evidenced by the Universal Ordinary Magisterium.


As such, I cannot help but ask an important question that few, to my knowledge, seem to be asking:


What exactly moved the Holy Father to appoint a commission to study a doctrine that was already part of the Universal Ordinary Magisterium?


When one considers how much the simple fact of the commission’s creation contributed to the atmosphere of anticipation that existed before Humanae Vitae, and therefore also contributed in no small measure to the havoc that ensued in its aftermath (to say nothing of the Holy Father’s handling of the rebellion), the answer to this question would seem highly relevant.


Fr. Z states, “Some will scratch their heads saying, ‘But Father! Maybe Paul was personally holy, and he prayed and was sincere, but can he have lived a life of heroic virtue if he wasn’t a very good Pope?’”
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“In trying to make sense of this, in connection with Paul VI and what seems to many to be a lack of positive accomplishments according to his state in life, perhaps we have to take more and more seriously the circumstances in which he was Bishop of Rome,” he continued. “I don’t have an answer to this difficulty right now.”


I don’t have an answer either, but as I sit here today, it certainly seems to me that a sober assessment of the pontificate of Paul VI gives the children of the Church far more to lament than to celebrate.


As for Humanae Vitae specifically, rather than viewing it as an achievement of Paul VI, it is perhaps more appropriate to recognize it as solid evidence of the protection of the Holy Ghost who would allow no other outcome.





*The Church Will Become Small
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The American Orthodox Institute blog, February 20, 2012
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The church will become small and will have to start afresh more or less from the beginning.


She will no longer be able to inhabit many of the edifices she built in prosperity. As the number of her adherents diminishes . . . she will lose many of her social privileges. . . As a small society, [the Church] will make much bigger demands on the initiative of her individual members….


It will be hard-going for the Church, for the process of crystallization and clarification will cost her much valuable energy. It will make her poor and cause her to become the Church of the meek . . . The process will be long and wearisome as was the road from the false progressivism on the eve of the French Revolution — when a bishop might be thought smart if he made fun of dogmas and even insinuated that the existence of God was by no means certain . . . But when the trial of this sifting is past, a great power will flow from a more spiritualized and simplified Church. Men in a totally planned world will find themselves unspeakably lonely. If they have completely lost sight of God, they will feel the whole horror of their poverty. Then they will discover the little flock of believers as something wholly new. They will discover it as a hope that is meant for them, an answer for which they have always been searching in secret.


And so it seems certain to me that the Church is facing very hard times. The real crisis has scarcely begun. We will have to count on terrific upheavals. But I am equally certain about what will remain at the end: not the Church of the political cult, which is dead already, but the Church of faith. She may well no longer be the dominant social power to the extent that she was until recently; but she will enjoy a fresh blossoming and be seen as man’s home, where he will find life and hope beyond death.





SELECTED READER’S COMMENT


I am reminded of what then Cardinal Ratzinger said in an interview in 2003.


Raymond: … Talk for a moment about the New Springtime. The Pope has talked a great deal about the New Springtime and you, yourself have laid out your own ideas. Your vision is a little different from some. Some see the numbers growing and everybody believing and dancing hand-in-hand (the Cardinal chuckles) into the millennium. You see a different picture. Tell us what that picture involves. How do you see this springtime evolving? 


Cardinal: As I do not exclude even this dancing hand-in-hand, but this is only one moment. And my idea is that really the springtime of the Church will not say that we will have in a near time buses of conversions, that all peoples of the world will be converted to Catholicism. This is not the way of God. The essential things in history begin always with the small, more convinced communities… But we will have really convinced communities with élan of the faith, no? This is springtime — a new life in very convinced persons with joy of the faith. 


Raymond: But, smaller numbers? In the macro? 


Cardinal: Smaller numbers, I think. But from these small numbers we will have a radiation of joy in the world… And so, I would say, if we have young people really with the joy of the faith and this radiation of this joy of the faith, this will show to the world, "Even if I cannot share it, even if I cannot convert it at this moment, here is the way to live for tomorrow."


… … …


Raymond: My final question, what do you see, your Eminence, as the great danger and the great hope in the Church today? 


Cardinal: I see the great danger is that we would be only a social association and not founded in the faith of the Lord. For the first moment, it seems important that only what we are doing and the faith appears not so important. But if the faith disappears, all the other things are discomposed, as we have seen. So, I think there is a danger at this time with all these activities and external visions is to underestimate the importance of faith and to lose the faith, even a Church where the faith would not be so essential. 


Raymond: Right. 
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Cardinal: So, the great hope is that the Lord, is we’ll see a new presence of the Lord. We can see that the sacramental presence of the Lord in the Eucharist is an essential gift for us and give us also the possibility to love the others and to work for the others. I think the new presence of the Eucharistic Christ and the new love for Christ and Christ present in the Eucharist is the most encouraging element of our time. 


� HYPERLINK "http://www.ewtn.com/library/issues/ratzintv.htm" �EWTN interview with Joseph Cardinal Ratzinger. First aired on 5 September 2003.�


So Jyoti Sahi is not off the mark when he writes, "And then people wonder why so many are leaving the Church in Europe and North America!!! The frightening thing is that those who will remain "Faithful" will be this type who sticks to "rubrics" and "laws of the Church" ". –Michael





The full EWTN story:


THE WORLD OVER: CARDINAL RATZINGER INTERVIEW - Raymond Arroyo with Joseph Cardinal Ratzinger 
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The following is a transcript of the interview by EWTN News Director Raymond Arroyo of Joseph Cardinal Ratzinger, which first aired on EWTN on 5 September 2003. Cardinal Ratzinger is the Prefect of the Congregation for the Doctrine of the Faith, an office to which he was appointed by Pope John Paul II in 1981. 


Introduction


Raymond:  I’m Raymond Arroyo.  He may have the toughest job in the Church.  He is the Vatican's chief protector and promoter of Catholic doctrine, second in power only to the Pope, and certainly one of the most important men in the Roman Catholic Church today.  Yet, after 22 years, as Prefect of the Congregation for the Doctrine of Faith, Cardinal Joseph Ratzinger has assiduously avoided interviews.  But tonight, for the first time in an exclusive interview, he sits down with me to discuss the future of the Church, the clerical sexual abuse scandal, and the papacy of John Paul II.  He also talks for the first time about the persistent rumors that he may retire.  We talked with the Cardinal several weeks ago in Rome.  


Interview


Raymond: First of all, Your Eminence, thank you for having us here.  It’s a great honor to be with you.  In your book, God And The World, you talk about a crisis of faith.  And you, more than anyone, should know the state of this Church.  You get reports every day.  Where does this crisis of faith stand now?  Are things improving? 


Cardinal: Yes, it’s improving in a certain sense.  Also, our situation generally, I think the situation of the Western World, is an increasing of relativism, the idea all is equal and we do not know anything clear about God; and so, all faiths are equal and so on.  This is a general impression in the world of today and this also is temptation for us as Christians.  But, I think on the other hand, in many people there is a real desire to have concrete contact with Christ, with the presence of Our Lord.  So, I would say the youth of the Church is improving the situation because they will not simply do what all people are doing; so really be in contact with the Lord and sharing the faith of the Church.  So, I would say, generally the situation of the Western World is not improving about the faith, but in the Church, the youth of the Church, we can see that there is a new beginning. 


Raymond: Signs of hope there that are being planted. 


Cardinal: Yes. 


Raymond: Let's talk for moment about the Second Vatican Council, and particularly the implementation of the Council.  You have written so much about this, and talked so much about this.  For people of my generation, I suppose the thing that most stands out from the faith too of our fathers and grandfathers is the liturgy, the Mass.  You've spoken about the reform of the reform, reforming the reform.  How do you see that actuating?  How do you see it concretely taking shape as we move forward? 


Cardinal: Generally, I would say it was not well implemented; the liturgical reform, because it was a general idea.  Now, liturgy is a thing of the community.  The community is representing itself and so with the creativity of the priest or of the other groups they will create their own liturgies.  It is, more the presence of their own experiences and ideas than meeting with the Presence of the Lord in the church.  And with this creativity and self-presentation of the community is disappearing the essence of liturgy.  Because in essence we can go over our own experiences and to receive what is not from our experience, but is a gift of God.  And so, I think we have to restore not so much certain ceremonies, but the essential idea of liturgy – to understand in liturgy, we are not representing ourselves, but we receive the grace of the presence of the Lord with the Church of the heaven and of the earth.  


And the universality of the liturgy, it seems to me, is essential.  Definition of liturgy and restoring this idea would also help to be more obedient to the norms, not as a juridical positivism, but really as sharing, participating what is given to us from the Lord in the Church. 


Raymond: And that sense of sacrifice and worship that you’ve talked about so eloquently, how do you see that being restored concretely?  Will we see a return to the ad orientem posture, facing the East, the priest facing away from the people during the Canon, a return to the Latin, more Latin in the Mass? 


Cardinal: Versus orientem, I would say could be a help because it is really a tradition from the Apostolic time, and it’s not only a norm, but it’s an expression also of the cosmical dimension and of the historical dimension of the liturgy.  We are celebrating with the cosmos, with the world.  It’s the direction of the future of the world, of our history represented in the sun and in the cosmical realities.  I think today this new discovering of our relation with the created world can be understood also from the people, better than perhaps 20 years ago.  And also, it’s a common direction – priest and people are in common oriented to the Lord.  So, I think it could be a help.  Always external gestures are not simply a remedy in itself, but could be a help because it’s a very classical interpretation of what is the direction of the liturgy.  Generally, I think it was good to translate the liturgy in the spoken languages because we will understand it; we will participate also with our thinking.  But a stronger presence of some elements of Latin would be helpful to give the universal dimension, to give the possibilities that in all the parts of the world we can see “I am in the same Church.”  So generally, popular language is … 


Raymond: A good thing. 


Cardinal: …a solution.  But some presence of Latin could be helpful to have more experience of universality. 


Raymond: I know you are working on those new liturgical, this new liturgical piece of legislation that the Pope previewed in his encyclical On the Eucharist.  We’ve been hearing a great deal from Cardinal Arinze and in some publications that this may be a precursor to a universal indult for the Tridentine Mass.  Do you foresee that at all? 


Cardinal: I would distinguish between the future document and the problem of indults.  The future document is not a new legislation but interpretation of given norms.  So, we have only to interpret or clarify what is abuse and what is really the application of the liturgy.  In a sense, it is a very limited, the possibility of this document – a clarification of abuses, and clarification of norms, at this moment.  The other is a different problem.  I think generally, the old liturgy was never prohibited.  We need only norms how in peace, apply it so that the reformed liturgy is the normal liturgy of the community of the Church, but the other is always a valid use of the Church can be used but in obedience to the bishops and the Holy Father. 


Raymond: Um hum.  And that’s a great challenge, I know, in some parts of the Church.  And other parts of the Church, they’ve embraced the Pope’s call for more frequent practice of the old Mass. 


Cardinal: Yes.  I think it’s important to be open to this possibility and to demonstrate also the continuity of the Church.  We are today, not another Church as of 500 years ago.  It’s always the same Church.  It was at one time holy, for the Church is always holy, for the Church it is not in another time an impossible thing. 


Raymond: Right.  Some have suggested, Your Eminence, that there is a de facto schism in the Church today.  Because many, who call themselves Catholic, many who were born and baptized Catholic, simply don’t believe nor live out the fullness of the faith.  How do we bring them back?  How do we reach them in this cultural reality? 


Cardinal: I would say this is a permanent pastoral problem to help that all people can really share the faith of the Church authentically.  And it was always a problem that the faith of many persons was deficient and insufficient. Today it is clear that with all the … 


Raymond: Relativism? 


Cardinal: …relativism and so its problem is as strong as in past times.  And so is the problem of catechization and evangelization is much more difficult as in different times.  I think the first point is a good catechesis in the preparation to the faith, in education to the faith, that really the faith of the Church is authentically present.  And I think the Catechism of the Catholic Church is a great help to see universally what is really the faith of the Church and what is not.  And the new compendium we are preparing will be another help to make more accessible the great catechism in a practical work of catechization.  This is the first point – education in the faith and really have the common ground present.  And the other point is also the prediction that in homilies we can really year-by-year learn what is the faith, not only some or always the same ideas.  I think it is a real danger that in the homilies priests and also bishops could repeat essentially their preferred ideas and not present the completeness of the faith.  So I think a renewal also of the predication is also very important.  The liturgy is living catechesis.  I think so much is dependent from authentic liturgies, not only as I said, appearing as the ideas and experience of this community, but is a representation of the faith of the Church.  You can see the Sacrifice of Christ is here and the Triune God is in contact with us and we with Him, and so on.  Liturgy is very important.  And so, also is to deepen the prayer in the Church.  I think the way to learn God, is prayer.  And a school of prayers are very essential, I think.  With a concrete relation of prayer, we learn about God and we learn the Church.  And so, it’s important to have prayer books representing really the deepness of our faith.  So, I think even the works of Christian charity are important to give concreteness to our faith, because faith is not only an idea, not only a theory, but it is also a living reality. 


Raymond: Um hum.  And that experience, you know having that experience I think, when you talked about the Mass… 


Cardinal: Um hum. 


Raymond: …that, that truly is the contact, if you will, between God and man … 


Cardinal: Yes. Yes. 


Raymond:  … in such a powerful way, when they interact.  Talk for a moment about the New Springtime.  The Pope has talked a great deal about the New Springtime and you, yourself have laid out your own ideas.  Your vision is a little different from some.  Some see the numbers growing and everybody believing and dancing hand-in-hand (the Cardinal chuckles) into the millennium.  You see a different picture.  Tell us what that picture involves.  How do you see this Springtime evolving? 


Cardinal: As I do not exclude even this dancing hand-in-hand, but this is only one moment.  And my idea is that really the springtime of the Church will not say that we will have in a near time buses of conversions, that all peoples of the world will be converted to Catholicism.  This is not the way of God.  The essential things in history begin always with the small, more convinced communities.  So, the Church begins with the 12 Apostles.  And even the Church of St. Paul diffused in the Mediterranean are little communities, but this community in itself is the future of the world, because we have the truth and the force of conviction.  So, I think also today it should be an error to think now or in 10 years with the new springtime, all people will be Catholic.  This is not our future, nor our expectation.  But we will have really convinced communities with élan of the faith, no?  This is springtime — a new life in very convinced persons with joy of the faith. 


Raymond: But, smaller numbers?  In the macro? 


Cardinal: Smaller numbers, I think.  But from these small numbers we will have a radiation of joy in the world.  And so, it’s an attraction, as it was in the old Church.  Even when Constantine made Christianity the public religion, there were a small number of percentage at this time; but it was clear, this is the future.  So we can live in the future, just give us a way in a different future.  And so, I would say, if we have young people really with the joy of the faith and this radiation of this joy of the faith, this will show to the world, “Even if I cannot share it, even if I cannot convert it at this moment, here is the way to live for tomorrow.” 


Raymond: Um hum.  Do you see the various movements in the Church as part of that ongoing conversion? And is there a danger there, that we get into this competitive Factionalism, if you will, in the Church that we all have to be a part of it if we are going to be a serious Catholic? 


Cardinal: Yes, on the on hand, I am really a friend of movements –  Communione e Liberazione, Focolare, and the Charismatic Renewal.  I think this is a sign of the Springtime and of the presence of the Holy Spirit, today will give new charisms and so on.  This is for me really a great hope that not with organization from authorities, but really it is the force of the Holy Spirit present in the people.  We have movements and new beginnings of the faith, new forms of the faith. On the other hand, I think it is important that these movements are not closed in themselves and absolutized; but have to understand that even if I’m convinced this is the way, I have to accept we are one way and not the way, and we have to be open for the others, in communion with the others.  And essentially we have to be really present and even obedient to the common Church in presence with the bishops and the Pope.  Only with this openness to not be absolutized with its ideas and to be in service of the common Church, of the Universal Church, can be really a way for tomorrow. 


Raymond:  Your Eminence, I want to ask a few personal questions, if you’ll permit me?  You’ve written most recently in the book, God And The World, you’ve said, and called this post as Prefect at the Congregation of the Doctrine of Faith, you’ve said, “This is my most uncomfortable post.”  (Cardinal chuckles)   What do you mean by that? 


Cardinal: Yes, it’s in many senses it’s uncomfortable.  We have essentially and often to do with all the problems of the Church – problems of relativism, of heresies, of unacceptable theologies, difficult theologians and so on.  Also with the disciplinary cases, also problem of pedophiles is our problem.  We are really in this Congregation confronted with the most difficult aspects of the life of the Church today.  And so, also, clearly attacked as inquisition on what you better know than I… 


Raymond: Sure. Sure. 


Cardinal: …from the one hand.  But from the other hand, I have to answer to what I say in this book.  Also everyday I experience that people are thankful saying, “Yes, the Church has an identity, has a continuity, the faith is real and present also today and is also today possible.”  And when I go in St. Peter’s Square and so on, I can see everyday people from different parts of the world knowing me and saying, “Thank you, Father.  We are thankful that you are doing this difficult job, because this is helping us.”  Even many Protestant friends say to me, “What you are doing is helpful also for us, because it is defending also our faith and the presence of the faith in Christ.  We need an instance as yours, even if we are not sharing all what you are saying.  But it’s also for us helpful to see we have this continuing defense of the faith and this is in encouraging to continue in the faith, and to live it.” And in this days an Orthodox delegation said to me, “What you are doing is good is also for our faith good,”  So, we have an Ecumenical dimension not so often… 


Raymond: Appreciated. 


Cardinal: …appreciated. 


Raymond: Your Eminence, the other thing I – and this is a total personal appraisal – because of my post, and I cover the Church.  I travel about the World, and talk to so many people, I’m sure nothing approaching the groups of people you talk to, and the things you encounter.  And I have to tell you honestly, the recent days have been something of a trial of faith for me, and I know for some of my colleagues.  How do you weather what I’m sure is a temptation to despair at times, considering the cases you examine and the personalities you encounter at times? 
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Cardinal: Yes. I think we have to remember that Our Lord said to us that in, I know this in Italiano,…  (The answer is completely in Italian.  Translation follows) Our Lord told us: ¨Within the fields of the Church, there will be not only wheat but chaff – from the seas of the world you will take not only fish but also unacceptable things’. Therefore, He announces to us a community, a Church in which scandals and sinners will be present. We must remember that St. Peter, Prince of the Apostles, was a great sinner, and yet the Lord wanted precisely the sinner Peter as the rock of the Church. Thus He has already indicated to us not to expect great saints of all the Popes – we must also expect there to be sinners among them.  He announces to us that in the fields of the Church there will be much chaff. This sense should not surprise us if we consider all of Church history. There have been other times at least as difficult as ours with scandals, etc.  All we have to do is think of the ninth century, the tenth century, the Renaissance.  Therefore, looking at the words of the Lord, at the history of the Church, we can relativize today’s scandals. We suffer.  We must suffer because they – that is the scandals – made so many people suffer, and here we are thinking of the victims. Certainly we must do all we can to avoid that these things happen in the future.  But on the other hand, we know that the Lord – and this is the essence of the Church – the Lord sat at the table with sinners.  This is the definition of the Church:  The Lord sits at the table with sinners. Therefore, we cannot be amazed if it is like this.  We cannot despair.  On the contrary, the Lord said:  “I AM not here only for the just, but for sinners.”  We must feel certain that the Lord truly - even today – seeks sinners in order to save us.  


Raymond: ....Over the past couple of years, many have diagnosed the crisis of sexual abuse plaguing the Church in the U.S. Now the Vatican’s chief theologian identifies what he considers the root causes of the sexual abuse scandals – more of our exclusive interview with Cardinal Joseph Ratzinger. 


Raymond: You, I know, have been closely involved with the continuing crisis in the United States, trying to bring closure a healing in the wake of terrible sexual abuse in the United States. My question is, “What do you identify as the root causes of this crisis that we continue to live through in the United States?” 


Cardinal: I will distinguish perhaps between 2 different elements – a general element and a specific element of this time and of this scandal of today.  The general element is, as I said, is a weakness of human beings, even of priests.  Never will we have all this end, but always the temptations of human beings are present also for the priests.  So always we have to accept that.  Even in the communion of priests and bishops, we have to know that these things can happen.  The second point is more specific, why at this time it was so often and it was more than in past times.  And I think the essential point is the weakness of faith, because only if I am really in confidence personally with the Lord; if the Lord is for me, not an idea, but the Person of my deepest friendship; if I know personally the Lord and be in contact of love everyday in the Lord, if for me faith is the reality.  It is the ground of my life; it is a most sure of reality, and not some possibility – in this case, if I am really convinced and really in contact of love with the Lord, the Lord will help me in these temptations and I can even win what seems impossible.  If the faith is not everyday realized, if the faith is weakened and begins only to be an hypothesis, so it’s not a fundamental of your life and so begins all these problems.  So, I would say the essential point is for me, weakness of the faith and not a sufficient presence of the faith in the Church.  I think it was the problem of the last 40, 50 years.  That the idea was we have common ideas with all the world and that faith is very personal and a universal gift of the Lord was not so present.  So, I think the first point is re-learn, re-convert to a deepened faith and education in the faith.  I think also that in the last perhaps 40, 50 years, it was not so clear the validity of the moral teaching of the Church.  We had so many masters in the Church that teach in other ways, and said, “No, this is not a sin.  This is not a sin.  This is common and what is average of doing is also permitted.”  And with this idea, we do not have a clear moral teaching.  We have to learn from the normal actions of human beings.  So, we also will be in the normal actions and even … 


Raymond: Fall prey unto the things of the world. 


Cardinal: Yes.  Yes.  Yes.  So, I think that 2 things are essential – conversion to a profound and deep faith with the life of prayer and the sacraments, and clear moral teaching and conviction of these teachings that the Church, has the Holy Spirit and can give this way. 


Raymond: What would you say to the faithful, who in the United States are so despondent at this hour, and not sure who to look to?  What would you say to them? 


Cardinal: Yes.  On the one hand, look to the Lord is the first point.  He is always present and He’s always near to us.  Look also to the saints of all the times, and so find in our times the saints.  The humble, faithful persons are present, perhaps not so visible because they are not appearing on the television.  But the humble, praying people are present today and this is a confidence of the Church and of all our people find these people, finds that with all the problems of today, the Church has not disappeared; but is continuing, especially in not so visible personalities.  So, I think this is essential – find the Lord, find the saints of the times, but also find the not canonized, simple persons who are really in the heart of the Church. 


Raymond: Your Eminence, in the United States, the Bishops’ Conference has largely taken the lead, the National Conference in trying to heal and put an end to this crisis.  Because there is such a lack of confidence, if you will, among the faithful in their episcopacy, do you believe the Bishops’ Conference to be the best instrument of that healing at this point? 


Cardinal: This is a difficult question, as you know. 


Raymond: That’s why I ask it. (Both laugh) 


53.


Cardinal: On the one hand, I would say a coordination between the bishops is certainly necessary because United States are one great continent and it’s impossible that one bishop has the same discipline as another.  So, a coordination is absolutely necessary.  In this sense, a coordination between the bishops and common norm is important to guarantee also equality in the different dioceses.  I think it is clear the personal responsibility of the bishop is fundamental for the Church.  And perhaps anonymity of the Bishops’ Conference can be a danger for the Church.  Nobody is personally immediately responsible.  It was always the conference and you do not know where or who is the conference.  In the sense, I think, a good relation between the two realities is necessary.  On the one hand, the cooperation, and the collegiality and so is the equality of the right and norms.  From the other, it is a personal responsibility of the bishops that I can know, “This is my part, now, and I am responsible.”  And he takes in hand the responsibility in wonderful, but also in difficult things. 


Raymond: Right. Right.  Because it is difficult for the children of the Church to embrace a father if you don’t know who he is.  (chuckle) 


Cardinal: That’s clear.  It’s a figure of a bishop who is courageously present. 


Raymond: Very important. In God And The World, you reflect a little on Dominus Jesus, a document released in 2000.  It was greeted with some controversy, because in it you said, “God did not revoke His covenant to the Israeli people, or the people of Israel, rather; but that Jesus is the Messiah for everyone and therefore, conversion was still necessary, or should be a possibility.”  How do you reconcile those two ideas? 


Cardinal: Perhaps, it’s not our possibility to reconcile it, to leave it to God.  Because two things are very clear in the Holy Scripture.  In the Letter of St. Paul to the Romans, he clearly says, “The fidelity of God is absolutely clear. He is faithful to His promises.”  And so, the people of Abraham are always God’s people, on the one hand.  And he says also clearly, “All Israel will be saved.”  But, it’s also clear that Jesus is the Savior, not only of the other peoples, He is a Jew and He is the Savior, especially of His Own people.”  St. Bernard of Clairvaux said, “God saved, reserved for Himself, the salvation of Israel.  He will do it in His Own Person.”  And so, we have to leave it to God’s Self, see, convinced and knowing that Christ is Savior of all of His Own people, and of all people.  But how He will do it is in God’s Hand. 


Raymond: But it is the Church’s responsibility to make the Gospel available, and the message available to the Jewish people. 


Cardinal: Yes.  It is absolutely important to make accessible the Gospel for all people and also understandable for Jewish people.  I do not know if you perhaps have seen the new book of Cardinal Lustiger where he relates a promise and in a very touching way describes his own experience, and shows how we can understand the Old Testament is speaking of Christ and to also possibly to make accessible and available that in their own holy books of Israel, Christ is speaking at present.  So, this is really a duty of the Church to make this available and to make understandable that He is the Savior, even of His Own people. 


Raymond: And I will remind our audience Cardinal Lustiger, of course, the Cardinal of Paris and a Jewish convert, a convert from Judaism.  Let’s talk for a moment, you’ve discussed often the nature of sexuality and that it finds its home in the context of marriage.  This today is a very contested notion and a very contested teaching.  How does the Church bring that message into a culture that – we now have homosexual marriages being legalized, in-vitro fertilization and technologies of reproduction outside of the marital act – how do you bring this teaching to this culture? 


Cardinal: You cannot think that I now in on minute could clarify (Raymond laughs) what so many people in great books could not clarify?  But, I think it is always essential that the nature of human being is given and we understand that men and women are created one to the other.  This is a creational relation and reflecting also, all what nature has given that is for the continuation of the human generation.  It is essential that God created men and women to be one, as it is said in the first chapters of the Bible.  So, I think even if our culture is against marriage as essential form of relations between human beings, between women and men.  I think our nature is always present and we can understand it, if we will understand it.  I think these other things are a counter-culture and we can understand this is not in conformity with what is internal indication of our beings.  I hope it is possible, in a sincere and open dialog with the people, to understand even today that our nature is this:  man and woman are created one for the other. 


Raymond: Um hum.  One of your jobs here at the Congregation for the Doctrine of the Faith is investigating the Marian apparitions that occur in history and in our present age.  You, in 2000, released the so-called, “Third Secret of Fatima.”  And part of that revelation was that there would be a hail of bullets, the Pope would fall and appear to be dead.  The Congregation interpreted that as the assassination attempt on his Holiness, John Paul II.  Is it possible – and I’ve gotten many letters asking me to ask this question – is it possible that this could point to a future Pope? 


Cardinal: We cannot exclude that this is clear.  Normally, the private visions are limited to the next generation, and even Lucia, and all those in Fatima were convinced that in the time of one generation this would be realized.  So, the immediate content of the vision is this, I would say.  And it is expressed in a vision in an apocalyptic language.  It is clear in all the visions, we do not have an historical language, as a report on television, that we have a visionary, symbolic language.  We can understand this is indeed an indication of the crisis of the Church in the second part of the last century and in our time.  But, even if the immediate sense of this prophecy, this vision is always in the next generations; it has also sense for future times.  


We cannot exclude – even I would say, we have to wait for, that even in other times we’ll have similar crises of the Church and perhaps also similar attacks to a Pope. 


Raymond: Um hum. Um hum.  Let’s hope for a moment about this Pope.   You’ve worked so closely with him, for these 21 years – I can’t believe it!  Give me your appraisal of his contribution to the Church and how he has shaped this Papacy, and the Papacy going forward? 


Cardinal: Yes, it has a political dimension, it has a more spiritual dimension, a real dimension of this Papacy.  In the political dimension as we all know, he contributed essentially to the break down of the Communistic governments in Eastern Europe.  And he created – and here we are arriving at the spiritual dimension – his relation with Israel, also, and a new engagement for the poor people of the world.  This is one of the essential dimensions that he has revealed and re-enforced the engagement of the charity of the Church of the people for the suffering parts of the world.  But, we have a more spiritual dimension is his deep faith with his love to the Lord and his love to the Mother Mary, the Mother of God and with his way of prayer, with his visible merging in the presence of the Lord.  He gave a new beginning, a new zeal for the Church for young people, especially, to see, “Yes, we can pray today; Christ Who is present today.”  So, I think that with all his trips in the world, with his preaching and with his writings, he deepens the faith and he renews the faith, and especially he was the initiator of the youth movement, I would say of the new “springtime of the Church” in the sense that young people can find, “Yes, we can live in this way.  Christ is present.  And this is more important than all the problems of the faith and of our moral life, to have the Lord and to have so in the Lord’s way.”  And so, the a renewal of our faith and of the sacramental life, I think, is essential of what this Pope has done. 


Raymond: What about his suffering, the suffering we’ve seen played out in this man’s body before the world?  What is the contribution of that in your estimation? 


Cardinal: I think this is very important in our time, where only active personalities and personalities of sport, and so on, of youth.   The idea is to be young and beautiful; to show us that even a suffering old man can be an important contribution to the life of the people.  His suffering is in communion with the suffering of Christ and perhaps with his suffering we can better understand that the suffering of Christ has redeemed the world – in giving himself in suffering, giving up something, giving up some activities sometime but that really himself is the presence of the force of the deeper dimensions of human beings.  We can learn from him that suffering and the gift of himself is an essential gift we need in our time. 


Raymond: You’ve been here for 21 years in this post, and I’ve read in many reports you wanted to retire several times.  Why are you still here?  (Both chuckle) 


Cardinal: Yes, I had desired to retire in 1991, 1996 and 2001 because I have studied the idea.   I could write some books and return to my studies as Cardinal Martini did.  So, it was my idea to do the same thing.  But on the other hand, seeing the suffering Pope, I cannot say to the Pope, “I will retire.  I will write my books.”  (Both chuckle)  Seeing him, how he is giving himself, I have to continue. 


Raymond: My final question, what do you see, your Eminence, as the great danger and the great hope in the Church today? 


Cardinal: I see the great danger is that we would be only a social association and not founded in the faith of the Lord.  For the first moment, it seems important that only what we are doing and the faith appears not so important.  But if the faith disappears, all the other things are discomposed, as we have seen.  So, I think there is a danger at this time with all these activities and external visions is to underestimate the importance of faith and to lose the faith, even a Church where the faith would not be so essential. 


Raymond: Right. 


Cardinal: So, the great hope is that the Lord, is we’ll see a new presence of the Lord.  We can see that the sacramental presence of the Lord in the Eucharist is an essential gift for us and give us also the possibility to love the others and to work for the others.  I think the new presence of the Eucharistic Christ and the new love for Christ and Christ present in the Eucharist is the most encouraging element of our time. 


Raymond: We’d like to thank Cardinal Joseph Ratzinger and his staff for accommodating the interview.





*"A Leaner, Smaller, Purer Church"?


� HYPERLINK "http://www.businessweek.com/stories/2005-05-01/online-extra-a-leaner-smaller-purer-church" ��http://www.businessweek.com/stories/2005-05-01/online-extra-a-leaner-smaller-purer-church�
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R. Scott Appleby is a professor of American religious history and director of the Joan B. Kroc Institute for International Peace Studies at the University of Notre Dame. The author of numerous books and articles on Catholic modernism, Appleby is general editor of the Cornell University Press series, Cushwa Center Studies of Catholicism in Twentieth Century America.


On April 20, in a conversation with BusinessWeek Special Correspondent Ann Therese Palmer, Appleby offered his perspective on Pope Benedict XVI, his role as guardian of orthodoxy under John Paul II, and his relationship with the U.S. Church. Edited excerpts of their conversation follow.


Q: For some liberal American Catholics, why do you think this is their worst nightmare come true?


Appleby: Pope Benedict XVI has a reputation, built over many years, for cracking down on what he would call theological dissent -- but what they would call healthy theological pluralism within Catholicism.


Q: Do you think he has the capacity to change now that he isn't the Prefect of the Congregation for Doctrine?


A: In his former capacity, Ratzinger was required to draw sharp lines around Catholic orthodoxy and underscore the traditional teaching of the Church.


However, I'm less inclined to believe he will relax this vigilance as Pope because he brought profound theological convictions to the job of "enforcer of orthodoxy." He wasn't merely a watchdog. He was a leading theologian who helped define the meaning of Catholic teaching.


He was a theologian with well-defined critiques of secularism and unhealthy laxity of behavior on moral precepts. The U.S. is case No. 1 in his book with respect to "lax behavior" or disobedience to Church teaching on matters like birth control.


Q: Is the Vatican hierarchy and election of a Pope outdated for the modern democratic world? In the last 300 years, there has been increased emphasis on personal freedom exercised in a participatory democracy instead of historical obedience to one Pope or one king.


A: Cardinal Ratzinger has indicated that certain forms of democracy can promote relativism, an attitude that effectively denies the certainty of absolute truth. As the Prefect of the Congregation for the Doctrine of the Faith, he has warned repeatedly that relativism can be a byproduct of democracy.


The new Pope will likely be critical of certain aspects of American Catholic practice, as was Pope John Paul II, who demanded obedience to certain teachings and didn't get it.


Q: You have said the choice of Cardinal Ratzinger could lead to a "winnowing" of the American church. Why do you think that? 


A: The controversy over denying Communion to politicians who are pro-choice or who are divorced and remarried outside the Church is an example of possible winnowing ahead.


If it's true Pope Benedict XVI prefers a leaner, smaller, purer church as he has spoken of before, we could see a withering of certain Catholic institutions because they're not considered fully Catholic. This might include Catholic colleges, hospitals, and other Catholic institutions.


In his role as Prefect, he determined who could and could not speak as a Catholic theologian. As Pope, that power could be extended more broadly.


Q: Where does this leave liberal American Catholics?


A: It leaves them both concerned and hopeful. The concern is that the man who has become Pope not continue to play the narrower role he was required to enact in his previous office.


The hope is that his intellect and his ability to adapt to the new office will lead to a papacy that's in true dialogue with the Church -- the believers -- as well as the world.


Q: Why would the Cardinals chose a man like this, given all of the apparent problems the Church faces?


A: There are three possible reasons. First, they wanted to send a clear signal that there won't be any fundamental changes in the doctrine and moral teaching of the Church. Those who expect some liberalization or adaptation to the modern world should abandon those expectations.


Second, it demonstrates continuity with the papacy of John Paul II, whom Cardinal Ratzinger served long and loyally. [The third possibility is] they elected Cardinal Ratzinger to demonstrate strength in the areas where John Paul II was weak: Primarily in the internal administration of the Church and in managing the Curia and appointment of bishops. These are areas where Ratzinger will bring great expertise and achievement. 





*Faith and the Future, a 1969 book written by Cardinal Ratzinger published by Ignatius Press


� HYPERLINK "http://www.catholiceducation.org/articles/Interiorlife/iloo13.htm" �http://www.catholiceducation.org/articles/Interiorlife/iloo13.htm� EXTRACT


"She will no longer be able to inhabit many of the edifices she built in prosperity. As the number of her adherents diminishes . . . she will lose many of her social privileges. . . As a small society, [the Church] will make much bigger demands on the initiative of her individual members....


It will be hard-going for the Church, for the process of crystallization and clarification will cost her much valuable energy. It will make her poor and cause her to become the Church of the meek . . . The process will be long and wearisome as was the road from the false progressivism on the eve of the French Revolution — when a bishop might be thought smart if he made fun of dogmas and even insinuated that the existence of God was by no means certain… But when the trial of this sifting is past, a great power will flow from a more spiritualized and simplified Church. Men in a totally planned world will find themselves unspeakably lonely. If they have completely lost sight of God, they will feel the whole horror of their poverty. Then they will discover the little flock of believers as something wholly new. They will discover it as a hope that is meant for them, an answer for which they have always been searching in secret. 


And so it seems certain to me that the Church is facing very hard times. The real crisis has scarcely begun. We will have to count on terrific upheavals. But I am equally certain about what will remain at the end: not the Church of the political cult, which is dead already, but the Church of faith. She may well no longer be the dominant social power to the extent that she was until recently; but she will enjoy a fresh blossoming and be seen as man's home, where he will find life and hope beyond death."


INTERVIEW OF THE HOLY FATHER BENEDICT XVI WITH THE JOURNALISTS DURING THE FLIGHT TO THE UNITED KINGDOM 


Interview with Fr. Lombardi, Papal Flight, Thursday, 16 September 2010 


� HYPERLINK "http://www.vatican.va/holy_father/benedict_xvi/speeches/2010/september/documents/hf_ben-xvi_spe_20100916_interv-regno-unito_en.html" ��http://www.vatican.va/holy_father/benedict_xvi/speeches/2010/september/documents/hf_ben-xvi_spe_20100916_interv-regno-unito_en.html� EXTRACT


"One might say that a church which seeks above all to be attractive would already be on the wrong path, because the Church does not work for itself, does not work to increase its numbers so as to have more power. The Church is at the service of Another; it does not serve itself, seeking to be a strong body…"





DOGMATIC CONSTITUTION ON THE CHURCH, LUMEN GENTIUM, CHAPTER II - ON THE PEOPLE OF GOD


Pope Paul VI, November 21, 1964 


� HYPERLINK "http://www.vatican.va/archive/hist_councils/ii_vatican_council/documents/vat-ii_const_19641121_lumen-gentium_en.html" ��http://www.vatican.va/archive/hist_councils/ii_vatican_council/documents/vat-ii_const_19641121_lumen-gentium_en.html� EXTRACT


#9 So it is that that messianic people, although it does not actually include all men, and at times may look like a small flock, is nonetheless a lasting and sure seed of unity, hope and salvation for the whole human race. Established by Christ as a communion of life, charity and truth, it is also used by Him as an instrument for the redemption of all, and is sent forth into the whole world as the light of the world and the salt of the earth.


As I wrote to Jyoti Sahi, we might see a "leaner, meaner" Church!





WE OBSERVED THAT THOSE WHO FAVOUR THE WASHING OF WOMEN’S FEET IN THE MAUNDY THURSDAY LITURGY ALSO DESIRE THE ORDINATION OF WOMEN


Read NEW COMMUNITY BIBLE 15-DEMAND FOR ORDINATION OF WOMEN PRIESTS-FR SUBHASH ANAND AND OTHERS 
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CORRESPONDENCE WITH A TROUBLED CONSERVATIVE CATHOLIC


From: Name Withheld To: � HYPERLINK "mailto:michaelprabhu@vsnl.net" \o "michaelprabhu@vsnl.net" �Michael Prabhu� Sent: Saturday, March 16, 2013 9:36 PM


Subject: Re: FR. SUBHASH ANAND: "INCLUSIVE CELEBRATION" ON MAUNDY THURSDAY


Based on what I have heard and seen, our new Pope, Pope Francis, has washed the feet of 12 women when he was a cardinal in Argentina. So I am not sure how to interpret the liturgical norms on the washing of feet.


We have addressed this issue above; however, I replied to the writer, and I am reproducing the correspondence that ensued to demonstrate how serious the issue is for conservative Catholics! –Michael


From: � HYPERLINK "mailto:michaelprabhu@vsnl.net" \o "michaelprabhu@vsnl.net" �Michael Prabhu� To: Name Withheld Sent: Monday, March 18, 2013 6:28 AM


Subject: Re: FR. SUBHASH ANAND: "INCLUSIVE CELEBRATION" ON MAUNDY THURSDAY


You are right, you know! But there's a twist to that information. Let me happily surprise you with the truth, and rest your worry. 


Once again go to [and check pages 45, 46] WASHING THE FEET OF WOMEN ON HOLY THURSDAY 


� HYPERLINK "http://ephesians-511.net/docs/WASHING_THE_FEET_OF_WOMEN_ON_HOLY_THURSDAY.doc" �http://ephesians-511.net/docs/WASHING_THE_FEET_OF_WOMEN_ON_HOLY_THURSDAY.doc�. Michael


From: Name Withheld To: � HYPERLINK "mailto:michaelprabhu@vsnl.net" \o "michaelprabhu@vsnl.net" �Michael Prabhu� Sent: Saturday, March 23, 2013 5:14 AM


Subject: Re: FR. SUBHASH ANAND: "INCLUSIVE CELEBRATION" ON MAUNDY THURSDAY


Next week, our new Pope will be celebrating Maundy Thursday Holy Mass in a youth prison. The prison contains male and female youth inmates. He will be washing the feet of 12 inmates. It seems he will wash the feet of 6 male and 6 female inmates. I am praying it is not so. I need to wait and watch what is going on. But that is the news so far.


From: � HYPERLINK "mailto:michaelprabhu@vsnl.net" \o "michaelprabhu@vsnl.net" �Michael Prabhu� To: Name Withheld Sent: Saturday, March 23, 2013 6:04 AM


Subject: Re: FR. SUBHASH ANAND: "INCLUSIVE CELEBRATION" ON MAUNDY THURSDAY


Yes, I read about that. I think that it is permissible as long as he does it outside of Holy Mass.


From: Name Withheld To: � HYPERLINK "mailto:michaelprabhu@vsnl.net" \o "michaelprabhu@vsnl.net" �Michael Prabhu� Sent: Saturday, March 23, 2013 9:47 PM


Subject: Re: FR. SUBHASH ANAND: "INCLUSIVE CELEBRATION" ON MAUNDY THURSDAY


I am hoping you are right, that he is washing the feet outside Holy Mass. However, the Pope has scheduled Holy Mass to be celebrated inside the prison.  so he will be celebrating Holy Thursday Liturgy inside the prison and washing the feet as part of the liturgy. I am very concerned but at this time can only pray.


57.


Have you heard of the SSPX? It is a group of priests spread all over the world who are against modernism in the church. I think they have a few Mass centers in Nagercoil, etc. I am thinking of joining them. Can’t take this liturgical abuse any more.


From: � HYPERLINK "mailto:michaelprabhu@vsnl.net" \o "michaelprabhu@vsnl.net" �Michael Prabhu� To: Name Withheld Sent: Monday, March 25, 2013 6:38 AM Subject: THE SSPX! 


I am hoping that your information is wrong. I have written to the Pope a short letter in English as well as in Spanish. Let us see now what happens.


Heard of the SSPX? Of course I have! I have a few SSPX people writing to me and I have met a few others. Excepting just one, every single one of them is so "hard" and unloving, and the type of forwards that they send are so hateful and dirty, they make me sick, brother. I am just NOT exaggerating. You don't want to have anything to do with them.


You come across as a very knowledgeable Catholic who loves his Church. I humbly request you to just forget that you even considered joining them. I know Catholics who joined them who are not happy, because there is always doubt and guilt over their decision.


I used to personally know Bombay seminarians [in the 1990s] who left en masse and joined the SSPX seminary in Australia. Three years later, after running a strong Internet campaign against the Inculturation errors in the Roman Catholic Church, they ran away from the SSPX and sought a return to the Bombay seminary. They understood that they could never be happy with the real SSPX. After a lengthy de-briefing, two or three were accepted. They are now ordained. One joined the Pentecostals, if I recall correctly.


I have tried corresponding in brotherly love with the hierarchy of the SSPX. I failed miserably. I found them flint hard and intolerant of anyone who is not a RadTrad [Radical Traditionalist].


The prophets of the Old Testament did not leave the people of Israel. They stayed, fought and prophesied against error in high places and suffered ALONG WITH their people.


I pray fervently that you make the right decision, which is to stay. Attending the Traditional Mass, even if it is that of the SSPX, is one thing, joining them is another. But exposure to the SSPX can lead to slow poisoning. I am sorry to put it that way. Do you think that the possibility of doing what you are contemplating never occurred to me? It never came even close to reality because they are simply not right in many of their positions and demands.


From: Name Withheld To: � HYPERLINK "mailto:michaelprabhu@vsnl.net" \o "michaelprabhu@vsnl.net" �Michael Prabhu� Sent: Monday, March 25, 2013 11:21 AM Subject: Re: THE SSPX!


I am very surprised and impressed by your knowledge of the SSPX and trends in the Catholic Church.


I thank you for your heartfelt and honest appraisal of the SSPX.


I think I have not recovered from the shock of the resignation of Benedict the Beloved. I really do not want to leave the Catholic Church and become a rad trad. I hope Pope Francis does not rollback all the liturgical improvements made by Pope Benedict. So far Pope Francis has been very respectful and has lovingly remembered Pope Benedict. I think if he continues like this he will win over Ratzinger-disciples like me.  


But I am sick and tired of all the liturgical abuses and the liberal attitudes of bishops and priests. They are destroying the church. It is just impossible to show them how destructive their modern innovations in liturgy are. Authentic liturgical celebration of the Holy Eucharist creates an authentic Catholic community. Liturgical abuses are signs of a dying parish. Again, thank you for your note of encouragement and warning. 


Have you heard of Cardinal Ranjith from Sri Lanka? He is very traditional in liturgy. An absolute gem. I think you and I have a lot in common. Please provide me a contact number and time - if you are comfortable. I would like to call and talk to you. I am in US, so we have a huge time difference.


From: � HYPERLINK "mailto:michaelprabhu@vsnl.net" \o "michaelprabhu@vsnl.net" �Michael Prabhu� To: Name Withheld Sent: Monday, March 25, 2013 12:26 PM Subject: Re: THE SSPX! 


If you ask me why I entertain such trash and character assassination of Roman Catholics by RadTrads by not warning them or blocking their mails, it is only to know what they [in India] are up to. I have literally been swamped with such material since Benedict XVI resigned. To tell you frankly, I feel orphaned since he abdicated. I have even wondered if its worthwhile carrying on my ministry, especially since I had to now write to the Pope and his secretariat! Something I had never done before in advance of an event and on less than five occasions in general in 10 years.


You are on the spot about Cardinal Malcolm Ranjith. I would have preferred him, but remembering Jesus' promise, God knows what he is doing.


I too am sick and tired of these abuses especially since I read and write about them the whole day, every day. See the attachment that I sent to my archbishop and his casual reply � HYPERLINK "http://ephesians-511.net/docs/ARCHBISHOP_OF_MADRAS-MYLAPORE-LETTER_05-CONCERNING_LITURGICAL_ERRORS.doc" \t "_blank" �ARCHBISHOP OF MADRAS-MYLAPORE-LETTER 05-CONCERNING LITURGICAL ERRORS�. There have been a few 'adjustments' in the Cathedral masses here since my letter to him, but there's plenty more to be done, and I am not going to relent till I take it to Rome if I must. I'm giving the Archbishop a lot of rope before I reveal to him my true and complete profile.


P.S. I have added two other short attachments as a sample of issues that I reported on locally.


� HYPERLINK "http://ephesians-511.net/docs/HINDU_FLAG_POLE_AT_CATHEDRAL_OF_ST_THOMAS_IN_MADRAS-MYLAPORE_ARCHDIOCESE.doc" \t "_blank" �HINDU FLAG POLE AT CATHEDRAL OF ST THOMAS IN MADRAS-MYLAPORE ARCHDIOCESE�


� HYPERLINK "http://ephesians-511.net/docs/PETS_AT_HOLY_MASS_AT_CATHEDRAL_OF_ST_THOMAS_IN_MADRAS-MYLAPORE_ARCHDIOCESE.doc" \t "_blank" �PETS AT HOLY MASS AT CATHEDRAL OF ST THOMAS IN MADRAS-MYLAPORE ARCHDIOCESE�


WILL POPE FRANCIS WASH THE FFET OF WOMEN AT HOLY MASS THIS WEEK?


Pontiff Desires Simple Mass for Holy Thursday


Pope Francis to Celebrate Mass of the Lords Supper at Local Juvenile Detention Center


� HYPERLINK "http://www.zenit.org/en/articles/pontiff-desires-simple-mass-for-holy-thursday" ��http://www.zenit.org/en/articles/pontiff-desires-simple-mass-for-holy-thursday� 


Vatican City, March 26, 2013 (� HYPERLINK "http://www.zenit.org" �Zenit.org�) � HYPERLINK "http://www.zenit.org/en/authors/junno-arocho-esteves" �Junno Arocho Esteves� | 515 hits


According to the Holy See Press Office director, Fr. Federico Lombardi, Pope Francis has expressed his desire that the Mass of the Lord’s Supper be very simple.


The Holy Father will celebrate the Mass in the chapel of the Casal del Marmo Penitential Institute for Minors (IPM). Cardinal Agostino Vallini, vicar general of the Diocese of Rome, and Fr. Gaetano Greco, chaplain of the Institute.


Of the 10 girls and 40 boys expected to attend, the Holy Father will wash the feet of 12, who will be chosen from different nationalities and diverse religious confessions. The youth will also participate in the mass by proclaiming the readings and the prayer of the faithful.


The youth as well as the IPM’s personnel will meet with Pope Francis after the Mass at the Institute’s gymnasium. Also expected to attend will be Paola Severino, the Minister of Justice, Caterina Chinnici, head of the Department of Justice for Minor’s, Saulo Patrizi, Commander of the Institute’s Penitentiary Police, and Liana Giambartolomei, director of the Institute.


The youth will give Pope Francis a wooden crucifix as well as a kneeler that they made in the Institute’s workshop. According to the communiqué released by the Holy See Press Office, the Holy Father will bring Easter eggs and "colomba", a traditional Italian Easter cake in the shape of dove, for all present.


Due to the intimate nature of the Holy Father’s visit, the Holy See stated that journalists will be restricted to the outside area of the Institute, as well as no live coverage of the Mass.





From: � HYPERLINK "mailto:visnews_entxt@mlists.vatican.va" \o "visnews_entxt@mlists.vatican.va" �Vatican Information Service - Eng - txt� To: � HYPERLINK "mailto:visnews_entxt@mlists.vatican.va" \o "visnews_entxt@mlists.vatican.va" �VISnews engTXT� 


Sent: Tuesday, March 26, 2013 7:04 PM Subject: VISnews130326


POPE FRANCIS WANTS "IN COENA DOMINI" MASS TO BE SIMPLE AND INTIMATE


Vatican City, 26 March 2013 (VIS) – The Mass of the Lord's Supper that Pope Francis will celebrate on Holy Thursday in the chapel of the Casal del Marmo Penitential Institute for Minors (IPM) will be, by his express desire, very simple, as reported by the Director of the Holy See Press Office, Fr. Federico Lombardi, S.J. Concelebrating with the Holy Father will be Cardinal Agostino Vallini, vicar general of the Diocese of Rome, and Fr. Gaetano Greco, chaplain of the Institute.


Around 10 girls and 40 boys will take part in the Mass. The Pope will wash the feet of 12 of them, who will be chosen from different nationalities and diverse religious confessions. The youth will also say the readings and the prayers of the faithful.


After the Mass, the Pope will meet with the youth and the IPM's personnel in the Institute's gym. Around 150 persons are expected to attend, including the Minister for Justice, Paola Severino, accompanied by the Head of the Department of Justice for Minors, Caterina Chinnici, the Commander of the Institute's Penitentiary Police, Saulo Patrizi, and the Institute's director, Liana Giambartolomei.


The youth will give the Pope a wooden crucifix and kneeler, which they made themselves in the Institute's workshop. The Holy Father will bring Easter eggs and "colomba" (the traditional Italian Easter cake in the shape of a dove) for all.


Given the intimate nature of the pastoral visit, journalists will be restricted to the area outside the building and no live coverage will be transmitted.





OUR LETTERS TO POPE FRANCIS AND TO SOME VATICAN DEPARTMENTS


From: � HYPERLINK "mailto:michaelprabhu@vsnl.net" \o "michaelprabhu@vsnl.net" �Michael Prabhu� To: � HYPERLINK "mailto:av@pccs.va" \o "av@pccs.va" �av@pccs.va� ; � HYPERLINK "mailto:cancilleria@arzbaires.org.ar" \o "cancilleria@arzbaires.org.ar" �cancilleria@arzbaires.org.ar� Cc: � HYPERLINK "mailto:cultdiv@ccdds.va" \o "cultdiv@ccdds.va" �cultdiv@ccdds.va� 


Sent: Monday, March 25, 2013 5:49 AM


Subject: YOUR HOLINESS POPE FRANCIS, PLEASE DO NOT WASH THE FEET OF WOMEN THIS MAUNDY THURSDAY...





To,


His Holiness Pope Francis,


Vatican City, Rome


 


                                                                                                                                           March 25, 2013


 


                SUBJECT: WASHING THE FEET OF WOMEN AT HOLY MASS ON MAUNDY THURSDAY


 


Your Holiness,


We understand from news reports that You intend to wash the feet of six men and SIX WOMEN at Holy Mass on March 28, 2013, Maundy Thursday. 


We pray that there is no truth in that information.


In case there is any truth in that information, we request You to please refrain from doing that and only wash the feet of twelve men. 


If You wash the feet of women during the liturgy, it will send a wrong signal to many and give an impetus to some enemies of the Catholic Church.


We have nothing against Your washing the feet of women on Holy Thursday if it is done outside of Holy Mass, in a non-liturgical service.


We understand that the rubrics of the liturgy permit only the feet of "viri" (men) to be washed by a priest; so we humbly suggest -- in the event that You really do want to have the feet of women washed -- that You change the presently-existing rubrics to include women before their feet are washed by You.


Yours obediently,


MICHAEL PRABHU


Catholic apologist, INDIA





From: � HYPERLINK "mailto:michaelprabhu@vsnl.net" \o "michaelprabhu@vsnl.net" �Michael Prabhu� To: � HYPERLINK "mailto:cancilleria@arzbaires.org.ar" \o "cancilleria@arzbaires.org.ar" �cancilleria@arzbaires.org.ar� ; � HYPERLINK "mailto:av@pccs.va" \o "av@pccs.va" �av@pccs.va� Cc: � HYPERLINK "mailto:cultdiv@ccdds.va" \o "cultdiv@ccdds.va" �cultdiv@ccdds.va� 


Sent: Tuesday, March 26, 2013 2:32 PM


Subject: ASUNTO: LAVADO DE LOS PIES DE MUJERES EN LA SANTA MISA DE JUEVES SANTO 





A la atención de:


Su Santidad el Papa Francisco


Ciudad del Vaticano, Roma


                                                                                                                                                            25 de marzo de 2013


                            


             ASUNTO: LAVADO DE LOS PIES DE MUJERES EN LA SANTA MISA DE JUEVES SANTO 


 


Su Santidad, 


Hemos podido saber a través de ciertos informes que tiene intención de lavar los pies de seis hombres y seis mujeres durante la Santa Misa del 28 de marzo de 2013, Jueves Santo. 


Rogamos que no sea verdad esta información. 


Pero en caso de que haya algún tipo de certeza en ella, le solicitamos que por favor se abstenga de hacerlo y sólo lave los pies de doce hombres. 


Si Su Santidad lava pies de mujeres durante la liturgia se enviará una señal equivocada a mucha gente y dará impulso a las críticas de algunos enemigos de la Iglesia Católica. 


No tenemos nada en contra de que lave los pies de las mujeres el Jueves Santo si se hace fuera de la Santa Misa, por ejemplo en un servicio no litúrgico. 


Entendemos que las reglas de la liturgia sólo le permiten a un sacerdote lavar los pies a "viri" (hombres), por lo que humildemente sugerimos-en el caso de que realmente quiera lavar los pies a mujeres- que cambie la normativa actualmente existente para incluir a las mujeres en el lavado de pies hecho por Su Santidad. 


Suyo humildemente, 


MICHAEL PRABHU �Apologista católico, INDIA 





From: � HYPERLINK "mailto:croydon.d@gmail.com" \o "croydon.d@gmail.com" �Croydon D'souza� To: � HYPERLINK "mailto:av@pccs.va" \o "av@pccs.va" �av@pccs.va� ; � HYPERLINK "mailto:cancilleria@arzbaires.org.ar" \o "cancilleria@arzbaires.org.ar" �cancilleria@arzbaires.org.ar� 


Cc: � HYPERLINK "mailto:cdf@cfaith.va" \o "cdf@cfaith.va" �cdf@cfaith.va� ; � HYPERLINK "mailto:ladaria@unigre.it" \o "ladaria@unigre.it" �ladaria@unigre.it� ; � HYPERLINK "mailto:servus@urbaniana.edu" \o "servus@urbaniana.edu" �servus@urbaniana.edu� ; � HYPERLINK "mailto:segreteria@propagandafide.va" \o "segreteria@propagandafide.va" �segreteria@propagandafide.va� ; � HYPERLINK "mailto:mjconde@ediurcla.it" \o "mjconde@ediurcla.it" �mjconde@ediurcla.it� ; � HYPERLINK "mailto:nonducorduco@fastwebnet.it" \o "nonducorduco@fastwebnet.it" �nonducorduco@fastwebnet.it� ; � HYPERLINK "mailto:mab_8@msn.com" \o "mab_8@msn.com" �mab_8@msn.com� ; � HYPERLINK "mailto:pellerey@unisal.it" \o "pellerey@unisal.it" �pellerey@unisal.it� ; � HYPERLINK "mailto:kkasteel@corunum.va" \o "kkasteel@corunum.va" �kkasteel@corunum.va� ; � HYPERLINK "mailto:arcivescovado@diocesi.genova.it" \o "arcivescovado@diocesi.genova.it" �arcivescovado@diocesi.genova.it� ; � HYPERLINK "mailto:uzgnadb@zg.t-com.hr" \o "uzgnadb@zg.t-com.hr" �uzgnadb@zg.t-com.hr� ; � HYPERLINK "mailto:erzbischoefliches-haus@erzbistum-koeln.de" \o "erzbischoefliches-haus@erzbistum-koeln.de" �erzbischoefliches-haus@erzbistum-koeln.de� ; � HYPERLINK "mailto:gombp@katolikus.hu" \o "gombp@katolikus.hu" �gombp@katolikus.hu� ; � HYPERLINK "mailto:primadodemexico@yahoo.com.mx" \o "primadodemexico@yahoo.com.mx" �primadodemexico@yahoo.com.mx� ; � HYPERLINK "mailto:archevechedkr@sentoo.sn" \o "archevechedkr@sentoo.sn" �archevechedkr@sentoo.sn� ; � HYPERLINK "mailto:cultdiv@ccdds.va" \o "cultdiv@ccdds.va" �cultdiv@ccdds.va� Sent: Wednesday, March 27, 2013 8:04 PM


Subject: LAVADO DE LOS PIES DE MUJERES DURANTE LA MISA DE JUEVES SANTO





A Su Santidad el Papa Francisco


Ciudad del Vaticano, Roma


 


                                                                                                                                27 de marzo de 2013


 


              TEMA: LAVADO DE LOS PIES DE MUJERES DURANTE LA MISA DE JUEVES SANTO


Su Santidad,


Hemos sabido a través de noticiarios que Usted tiene la intención de lavar los pies de seis hombres y SEIS MUJERES durante la Misa de Jueves Santo del 28 de marzo de 2013.


Rezamos para que esa información esté equivocada.


Si es exacta, le pedimos que por favor no lo haga y lave unicamente los pies de 12 hombres.


Si lava los pies de mujeres durante la liturgia, enviará una señal equivodad a muchos y dará ímpetu a algunos enemigos de la Iglesia Católica.


No tenemos nada contrario a que Usted lave los pies de mujeres el Jueves Santo fuera de la Santa misa, en un servicio no litúrgico.


Entendemos que las reglas litúrgicas permiten unicamente que los pies de los "viri" (hombres) sean lavados por un sacerdote; por lo cual sugerimos humildemente – en el caso que Usted quiera efectivamente lavar los pies de mujeres – que se cambien las reglas litúrgicas para incluir a las mujeres antes del lavado de los pies.


Le saluda atentamente,


CROYDON D'SOUZA


Apologista Católico, 601/602, Greenlands CHS, Opposite St Anthony’s Church, Malwani Village, Malwani, Malad (W), Mumbai, INDIA


[My email letters to Rome in English and Spanish were on this ministry’s letterhead –Michael]





A LETTER FROM A LATIN AMERICAN EUROPE-BASED APOLOGIST AND MY RESPONSE


From: Apologist To: � HYPERLINK "mailto:michaelprabhu@vsnl.net" \o "michaelprabhu@vsnl.net" �Michael Prabhu� Sent: Wednesday, March 27, 2013 2:46 PM Subject: Re: YOUR HOLINESS POPE FRANCIS, PLEASE DO NOT WASH THE FEET OF WOMEN THIS MAUNDY THURSDAY...


From what I understand, there is a huge issue in India about this matter, probably because of all the liturgical abuse that has been going on. From a European/Latin American point of view, where cases of liturgical abuse are rarer or less extreme, it seems as an exception to liturgy that can be granted by Bishops, in particular if it is the Bishop of Rome. 


I think that for Westerners, you should explain why this matter is so important, because otherwise, the first reaction to your letter is very negative. Catholic communities of Europe and Latin America are very sensitive towards women's responsibilities and place in the Church and in liturgy. In fact, this gesture of the Pope will probably be very positively viewed by Catholics from those regions.


From: � HYPERLINK "mailto:michaelprabhu@vsnl.net" \o "michaelprabhu@vsnl.net" �Michael Prabhu� To: Apologist Sent: Wednesday, March 27, 2013 3:36 PM Subject: Re: YOUR HOLINESS POPE FRANCIS, PLEASE DO NOT WASH THE FEET OF WOMEN THIS MAUNDY THURSDAY...


I am not going by sentiments but by the rubrics of the Maundy Thursday liturgy and by the findings of my research into the matter based on email questions that I received in the past. You can read my document at


WASHING THE FEET OF WOMEN ON HOLY THURSDAY 


� HYPERLINK "http://ephesians-511.net/docs/WASHING_THE_FEET_OF_WOMEN_ON_HOLY_THURSDAY.doc" ��http://ephesians-511.net/docs/WASHING_THE_FEET_OF_WOMEN_ON_HOLY_THURSDAY.doc� 


Recently some liberal theologians raised the issue and my correspondence with them is also in the above document. There are wider implications to this issue of washing the feet of women on Holy Thursday. Personally, I have no problems with it.


Also, one of my good Indian conservative friends in the US wrote me that he planned to join the SSPX if this happens tomorrow. I just managed to talk him out of it.


From: Apologist To: � HYPERLINK "mailto:michaelprabhu@vsnl.net" \o "michaelprabhu@vsnl.net" �Michael Prabhu� Sent: Thursday, March 28, 2013 1:55 PM Subject: Re: YOUR HOLINESS POPE FRANCIS, PLEASE DO NOT WASH THE FEET OF WOMEN THIS MAUNDY THURSDAY...


Indeed I suspected that it was a problem linked to liberal clergy who might use it as justification for the ordination of women. But it would in my eyes be - again - an unfair interpretation of a gesture that the Pope clearly intends otherwise. 


I trust that the person in charge of the liturgy for the pontifical house will find a solution. 


I agree with you, that it is better to respect the liturgical norms. What is happening, I believe, is that Pope Francis is not used to dealing with this type of problems, and therefore has a very candid and spontaneous approach, without realizing the implications it might have on other levels. He never lived outside of Argentina, and he might need time to understand this type of problems and decide how to deal with them. But I am quite sure that he doesn't mean the gesture as a justification for the ordination of women. He is known in Argentina as very "conservative", which is the word they use for people faithful to Catholic doctrine. Let's pray and see what happens.


From: � HYPERLINK "mailto:michaelprabhu@vsnl.net" \o "michaelprabhu@vsnl.net" �Michael Prabhu� To: Apologist Sent: Thursday, March 28, 2013 2:56 PM Subject: Re: YOUR HOLINESS POPE FRANCIS, PLEASE DO NOT WASH THE FEET OF WOMEN THIS MAUNDY THURSDAY...


You understood... It will be very difficult for us in these ministries in future when liberals on the one hand keep shouting "But Pope Francis did this or that..." and the Traditionalists on the other hand have more ammunition to fire at us.


The joy of the liberals will be difficult to contain and will be difficult for us to tolerate. The latter we can continue to ignore.


Pope Francis is making our circle of apologists very anxious. Pope Benedict's convert Magdi Allam has left the Church; Pope Francis thinks nothing of distributing Holy Communion in the hand as against the preference of his predecessors, Cardinal Arinze, Cardinal Malcolm Ranjith and others for the tongue... and so on. The reverence for the liturgy and the dignity of the seat of St. Peter appear to have diminished in the name of humility and simplicity... Nothing wrong with that per se, but we as yet cannot estimate the impact that all of this will have in the long term -- whether it will pan out for 'good' or for bad. We don't want Catholics leaving the Church for these of all reasons, for God's sake! 


We face great uncertainty. If there is laxity at the very top in the liturgy and other critical areas, there will be a free-for-all at the diocesan and parish levels; and, the Society of Jesus, already rightly held responsible for the non-evangelization of Asia over the past few decades because of their "social gospel" will turn out to be the greatest beneficiaries of this situation. I wonder if the Pope is even aware that most conservative Catholics blame his Jesuit order [the exceptions are few and far between] for almost every liberal and modernist situation in the Asian church. I think it is high time that I write a report on this issue, as I have been preparing my documentation for it since a long, long time.





1. Pope washes feet of young Muslim woman prisoner in unprecedented twist on Maundy Thursday


� HYPERLINK "http://www.telegraph.co.uk/news/religion/the-pope/9960168/Pope-washes-feet-of-young-Muslim-woman-prisoner-in-unprecedented-twist-on-Maundy-Thursday.html" �http://www.telegraph.co.uk/news/religion/the-pope/9960168/Pope-washes-feet-of-young-Muslim-woman-prisoner-in-unprecedented-twist-on-Maundy-Thursday.html� EXTRACT


Pope Francis continued his gleeful abandonment of tradition by washing the feet of a young Muslim woman prisoner in an unprecedented twist on the Holy Thursday tradition. 


By Harriett Alexander, and agencies, March 28, 2013


While popes have for centuries washed the feet of the faithful on the day before Good Friday, never before had a pontiff washed the feet of a woman. That one of the female inmates at the prison in Rome was also a Serbian Muslim was also a break with tradition. "There is no better way to show his service for the smallest, for the least fortunate," said Gaetano Greco, a local chaplain. 





�





� HYPERLINK "http://www.telegraph.co.uk/news/religion/the-pope/" \t "_blank" �Pope Francis� washed the feet of 12 inmates aged 14 to 21, among them the two women, the second of whom was an Italian Catholic. Mr Greco said he hoped the ritual would be "a positive sign in their lives". 


Catholic traditionalists are likely to be riled by the inclusion of women in the ceremony because of the belief that all of Jesus’ disciples were male. 


The pontiff, who has largely disregarded protocol since his election earlier this month, urged his fellow clerics before the ceremony to prioritise the poor. 


"We need to go out to the outskirts where there is suffering, bloodshed, blindness that longs for sight, and prisoners in thrall to many evil masters," he said at a mass in St Peter’s Basilica. 


"It is not in soul-searching or constant introspection that we encounter the Lord." 


Francis, the first leader of the Catholic Church from Latin America, led a mass with a mixed group of young offenders at the Casal del Marmo prison outside of Rome. 


The 76-year-old, who was archbishop of Buenos Aires until chosen as pope, has already made a name for himself as a champion of the disadvantaged. In his homeland of Argentina he was known for his strong social advocacy, working in slums and shunning the lavish lifestyle adopted by some senior clerics. He lived in a small flat near the cathedral, flew to the Rome conclave in economy class, and chose to travel with his fellow cardinals by minibus rather than in the papal limousine. 


Cardinal Jorge Mario Bergoglio - as Pope Francis was previously known - had already washed and kissed the feet of women in past ceremonies in Argentinean jails, hospitals and old people's homes, including pregnant mothers and AIDS patients. […]





2. Pope includes women for first time in Holy Thursday rite


� HYPERLINK "http://www.reuters.com/article/2013/03/28/us-pope-idUSBRE92R0B020130328" �http://www.reuters.com/article/2013/03/28/us-pope-idUSBRE92R0B020130328� EXTRACT


By Phillip Pullella, Rome, March 28, 2013


Two young women were among 12 people whose feet Pope Francis washed and kissed at a traditional ceremony in a Rome youth prison on Holy Thursday, the first time a pontiff has included females in the rite.


The pope traveled to the Casal del Marmo prison on Rome's outskirts for the traditional Mass, which commemorates Jesus' gesture of humility towards his apostles the night before he died.


The ceremony has been traditionally limited to men because all of Jesus' apostles were male. The Vatican spokesman said two of the 12 whose feet were washed were Muslim inmates.


While the former Cardinal Jorge Bergoglio included women in the rite when he was archbishop of Buenos Aires, it was the first time women had taken part in a papal Holy Thursday ceremony. […]





3. Pope Francis washes feet of young detainees in ritual


� HYPERLINK "http://m.usatoday.com/article/news/2028595" ��http://m.usatoday.com/article/news/2028595� EXTRACT


By Nicole Winfield, March 28, 2013


ROME (AP) — Pope Francis washed and kissed the feet of a dozen inmates at a juvenile detention center in a Holy Thursday ritual that he celebrated for years as archbishop and is continuing now that he is pope. Two of the 12 were young women, a remarkable choice given that the rite re-enacts Jesus' washing of the feet of his male disciples.


The Mass was held in the Casal del Marmo facility in Rome, where 46 young men and women currently are detained. Many of them are Gypsies or North African migrants, and the 12 selected for the foot-washing rite included Orthodox and Muslim detainees as well, news reports said.


Because the inmates were mostly minors — the facility houses inmates aged 14-to-21 — the Vatican and Italian Justice Ministry limited media access inside. But Vatican Radio carried the Mass live, and Francis told the detainees that Jesus washed the feet of his disciples on the eve of his crucifixion in a gesture of love and service.


"This is a symbol, it is a sign — washing your feet means I am at your service," Francis told the youngsters. "Help one another. This is what Jesus teaches us. This is what I do. And I do it with my heart. I do this with my heart because it is my duty, as a priest and bishop I must be at your service."


Later, the Vatican released a limited video of the ritual, showing Francis washing black feet, white feet, male feet, female feet and even a foot with tattoos. Kneeling on the stone floor as the 12 youngsters sat above him, the 76-year-old Francis poured water from a silver chalice over each foot, dried it with a simple cotton towel and then bent over to kiss each one.


As archbishop of Buenos Aires, the former Cardinal Jorge Mario Bergoglio would celebrate the ritual foot-washing in jails, hospitals or hospices — part of his ministry to the poorest and most marginalized of society. It's a message that he is continuing now that he is pope, saying he wants a church "for the poor."


Previous popes would carry out the foot-washing ritual on Holy Thursday in Rome's grand St. John Lateran basilica and the 12 people chosen for the ritual would always be priests to represent the 12 disciples.


That Francis would include women in this re-enactment is noteworthy given the insistence of some in the church that the ritual be reserved for men only: The argument is that Jesus' disciples were all male, and the Catholic priesthood that evolved from the original 12 disciples is restricted to men. "The pope's washing the feet of women is hugely significant because including women in this part of the Holy Thursday Mass has been frowned on — and even banned — in some dioceses," said the Rev. James Martin*, a Jesuit priest and author of "The Jesuit Guide." "It shows the all-embracing love of Christ, who ministered to all he met: man or woman, slave or free, Jew or Gentile," he said. […]





*Who is the “Rev. James Martin”?


On February 22, 2013, UCAN news carried a most irreverent -- considering the sanctity and gravity of the issue -- article by Rev. James Martin. He is culture editor of the liberal-left dissenting 'America' magazine which has been castigated by Rome, see � HYPERLINK "http://www.ourladyswarriors.org/dissent/index.html" �http://www.ourladyswarriors.org/dissent/index.html�. A priest who identifies himself as Fr. Osie wrote in the comments box, "What is your purpose in publishing this. To entertain us?" The article:


Rev James Martin tells us why he should be pope 


� HYPERLINK "http://www.ucanews.com/news/rev-james-martin-tells-us-why-he-should-be-pope/67481" ��http://www.ucanews.com/news/rev-james-martin-tells-us-why-he-should-be-pope/67481� 


Father Martin has come up with 12 reasons why he should be the one elected.


Dear Cardinals:


Eminences, I know you’ve got a tough job coming up in the conclave. You have to do the impossible: elect a guy who is super holy, wicked smart, speaks about a dozen languages and can run an international conglomerate. And if I can be a little blunt, chances are you may not know everyone in the room that day. Especially if you’ve just gotten that red hat you might be sitting in the Sistine Chapel listening to someone talking in French about aggornamiento and ressourcement and be too embarrassed to say to the guy on your left, “Who’s the heck is that?” Besides, everyone sort of looks the same: gray hair, red hat, glasses. It’s hard to keep them straight, no matter how many of those handy “Who’s Who” charts you might have studied.


So to make things easier, I’d like to suggest a candidate who you might not have thought about but upon a few seconds of reflection you’ll know is your man: Me.


Here are 12 reasons why you should elect me pope, which I’m calling: Twelve Reasons Why You Should Elect Me Pope.


1. I’m a man. That’s half the battle, right?


2. I’m baptized. And I’ve got the papers to prove it. No birther controversy here.


3. I speak several languages. Not well, but you know, who does really? I speak English, as you can see from this little essay. And guess what: Bonjour! That’s right: French! I started studying français when I was in seventh grade. (Notice I used the little thingy under the “c.”) That means I can talk to pretty much all of West Africa and France: that’s a lot of Catholics. Unfortunately, if I have to use the subjunctive or the pluperfect we’re out of luck, but all I have to do is avoid saying, “If I were” in any of my encyclicals and we’re golden.    


But there’s more: Hola! That’s right: I speak Spanish. More or less. Or, “Mas o menos,” as we say in the biz. Now, in this case, I can’t really handle the past or future tenses, but that’s OK, because that means I’ll be speaking all about the present – which will make me sound forceful and confident. You know, “Now is the time!” Or “Ahora es la ... well, ora, I guess.” Anyway, there are lots and lots of Spanish-speaking Catholics and once they hear my rendition of “De Colores,” they’ll be sold on the Servant of the Servants of God muy rapido.


4. I’m half Italian. I almost forgot: Ciao! I’m half Italian. On my mom’s side. So once I’m the Bishop of Rome I’ll easily be able to deal with any problems in the curia, because all the Italian curial officials will instantly recognize me as a paesan. Scandals? Finito! Mismanagement? Basta! (That’s Italian for “done” and “over,” in case yours is rustissimo.) My election will also satisfy anyone looking for an Italian pope: i.e., all the Italian cardinals, who you definitely want on your side. The other half of me, by the way, is Irish, which goes a long way in the States, believe you me.


5. I worked in Africa. I almost forgot my other language. Jambo! That’s right! I speak Swahili. Or Kiswahili. (That’s Swahili for Swahili.) Well, at least I used to. I worked in Kenya for two years. So for all those people who want a pope from the developing world, well, I’m not exactly from there, but there are three babies who were named after me while I was working in Kenya. (They’re not mine, if that’s a worry.) That’s got to count for something.


Now that you know that I speak English and Spanish and French and Swahili, you’re probably thinking, “Gee, why not Jim as the Pontifex Maximus?” Why not share that thought with the guy in red sitting next to you?


6. Books. You probably want a pope who is literate but maybe not someone who spends so much time writing books, what with all the stuff he has to deal with. I know that this was sometimes a criticism of Pope Benedict XVI – not that I’m casting any stones! But I’ve already written my books, so when I’m in the Vatican I’ll be 100 percent on the job. Nine to five. Weekends too, if things ever get really busy. Sundays, of course, I’ll be available for Masses.


7. Business experience! Speaking of jobs – guess what? – I’ve got a degree from the Wharton School. That’s one of the big business schools here in the States. Plus I worked at General Electric for six years. So here’s some good news: say arrivederci to any managerial problems in the curia. Ever heard of Management by Objectives? The marginal propensity to consume? The “Four Ps” of marketing? You will after I’m Supreme Pontiff. That place will run like a top. A top that makes money, too.


8. I’m ordained. I almost forgot: I’m already an ordained priest. That means that, since I meet all the other requirements, the only thing that left is for me to be willing to be ordained a bishop. And guess what: I’m willing. Now let me anticipate a minor objection. I’ll bet that you know that I took a vow as a Jesuit not to “strive for or ambition” any high office in the church, but I’ve got a nice, easy, canonically doable way around that roadblock. Once you elect me pope, I’ll be my own superior! After I put on those white robes, I can just call up the Jesuit superior general and say, “Hey, how about letting me accept that ordination as bishop and my election as pope?” And I figure he’ll have to say yes because he takes orders from me. Problem solved. Besides I’m not striving or ambitioning anyway. I’m campaigning.


9. Educated. The Jesuit training process is really, really, really long. I can’t even remember how many years I was in studies. That means that I studied philosophy (good to know), theology (really good to know) and a whole lot of other stuff like church history, which I think would be pretty helpful as pope. And guess what? I know Ancient Greek, too. That really impresses the scholarly types in the church. E.g., when scholars ask me, “What translation of the New Testament are you using?” I’ll say, “My translation.” They love that kind of thing. Plus, that appeals to the Ancient-Greek-speaking demographic that the church may have given up on.


10. Willing to travel. OK, I admit it. I’m not all crazy about air travel, what with all the delays and having to take your shoes off and sitting next to someone who keeps coughing up a lung, but it just dawned on me that this won’t be a problem at all. The Pontiff has his own airplane: Shepherd One. So once you install free movies in my gold-and-white plane I’m golden. I’ll go wherever you want me to go. To the ends of the earth, if need be. As long as I get an extra bag of peanuts.


11. Humility. I can already predict what your last objection is: My campaigning for pope may make me seem a tad less humble than you might hope for. But isn’t the fact that I’m willing to campaign a sign of my humility? A less humble guy would assume that everyone already knows that he’d be a good candidate and so wouldn’t say anything out of his pride. Kind of counterintuitive, huh? Ergo: Since I’m campaigning, I’m No. 1 when it comes to humility.


12. Cool Name. Everyone knows that the first big decision the pope makes is his choice of name. Plus, I know everyone’s always worried about continuity. With that in mind (I like to think ahead, which is a good trait) I’ve already picked my name. As you know, Pope Paul VI’s successor chose the name “John Paul I,” to show his continuity with Pope John XXIII and Paul VI. Everyone was pretty impressed with that. Next you had John Paul II. More continuity. And of course next we had (or have, depending on when you’re reading this) Benedict XVI. If you elect me, and I hope you will, after I say “Accepto” (see I speak a little Latin too), I would choose my name: John Paul Benedict I. That takes care of everyone from John XXIII to Benedict. Continuity plus. Of course saying “JPB1” might take some getting used to but Catholics are pretty flexible, and I’ll bet before long there will be lots of babies baptized John Paul Benedict.


Anyway, I hope that helps you make a tough decision easier, Your Eminences. Did I leave anything out? Well, I’m a fast typist, I can draw pretty well and I tell some really funny jokes. For example, here’s a good one: “What did the Jesuit say when he was elected pope.”


There’s only one way to find out.


UCAN sourced the story from the Huffington Post, � HYPERLINK "http://www.huffingtonpost.com/rev-james-martin-sj/12-pretty-good-reasons-why-i-should-be-pope_b_2735852.html?utm_hp_ref=religion" ��http://www.huffingtonpost.com/rev-james-martin-sj/12-pretty-good-reasons-why-i-should-be-pope_b_2735852.html?utm_hp_ref=religion�, a liberal-left, New Age-promoting news web site and blog, see � HYPERLINK "http://ephesians-511.net/docs/UCAN_WANTS_TO_DO_AWAY_WITH_THE_PRIESTHOOD.doc" ��http://ephesians-511.net/docs/UCAN_WANTS_TO_DO_AWAY_WITH_THE_PRIESTHOOD.doc�.


So, who are among the first “Catholics” to celebrate the washing of the feet of women by a Pope? Dissenters and the Liberal-left, priests such as James Martin.





4. Pope washes women's feet in break with church law


� HYPERLINK "http://www.wral.com/pope-washes-women-s-feet-in-break-with-church-law/12282355/" ��http://www.wral.com/pope-washes-women-s-feet-in-break-with-church-law/12282355/�, � HYPERLINK "http://www.newser.com/article/da5adu101/pope-washes-young-womens-feet-on-holy-thursday-in-break-with-church-law.html" ��http://www.newser.com/article/da5adu101/pope-washes-young-womens-feet-on-holy-thursday-in-break-with-church-law.html�  EXTRACT


By Nicole Winfield, March 29, 2013


ROME (AP) — In his most significant break with tradition yet, Pope Francis washed and kissed the feet of two young women at a juvenile detention center — a surprising departure from church rules that restrict the Holy Thursday ritual to men.


No pope has ever washed the feet of a woman before, and Francis' gesture sparked a debate among some conservatives and liturgical purists, who lamented he had set a "questionable example." Liberals welcomed the move as a sign of greater inclusiveness in the church. […] 


That Francis would include women in his inaugural Holy Thursday Mass as pope was remarkable, however, given that current liturgical rules exclude women.


Canon lawyer Edward Peters*, who is an adviser to the Holy See's top court, noted in a blog that the Congregation for Divine Worship sent a letter to bishops in 1988 making clear that "the washing of the feet of chosen men ... represents the service and charity of Christ, who came 'not to be served, but to serve.'" While bishops have successfully petitioned Rome over the years for an exemption to allow women to participate, the rules on the issue are clear, Peters said.


"By disregarding his own law in this matter, Francis violates, of course, no divine directive," Peters wrote. "What he does do, I fear, is set a questionable example." *See pages 77, 78


The Vatican spokesman, the Rev. Federico Lombardi, said he didn't want to wade into a canonical dispute over the matter. However, he noted that in a "grand solemn celebration" of the rite, only men are included because Christ washed the feet of his 12 apostles, all of whom were male.


"Here, the rite was for a small, unique community made up also of women," Lombardi wrote in an email. "Excluding the girls would have been inopportune in light of the simple aim of communicating a message of love to all, in a group that certainly didn't include experts on liturgical rules."


Others on the more liberal side of the debate welcomed the example Francis set. "The pope's washing the feet of women is hugely significant because including women in this part of the Holy Thursday Mass has been frowned on — and even banned — in some dioceses," said the Rev. James Martin, a Jesuit priest and author of "The Jesuit Guide." "It shows the all-embracing love of Christ, who ministered to all he met: man or woman, slave or free, Jew or Gentile."


For some, restricting the rite to men is in line with the church's restriction on ordaining women priests. Church teaching holds that only men should be ordained because Christ's apostles were male. "This is about the ordination of women, not about their feet," wrote the Rev. John Zuhlsdorf, a traditionalist blogger. Liberals "only care about the washing of the feet of women, because ultimately they want women to do the washing."


Still, Francis has made clear he doesn't favor ordaining women. In his 2011 book, "On Heaven and Earth," then-Cardinal Bergoglio said there were solid theological reasons why the priesthood was reserved to men: "Because Jesus was a man."


On this Holy Thursday, however, Francis had a simple message for the young inmates, whom he greeted one-by-one after the Mass, giving each an Easter egg.


"Don't lose hope," Francis said. "Understand? With hope you can always go on."


One young man then asked why he had come to visit them.


Francis responded that it was to "help me to be humble, as a bishop should be."


The gesture, he said, came "from my heart. Things from the heart don't have an explanation."





5. How Should We Understand Pope Francis Washing Women's Feet? 


� HYPERLINK "http://www.ncregister.com/blog/jimmy-akin/how-should-we-understand-pope-francis-washing-womens-feet?utm_source=feedburner&utm_medium=feed&utm_campaign=Feed%3A+NCRegisterDailyBlog+National+Catholic+Register" ��http://www.ncregister.com/blog/jimmy-akin/how-should-we-understand-pope-francis-washing-womens-feet?utm_source=feedburner&utm_medium=feed&utm_campaign=Feed%3A+NCRegisterDailyBlog+National+Catholic+Register� 


By Jimmy Akin, � HYPERLINK "mailto:jimmy@secretinfoclub.com" \t "_blank" �jimmy@secretinfoclub.com�, March 28, 2013


It has been widely reported that, when he was still the cardinal archbishop of Buenos Aires, the future Pope Francis washed the feet of women during the Mass of the Lord's Supper. Now he has done so as pope.


Here are some thoughts on Pope Francis's decision and what it means.


This Year's Mass of the Lord's Supper


It was surprising but not surprising when the Holy See announced that Pope Francis had chosen to celebrate this year's Mass of the Lord's Supper not in one of the papal basilicas of Rome but, instead, in its juvenile prison. That's precisely the kind of gesture that we have come to expect from the new pope in the short time we've been getting to know him. It's not traditional, but it's humble and evangelistic. And it corresponds to Jesus' remarks that, when we visit those in prison, we are spiritually visiting him (Matthew 25:36-40).


It's also in keeping with things he's done before, such as holding the service in a maternity hospital in Buenos Aires in 2005.


So what happened with the footwashing ceremony this year?


The BBC � HYPERLINK "http://www.bbc.co.uk/news/world-europe-21963105" \t "_blank" �is reporting�:


During Thursday's intimate service, the Pope washed and kissed the feet of 12 young detainees to replicate the Bible's account of Jesus Christ's gesture of humility towards his 12 apostles on the night before he was crucified. The 12 inmates included two girls, one Italian Catholic and one of Serbian Muslim origin, local prison ombudsman Angiolo Marroni said ahead of the ceremony.


That's certainly a dramatic gesture.


A Muslim Girl?


It had been announced, in advance, that the young people who were going to be participating in the ceremony would be coming from different religious backgrounds, so this wasn't a total surprise, but it was a striking choice.


What should we make of it?


I think we should understand it in the same light that explains the initial decision to celebrate this Mass in a youth prison: Pope Francis wants to reach out to the young people in the prison and bring them the light of Christ.


He is taking the role of a servant and an evangelist.


What he is doing hopefully will have a profound impact on the lives of these young people, hopefully setting them on the right path both in terms of civil law and in terms of their faith life.


He's also, by this action, showing the world that he takes his role seriously as a servant of all people and an evangelist to all people.


Washing and kissing the feet of a Muslim girl in jail signifies that rather dramatically.


It also raises questions.


Questions


Here are a few:


1. What do the Church's liturgical documents say about footwashing?


2. How does Pope Francis's decision relate to this?


3. If the pope is going beyond what the Roman Missal says, can the pope just do that?


4. If he can do it, can others?


5. What should we expect in the future?


6. How should we understand the rite in light of this?


Let's look at each of these . . .





1. What do the Church's liturgical documents say about footwashing?


There are two key places one should look for an understanding of the footwashing ceremony. The first is found in the document that governs the celebrations connected with Easter, which is called � HYPERLINK "http://www.ewtn.com/library/CURIA/CDWEASTR.HTM" \t "_blank" �Paschales Solemnitatis�. According to this document:


51. The washing of the feet of chosen men which, according to tradition, is performed on this day, represents the service and charity of Christ, who came "not to be served, but to serve." This tradition should be maintained, and its proper significance explained. [Emphasis the author’s]


Please take note of the highlighted phrase. It will be important later.


The second document is the Roman Missal, which states:


10. After the Homily, where a pastoral reason suggests it, the Washing of Feet follows.


The men who have been chosen are led by the ministers to seats prepared in a suitable place. Then the Priest (removing the chasuble if necessary) goes to each one and, with the help of the ministers, pours water over each one's feet and then dries them.


Meanwhile some of the following antiphons or other appropriate chants are sung. [Antiphons omitted]


13. After the Washing of Feet, the Priest washes and dries his hands, puts the chasuble back on, and returns to the chair, and from there he directs the Universal Prayer.


The Creed is not said.


There are several things to note here:


1. The text does speak of "men" having their feet washed. The Latin term that is used in the original (viri) indicates adult males specifically.


2. This rite is optional; it is done "where a pastoral reason suggests it."


3. There is no specific number of men specified. It does not say twelve men are to have their feet washed. How many is a decision open to the celebrating priest.


4. Although I have omitted the antiphons for reasons of space, none of them speak of the "apostles." They either use the more generic term "disciples" or they do not mention the disciples at all but rather Jesus' example for us or his commandment to love one another.


 


2. How does Pope Francis's decision relate to this?


Pope Francis's decision goes beyond what is provided in these texts in at least one respect: Instead of washing the feet of adult males, he decided to wash the feet of young women as well.


The fact that one of them was a Muslim does not go beyond what the letter of the text specifies, since it does not indicate that the chosen men are to be Catholics (or other Christians).


One would expect that they would be Catholics, and one could argue that this is implied in the text, but since Pope Francis is now the individual who is ultimately responsible for interpreting the text, if he judges that it does not prevent washing the feet of non-Christians then it doesn't.


His decision does go beyond the text in the matter of men, however.


 


3. Can Pope Francis just do things that aren't provided for in the law?


Yes. The pope does not need anybody's permission to make exceptions to how ecclesiastical law relates to him. He is canon law's ultimate legislator, interpreter, and executor.


And it's not uncommon, at least in recent decades, for a pope to make exceptions to the law in how papal ceremonies are performed.


John Paul II frequently held liturgies that departed from what the Church's liturgical texts provide, particularly when he was making a form of dramatic outreach, and Pope Francis seems to be following in his footsteps.


 


4. If he can do this, can others?


Technically speaking, no. If a pope judges that, due to the particular circumstances of a papal celebration, an exception should be made, that does not create a legal precedent allowing others to do so.


After all, not everybody is in the same situation as the pope. They don't have the same pastoral circumstances or the same legal authority, and so if he makes an exception in his application of the law in his own case, it does not create a legal precedent for others doing so who do not have his circumstances or authority. [Emphasis mine]


On the other hand, if people see the pope doing something, they are naturally going to treat it as an example to be followed.


People naturally imitate their leader. That's the whole point behind Jesus washing the disciples' feet. He was explicitly and intentionally setting an example for them.


Pope Francis knows that he is setting an example.


It has been reported, e.g., that when he was told that he didn't need to pay his pre-conclave hotel bill that he insisted on doing so, saying expressly that, as the pope, he needed to set an example.


 


5. What should we expect in the future?


It's hard to say.


On a practical level, I would expect that there will be more priests who do things similar to what the pope has done.


On a legal level, the matter is more uncertain.


We may get a clarification of the matter, perhaps from the Congregation for Divine Worship and the Discipline of the Sacraments.


I suspect that, if we do get a clarification, it is likely to be one allowing more flexibility in terms of who has their feet washed. [Emphasis mine]


Already, the Congregation for Divine Worship has, apparently, indicated privately that a bishop can wash women's feet if he feels a pastoral exception should be made. At least, that's what Cardinal O'Malley indicated he was told when he asked them about the subject (� HYPERLINK "http://www.ncregister.com/blog/jimmy-akin/10-things-you-need-to-know-about-holy-thursday/" \t "_blank" �see here for more info�).


We'll have to see, though. They may not say anything.


 


6. How should we understand the rite in light of Pope Francis's action?


There has been a tendency in some circles to see the footwashing rite as linked specifically to the twelve apostles, and this has been presented as a reason why it should be limited to men.


In the past, I myself promoted that understanding, because that is how it was first explained to me.


It's a natural understanding, particularly when twelve individuals are chosen to have their feet washed, and in an age when altar girls and women's ordination have been receiving attention.


However, as I've looked more closely at the texts, other elements have struck me:


(First, as we mentioned, the number twelve is not mandated in the text. The number is the choice of the celebrating priest. That, right there, loosens the connection of the rite with the apostles.


(Second, this event is recorded only in John's Gospel, and John does not describe Jesus as washing the feet of "the apostles." Instead, John says that he washed the feet of "his disciples." Disciples is a more generic term than apostles. Although they are sometimes used synonymously, Jesus had many more disciples than he did apostles.


(Third, none of the antiphons sung during this rite (which might give clues to its meaning) speak of the "apostles." They either use the more generic term "disciples" or they do not mention the disciples at all but rather Jesus' example for us and his commandment to love one another. 


(Fourth, none of the explanatory texts for this rite explain it in terms of an action directed specifically to the apostles.


 


The most direct explanation of the rite's purpose is found in Paschales Solemnitatis, which says:


51. The washing of the feet of chosen men which, according to tradition, is performed on this day, represents the service and charity of Christ, who came "not to be served, but to serve." This tradition should be maintained, and its proper significance explained.


This indicates that we should understand that this rite "represents the service and charity of Christ"--not as a statement about ordination to the priesthood. To read it that way goes beyond what the texts indicate.


According to the texts, our focus should be on the service and charity displayed in the rite and how we should serve and be charitable to one another.


The rite should not be read in the matrix of issues like women's ordination. This rite isn't about ordination, the way the Church understands it.


At least that's how Pope Francis seems to understand it.


 


A Final Thought


I'd add one more thing, which is that it's understandable that we might be perplexed or concerned about this.


After all, we do live in an age in which authentic Catholic teaching involving gender is under assault. The last few years have seen a lot of flashpoints involving the idea of women's ordination. It's under-standable that issues like altar servers and footwashing would be viewed in that matrix. [Emphasis mine]


At the same time, we should keep this in perspective.


The footwashing ceremony is only an optional rite, and it was only made part of this Mass in 1955 by Pope Pius XII, so its modern liturgical use doesn't even go back that far.


The question of who serves at altar is far more closely connected to who is likely to think about becoming a priest than the question of who has their feet washed on Holy Thursday.


If the Holy See were to decide to expand how the law is to be applied in this case, it would not signal the end of the world.


If the Church can survive altar girls, it can certainly survive a change in the discipline regarding who has their feet washed. [Emphasis mine]


The National Catholic Register is a 2013 finalist for the Best Catholic Newspaper award.





SELECTED COMMENTS [CONSERVATIVES -- THAT IS ONE IN TWO COMMENTS -- DISAGREE WITH CATHOLIC ANSWERS APOLOGIST JIMMY AKIN]





Dear Jimmy Akin: There is no other way to explain what the current occupant of the Chair of St. Peter did today other than to call it what it is: "A wicked gesture against Our Lord and Saviour Himself." In fact, Jesus Himself said this would happen on March 14, 2013 through Maria Divine Mercy.  Read at the link below.


� HYPERLINK "http://www.thewarningsecondcoming.com/this-wicked-gesture-during-holy-week-will-be-seen-by-those-who-keep-their-eyes-open/" ��http://www.thewarningsecondcoming.com/this-wicked-gesture-during-holy-week-will-be-seen-by-those-who-keep-their-eyes-open/�. I respectfully disagree with you, Mr. Jimmy Akin. I wish people would open their eyes to the prophecies of MDM and pray about them instead of ignoring them. A Pope is supposed to set an example. Disregarding your own Liturgical Rules that calls for 12 men and adding 2 women does not sound good. He should have changed the rules first if he didn’t like them instead of disregarding them altogether as if the rules do not exist. Bad, bad, precedent. All these parsing of what "men" mean is irrelevant to those of us who have been skeptically watching. -Fidelis


�I disagree [with Jimmy Akin]. Jesus washed the feet of 12 men. I figured excuses were going to be made for our Pope. Hope there aren’t more changes against tradition. –T.G.





Mr. Akin, Your quote: "It’s not traditional, but it’s humble and evangelistic" is in error. To break traditions and to re-fabricate them according to one’s own ideas is quite egocentric and prideful. ... It is a false showboat form of humility. A truly humble man guards tradition, preserving it intact and passing it on unmodified to the next generation. –Chris Lauer


�Entirely spurious reasoning. The Pope, as Supreme Legislator can, indeed, change Ecclesiastical law like our legislative bodies can. But, to ignore the law entirely as he did is an act of the worst sort of monarchism and, indeed, smacks of the clericalism so many people abhor. It’s not Pope Francis’ Mass, it’s the Church’s Mass. Leave it to the Jesuits to send us a Pope who is unfaithful to himself (in his office). (Yes, yes, fine: the Pope judges all and is judged by none, fine, but it remains a duty to speak the truth.) -JRP


�"The washing of the feet of chosen men which, according to tradition, is performed on this day, represents the service and charity of Christ, who came 'not to be served, but to serve' (Matt XX: 28)...this tradition should be maintained, and its proper significance explained." 


-CDWDS document, Paschales Solemnitatis, 1988 –Oatmeal





Sadly it looks like the Roman Church’s liturgical tradition is going to continue to unravel. –Walt





Mr. Akin, You argue above that the use in John’s Gospel of "disciples", rather than "apostles", lends ambiguity to the link, since the terms are not always interchangeable (though they can be). However, does not the fact that this took place at the Last Supper strongly imply that only the Twelve were present to have their feet washed? -LV


�I anticipated this, after seeing footage of him doing the same thing in his home town. Whatever his intention, it will be seen by very many secular priests as a big fat red line through the rules of the GIRM. 


Now everything will be seen as up for grabs. He has also greatly hampered any efforts by those of us who are trying to bring back more faithful liturgical practices.


In our parish church on Holy Thursday there is a drama of the last supper acted out by adults with oral script while the priest separately goes about consecrating the Body and Blood of Christ up on the altar. Thank God and Benedict XVI for the EF in the neighbouring diocese. –Jonah





If the Pope wants to change it, then so be it. But just do it right. Change the rubrics and explain why they are being changed.  Then follow the new rubrics.  That’s both good leadership and the pastoral approach. –Stu





While the Pope can "get away" with breaking canon law as the supreme legislator, he is setting an example, as you point out, for others to follow. However, unless Francis changes canon law—and there is no time before this evening to promulgate it, it will be a sin for others to do the same. Francis, as pope, is leading his priests to sin. Fortunately, under the circumstances, probably only venial. But intentionally leading others into sin is about as evil as evil gets. –Cassandra





I have always placed the liturgical ceremonies of Holy Thursday as our commemoration of the institution of the priesthood and the institution of the Eucharist. There is no mention of any women being present at the Last Supper - truly extraordinary as the Mother of God was most definitely in Jerusalem, she would next day be at the foot of the Cross. Twelve men had their feet washed by Christ as these twelve would take the burden of Christ’s priesthood - thus when we wash the feet of females and those who do not share our faith, we lessen the focus on those who would be ordained. Today, we really need to concentrate the hearts and minds of those who are now ordained as priests and those who will be ordained or who are discerning a vocation to the priest - there is a journey now lasting 2,000 years that brings us to this time. Let’s stay the course! That this liturgical innovation dates only to 1955 is neither here nor there - it is like saying that the Roman Missal in its current form was only approved for use in its new translation from Advent 2011. –Martin Shanahan





PASCHALIS SOLLEMNITATIS - The Preparation And Celebration Of The Easter Feasts Congregation for Divine Worship
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IV. HOLY THURSDAY EVENING MASS OF THE LORD'S SUPPER


51. The washing of the feet of chosen men which, according to tradition, is performed on this day, represents the service and charity of Christ, who came "not to be served, but to serve. [58] This tradition should be maintained, and its proper significance explained.





6. What is Pope Francis really saying?
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Posted on � HYPERLINK "http://wdtprs.com/blog/2013/03/what-is-pope-francis-really-saying/" \o "4:47 pm" �28 March 2013� by � HYPERLINK "http://wdtprs.com/blog/author/fatherz/" \o "View all posts by Fr. John Zuhlsdorf" �Fr. John Zuhlsdorf� 


Here is what I think Pope Francis is up to.


In this explanation I am not necessarily endorsing specific things that he is doing (washing the feet of females in a prison) or not doing (refusing the mozzetta, etc.).


I am trying to get at what I think Pope Francis is really up to.


Before liberals and traditionalists both have a spittle-flecked nutty, each for their own reasons, try to figure out what he is trying to do.


Firstly, we are not succeeding in evangelizing.  We are going backwards, globally. Francis knows this. This has to be foremost in his mind. This fact was probably foremost in the considerations of the College of Cardinals.  How could it not be? So, Francis is faced with the obligation to address the problem of evangelization.


In the wealthy west, the Church is often perceived (and it is so very often portrayed) as not being compassionate. The Church doesn’t care about women in crisis pregnancies (and therefore we don’t condone abortion or contraception because we are not "compassionate". The Church doesn’t care about the divorced and remarried (because we don’t admit them to Holy Communion and therefore we are not "compassionate"). Likewise, getting down into the nitty-gritty of defending small-t traditions and fighting over their meaning, their larger value, history and worth today, we are not compassionate (because we talk about the details of worship we are therefore ignoring the real needs of people and we are therefore not compassionate).


There are all sorts of ways in which people have lost the sense that the Church is actually about compassion, properly understood.


I think what Pope Francis is up to is trying to project, re-project, is an image of the Church as compassionate. He is trying to help people remember (or learn for the first time) that she is actually all about compassion, charity in its truest form.


We’ve lost the message and we have to get it back.


For example, in his sermon for the Chrism Mass he indicated that priests need to be edgier, take more risks in getting out there with people. He is probably thinking (like a Latin American bishop might with enormous slums in the diocese) that you depart from certain things for the sake of connecting elsewhere. You risk being over-interpreted or losing control of the message for the sake of getting the real message out there again.


I’ll wager that, as a Jesuit, Francis doesn’t care about liturgy very much. He is just not into – one whit – either what traditional liturgy types or what liturgical liberals want.


Some liberals live and breathe liberal liturgy. On the other end of the spectrum, such as the undersigned, traditional Catholics think that liturgy is critical but for different reasons ("Save The Liturgy, Save The World", comes to mind). Francis isn’t invested in either of these camps.


For Francis, I think, it is more a matter of "a pox on both your houses".


Putting it in a vague way, Francis wants people to leave Mass feeling "joy", or something having to do with the "kingdom", etc.  As he said at the Chrism Mass he wants people leaving Mass "as if they have heard the good news".


Look. I am not saying his is the right approach. I am saying this is what I think he is doing in his liturgical and personal-style choices (where he is living, what chair he sits in, etc.).


Francis wants priests to talk to people and find out what they need and get involved in their daily struggles. Liturgy, for Francis, seems to be involved precisely in that. Do I think Francis may be missing huge points in this approach? Sure, right now I do.  But I am leaving the jury out.


I don’t have to 100% embrace what Francis is doing even as I struggle to see and understand what he is up to.


I am quite sure, however, that Francis isn’t trying to ruin what Benedict and John Paul before him tried to construct. He is up to something else. He is getting at the problem of the Church not making any headway in evangelization.


Here is a problem.


Liberals will find it far easier than conservatives to claim that Francis’ actions are endorsements of their liberal thing. Remember this: Liberals could give a damn about the gender of the person whose feet are being washed. Their focus is really the gender of the one doing the washing.  Liturgical liberals are included in this. They only care about the washing of the feet of women, because ultimately they want women to do the washing. This is about the ordination of women, not about their feet.


Before these liberals start taking their victory laps, I would remind them that Francis is not going to touch doctrine.  He has clearly talked about the Devil.  He has spoken clearly before his election about same-sex stuff as discrimination against children.  He has firmly fought Liberation Theology.


What liberals forget in their present crowing is that even as Francis makes himself – and the Church – more popular by projecting compassionate image, he will simultaneously make it harder for them to criticize him when he reaffirms the doctrinal points they want him to overturn.


Bottom line.


Francis is pushing out to the world (ad extra) an image of compassion.  I think he is correcting both sides, within the Church (ad intra), which may both be, both sides, losing the forest for the trees: we are not succeeding in evangelizing and we cannot sacrifice doctrine for the sake of mere popularity or worldly acceptance.
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I think a great deal has to do with him being a Jesuit, as you say. I have never known a Jesuit personally who gave a care about the liturgy, one way or another. So maybe we should not read too much into Pope Francis’ style as it emerges. Now if he doesn’t wear the mozzetta for the Via Crucis, well all bets are off! –Marcello


I think he’s going to have the effect—and very soon—of undoing a great deal of what Benedict did. Moreover, he is giving lots of ammo to those who want to put the worst possible spin on Benedict’s pontificate. 


I’m not throwing a spittle flecked nutty. But I am coming quickly to terms with a sinking reality that the Benedictine reform is dead in the water. Yes, the priests were empowered and shown a fine example, but there was not enough time for momentum to develop or for the biological solution to take its effect. –Vox Borealis


Madness. Jesus Mercy. – Louis IX


I suppose my concern isn’t that Francis is washing the feet of a Muslim in a prison or not wearing the mozzetta. My concern is that Francis is projecting the image that he knows better. As Father Z wrote last week, Francis risks making this look like it’s all about him. I certainly don’t think that’s his goal, but that’s an impression that can be drawn from his actions. 


It’s been a whirlwind two weeks since Francis was chosen so we all must give him time, even if we are uneasy about some of what we’ve seen. Hopefully, Francis will come to realize some of the outward signs of traditions he’s chosen not accept aren’t a sign of a disconnected Church, but a reflection of the traditions and beliefs that have made the Church endure for 2000 years. -Robbie 


I am happy that I do not have to like the liturgy of the Holy Father, any of them for that matter, and can remain Catholic. I’ll leave it at that. It reminds me of when Benedict mentioned condoms in that interview with Peter Seewald. It was completely misunderstood and it took much heavy-lifting and hand-wringing by others to make it not sound heretical. I fear the same this time. Why do these men of God have to make our job as Catholics harder? Shouldn’t it be the other way around? – Lavrans


I don’t think it matters any more what he’s trying to do. He now has no moral authority, since he flouted the norms – and the usual result of flouting norms is chaos. –Nanette Claret


Thank you Father but I am having a spittle-flecked nutty anyway. Pope Francis has an enormous responsibility toward the liturgy and adherence to canon law. His love for the poor and for people on the margins is admirable and winsome, but it is not necessary in the least to bless a liturgical abuse in order to demonstrate love for an outcast. In choosing to engage in a liturgical abuse much loved by liberals, he has not put any pox whatsoever on the liberal camp. Rather, he has endorsed that camp’s views about the liturgy. He at the same time has undermined the Vatican’s authority, which is his responsibility to uphold. Why should anyone take what the Vatican says seriously if the Pope doesn’t? –Donato 2


Simply put, I’m scandalized, confused and frightened. Beyond that, I have no words. –David Andrew


I am a bit concerned about this, not because I think washing the feet of women is the lynchpin of the Catholic faith, but because Pope Francis is setting an example that it’s OK to break canon law.


Dr. Edward Peters has a great, level-headed as always, post on this: [See page 77]


� HYPERLINK "http://canonlawblog.wordpress.com/2013/03/28/popes-like-dads-dont-have-a-choice-in-the-matter/" �http://canonlawblog.wordpress.com/2013/03/28/popes-like-dads-dont-have-a-choice-in-the-matter/�


I see all those who have been abusing the liturgy and violating canon law as being validated. I see the Bishops who won’t apply Canon 915 as being validated, even lauded, for standing up to that big bad Canon Law.


This is what pops in to my mind, but I’m new to the CC and don’t know much about these things, so Fr. Z., please relieve my fears. –O. Possum


I don’t know about any of this. We live in an insane age that thinks it has the right a complete understanding of every single thing we see at the moment it passes before our eyes. I do fear that Francis’ papacy will be a tragic one because of all the expectations (and I even hear these from the priests in my own parish) heaped on the poor man from the instant he walked out on the balcony overlooking St. Peter’s Square; it isn’t called the ‘room of tears’ for nothing I suppose. In any case the man has barely been pope for two weeks, and a month and a half ago he was thinking only of the concerns of his Archdiocese in Buenos Aires without a second thought to the papacy, so give him a break. His papacy may turn out to be a disaster for the Church in which case it will be our Cross to bear patiently and without complaint, but then again it may not be so bad and may even might be a good thing. And no matter what your opinion of his recent actions PRAY FOR POPE FRANCIS with all your heart because he needs it. –Priam


I too am scandalized, confused and frightened, but I have many words. I don’t know how I can stay in a church where the pope not only refuses to refer to himself as pope, but refuses to follow church law. If he breaks one law, what assurance do we have he will not break more. I am not convinced that he will not change any doctrines. So many Jesuits want women priests, abortion and SSM. I can’t feel good about him not being in that camp. This foot free for all has scandalized me unbelievably. This, I fear, is only the beginning of the end. The only constant I have ever had in my life has been the unchanging Church. Now that too is gone. It will be a sad, sad Easter. –Pooh Bear


“Liberals will find it far easier than conservatives to claim that Francis’ actions are endorsements of their liberal thing.” And there is what has me worried most (aside from episcopal choices, perhaps). Francis may have said that the Church isn’t an NGO, but his emphasis on compassion-and-humility makes it that any liberal can portray it as such. In fact, any liberal (as measured relative to the societal mean) will see it that way too, as they won’t give a tenth of a penny about salvation and all the other elements that sets the Church apart from your run-of-the-mill NGO. At the end of the day, the Church must be compassionate, and it’s certainly helpful to be regarded as such. But the Church’s mission is not to alleviate poverty – I’d go so far as to say compassion can never strike a decisive blow against poverty; only good governance (freedom and rule of law) can do so. The Church mission is first and foremost to get souls to Heaven. To make it clear: I’m not saying Pope Francis has any other mission in mind. But what he does, is thus far giving a wholly different impression. And impressions count too. –Phil


Unfortunately, I don’t believe returning to tactics and techniques from the 60′s, 70′s and 80′s is going to evangelize anyone! It is what got us into the mess the Church is in today. –Acardnl


The great danger is that however well intentioned Pope Francis may be, others will interpret the gestures toward their own ends which will, in the end, do no good for the Church. I agree we should give him some breathing room but flouting law and tradition only undermines his own authority so that for all the help he wants to bring to the poor, the world will pay very little mind to what he has to say. After all, the next guy may change it all anyway, so what’s the bother?


I still do not think he has grasped the enormity of his office. He is not a bishop of a struggling Third World diocese. He is the Supreme Pontiff and should not only look but act the role. The humble little pastor of the poor is endearing to many pious souls but Mammon will tire of it very quickly and turn on him in a New York minute; what moral authority he has now will vanish in the blink of an eye. -Marcello


I hope you are right in your analysis, Fr Z. I noticed that for the Holy Mass in prison, the number of candles had also been reduced to one at each side… If Pope Francis is not bothered liturgically, why would he order this change as well, going against a simple Benedictine arrangement? Maybe God is telling us that the Novus Ordo is beyond a reform of the reform…maybe we should be looking forward to its abolishment some time in the 21st century, to be replaced by the vetus ordo or the byzantine mass all over the world. -Ambrose


I think it will be difficult for Pope Francis or the CDWDS Prefect to address reports of liturgical irregularities while the Holy Father is breaking rubrics himself [without modifying them beforehand as far as we know]. –Dr. K


That is a charitable way to look at what he is doing Fr Z. I never thought it possible but less than a month into this papacy it is safe to say it is a failure. Go ahead, jump all over me and say it has only been 2 or 3 weeks blah, blah, blah. If indeed we look at this in the best possible light as Fr Z just did. It reeks of incompetence and ignorance. Or he could be doing something on purpose. Many were saying that the next Pope needed to be someone who could speak through the modern media. Well, message heard loud and clear Francis!�If he is not doing this on purpose, he is incredibly naive. Once the modern leftists and the media get a toe in the door they open it with great force. We were already getting our brains bashed in by the secular liberal world. Now, by showing them “compassion” it will only be taken as a sign of weakness. The wolves will redouble their efforts. It was hard enough to fight for Truth when we had an Orthodox Pope. Now, this will disintegrate very, very quickly. Francis strikes me as a very powerful man. As a very forceful man. The media portrays him as meek and humble but his actions have been hostile and aggressive. If you are going to do mental gymnastics and twists to fit this Pope into Traditional Catholicism and explain away every thing he is doing you will go mad Fr Z!�This battle is LOST! This Pope has done more for the progressives in 2 weeks than the last 2 Popes have done in 30 years for traditionalists.�And we are arguing if he is doing it on purpose or not!?�It does not matter. The damage and scandal is just as damaging no matter what the intent.�A Pope elected by the curia, at a time when people were talking of cleaning the curia… and this Pope diminishes the Papacy. Uh oh!�God help him.�God help us.�God help the world.�God help our Church.�God help me see that I am wrong… -Potato


If a Pope is prepared to simply ignore whatever he wants it doesn’t bode well. People may put a positive spin on what he is doing- but it seems at the moment that the Papacy is all about him and not much else. In terms of liturgy it seems he doesn’t give two hoots about beauty or reverence, and doesn’t seem to care about following the rubrics as laid down. I fear a succession of deeply depressing events during the course of this pontificate, events that will do nothing to help bring about Christian unity, and do everything to push many people over the edge towards sedevacantism. Hand on heart I feel they have elected the wrong man, and we are doomed to a return to 1970s style bland liturgy and catechism that is just monumentally awful, with emboldened liberals thrusting their heretical ideas onto impressionable young minds. –Alex P


As for me, the dam is breaking. I hoped against hope that all the signs weren’t true, even as they were mounting: reportedly endorsed civil unions, reportedly spoke dismissively of the Regensburg address, showed no care for the liturgy while archbishop of Buenos Aires, reportedly said that some priests over emphasize sexual morality and that this is an impediment to evangelization, and seems hostile to the primacy of Rome. There is no doubt about it: at the liturgical level and level of sensibilities, he is an out an out liberal. Like poohbear, I too fear that these attitudes will infect doctrine. Here however we must have faith, faith in Christ’s promise that the gates of Hell will not prevail. Our faith requires only that the Pope not teach error in matters of faith and morals. Jesus did not promise that none of the successors of Peter would trash the liturgy or flout canon law.-Donato


“I am trying to get at what I think Pope Francis is really up to.”�Why would we HAVE to figure out what he is up to? I’m very much afraid that Dr. Peters is correct. Why reform the law when it is easier to flout? Very much saddened to witness this by the Holy Father as well as the apologists working over time to excuse. –Keith


1. Can anyone imagine this level of liturgical knowledge, general outrage, and public education ten years ago? We’re much stronger and more knowledgeable than we were in the “pro multis” days.


2. Any pastor worth his collar won’t want anything to do with the foot washing ceremony after this. He can’t win. So this might be the death knell of this Bugnini innovation.


3. The ne0-evangelists can’t hope against hope anymore. They have nowhere to hide, and frankly owe the traddies an apology. Going forward, they are going to have to decide whether obedience in liturgy and beauty matters or not to the new evangelization. It’s a time for choosing for those folks. -Rellis


A few weeks ago would breaking liturgical law have been considered productive to evangelization at this blog? –David Werling


I wanted to respond to two thoughts mentioned by others. First, someone said the Holy Spirit chose Francis. I would disagree with you and so would the former Cardinal Ratzinger. In 1998 I believe, he wrote that the Holy Spirit does NOT choose the Pope and the best evidence of that is the fact we’ve had some bad Popes (Alexander VI, Urban VII).


Second, someone mentioned that much of what we’re seeing has to do with the fact Francis is a Jesuit. I suspect that has played a huge role, but Francis is no longer a Jesuit who happens to be the Archbishop of Buenos Aires. He’s the Pope of the Roman Catholic Church. Now, don’t misunderstand me. I don’t believe he should cast aside all that has formed him life, but the Papacy is bigger than just being a Jesuit, correct? –Robbie


One card at a time, Pope Francis is showing us his philosophy. I agree with Vox Borealis that the reform of the reform is toast. It’ll slide into oblivion and be replaced with all that many of us have fought against for 40 years. Many of our Bishops that have wavered on the edge will swing back to the “left”.�Having said all that, I must add that this is our Cross to carry for at least 6-10 years. Perhaps the pendulum will swing back next time. –Sword


I only have one problem with what Pope Francis did. He should have FIRST revised the official liturgical rules, and then went ahead and washed women’s feet. I love Pope Francis a lot and think he is a holy man, but this is the sort of thing that can cause division and a lack of obedience to spread. –Dave M


To poohbear and david andrew : My friends in Christ, just keep your eyes on Jesus, read the Catechism and the Bible, pray and ask for the prayers of our Blessed Mother and our Saints and be thankful for all the many joys and blessings to be found in the Sacraments and in the little things that make life worthwhile. We’re going to be tested and we must keep the faith. “Be ye not afraid”.�If I were you I wouldn’t waste my time speculating about what is going on in Rome right now. As I said in a post the other day, I feel we’re on a slippery slope and it’s imperative to keep focused on Jesus. “Trust in the Lord with all thine heart. Lean not unto thine own understanding.” We’ve been given all that is needed but we must trust and obey our Lord and Church teachings. Thank God they’re all written down… let us write them on our hearts! – D B Wheeler


What is Pope Francis really saying when he states that the Moslems worship the same God as Christians do? –Nancy D


A person can give a good example and a person can give a poor example. Francis may have given us both at the same time.


I think he could have solved this (as the churches chief legislator) by simply issuing a Motu Proprio modifying the Mandatum. Problem solved.  –pseudomodo


“For example, in his sermon for the Chrism Mass he indicated that priests need to be edgier, take more risks in getting out there with people. He is probably thinking (like a Latin American bishop might with enormous slums in the diocese) that you depart from certain things for the sake of connecting elsewhere.” Father, with all respect, I heard all this stuff in the 60′s and 70′s. It didn’t effectively evangelize anybody then, and I have no confidence that it will be more successful now. My attitude is to hunker down and await the coming storm, and pray that we will have the strength to persevere. When the storm breaks, all the departures from tradition will not buy any good will or forbearance from the world. Rather, they will be a source of weakness. –wecahill


I asked myself, were I the devil, what would I want for Easter? The answer, of course, is the uproar we’re having now. I do not have the good fortune of living in a conservative/traditional-minded diocese. (If I revealed which diocese, many on this thread would be shocked. X diocese has such an appearance of tradition that even the liberal bastion next door would be surprised.) On the Feast of the Exultation of the Cross, 2007, four of our priests ‘came out’ regarding the TLM. All had made preparations quietly for years, betting against the odds–one beginning in his seminary days, I believe. They did not enjoy support from the bishop, and not all their fellow priests reacted well. (I don’t hesitate to use the word cruel in certain instances.) But the law is now on their side, and they are making a difference, although progress sometimes seems awfully slow.


What I’m trying to say is, yes, it would be great if Francis were another Benedict, but he’s not. If the only time we can expect to make headway toward liturgical renewal is when a conservative pope is sitting, then I agree, let’s pack up and quit right now–isn’t there anyone else who finds this notion utterly ludicrous? Since when has any lasting change come from the top down? If we’re going to have reform, it MUST be implemented from the bottom up. (Think about that the next time you run across one of those “This means YOU” ads.) I’m sorry Pope Francis isn’t observing his own rubrics; we should be honest and admit that few priests do. We can hold them to a higher standard. We must be both patient and persistent.


And we need the good natured pluck of the little boy who, when shown a pile of manure, joyfully attacked it with a shovel. “With all this @&$%,” he said, “There has to be a pony in here somewhere!”


Somewhere, in all this @&$%, is a reform of the reform. –Therese


Fr I wish I shared your certainty about his intentions in regards to the issues you raise. I do not share your confidence, especially in regards to the Liturgy. Things appear to be “spirit of VII” full steam ahead despite the approach of humility and trying to make the Church relevant to those who have dismissed it as uninterested in the unfortunate of this world. The “reform of the reform” is over and the approach, whatever the direction it is headed in is more like that of a heavy earth mover than a piece by piece approach. There will be a lot more surprises to come as he breaks with tradition at every opportunity. –Hank Igitur


Sure you will get some new people into the Church with this method and at the price of others being fed up with the instability and disorientation. Yeah, we all know it is on your soul leaving the Church but that doesn’t stop them. People leave for the very chaos that they are going through now. The “Catholic Come Home” thing that has been going on the last few years probably brought in some people. People who may have left during the crisis years because they saw something familiar in Benedict and the Church. More stability etc. And now they will exit in distrust and with resentment. So in the end it is the shifting of numbers. And I don’t believe at all this is the right approach. The Church is supposed to be a huge umbrella where everyone can take shelter and feel at home. The continuing shifting of groups, reaching for one while putting off another is a lose, lose situation. What surprises me most is the hubris with which this is being done and at such a rapid pace. Did no one learn of the dizzying effect this had in the 60′ and early 70′s ? For a Pope to subject the Faithful to this, with no explanation doesn’t strike me as humble at all. At least with each symbol or restoration that Benedict did there were explanations, reasons grounded in sound Tradition and logic. Setting himself against Benedict’s reforms and John Paul II’s conservative moments is how it is coming off to folks. And Rome knows that which makes the silence about why day after day all the more deafening. –Mitchell





7. Washing women’s feet?


By � HYPERLINK "http://www.patheos.com/blogs/standingonmyhead/author/frdwight" \o "Fr. Dwight Longenecker" �Fr. Dwight Longenecker�, March 28, 2013 


� HYPERLINK "http://www.patheos.com/blogs/standingonmyhead/2013/03/washing-womens-feet.html" ��http://www.patheos.com/blogs/standingonmyhead/2013/03/washing-womens-feet.html� 


Today Pope Francis washed the feet of twelve detainees in a youth detention center. Two of them were female.


Last year I wrote � HYPERLINK "http://www.patheos.com/blogs/standingonmyhead/2012/04/men-only-foot-washing.html" �this post�* explaining why the rubrics call for men to have their feet washed. Jimmy Akin explicates the texts and offers an excellent commentary � HYPERLINK "http://www.ncregister.com/blog/jimmy-akin/how-should-we-understand-pope-francis-washing-womens-feet/" �here�**.      **See page 66


What are we to make of the Holy Father disregarding the rubrics which call for "selected men" to have their feet washed, and what does his washing feet of females say about the link between the foot washing and the apostolic ministry?


Jimmy Akin points out that the church documents don’t actually link the foot washing with the apostolic ministry, although that is one level of symbolism. Instead it states that the foot washing is primarily a sign of service.


Clearly, the Holy Father wishes to emphasize this symbolic aspect of foot washing more than the link with the apostolic ministry. At the heart of the symbolism of foot washing are the Lord’s words, "I have not come to be served, but to serve." and "The greatest among you must be the slave of the least." By taking a step to the lowest of the low in society and washing their feet he is emphasizing the heart of the ceremony–at the expense of the other rich symbolism of Holy Thursday.


What do I make of it? It’s okay. He’s the Pope. I’m concerned that his willingness to disregard the rubrics may give the wrong signal and give carte blanche to every other priest who wants to use the liturgy to make a personal point. I personally wish he had found a way to combine all the elements of this rich symbolism together–maybe by choosing to wash the feet of selected priests and brothers who spend their lives serving the poor. He would thereby have also re-emphasized his role as "the servant of the servants of God". By doing this within his basilica of St John Lateran (I know he hasn’t yet taken possession of it) he would also be showing through rich and traditional symbolism, the role of the Bishop of Rome as the servant of the poor by washing the feet of those priest members of the Body of Christ who serve the poorest of the poor.


On the other hand, by taking a radical step and washing the feet of poor young prisoners – women as well as men – he not only reminds us of the radical nature of the symbol, but also the unexpected and sometimes upsetting example of the Lord himself – who upset some religious traditions in order to make a point.


In the gospel Jesus repeatedly flouted some strict rules for a greater good, and so upset the religious legalists. Did the Pope break the rubrics? At the end of the day the rubrics are there to serve the gospel–not the gospel to serve the rubrics.


*� HYPERLINK "http://www.patheos.com/blogs/standingonmyhead/2012/04/men-only-foot-washing.html" ��http://www.patheos.com/blogs/standingonmyhead/2012/04/men-only-foot-washing.html�, see further below; the above article seems to be a complete reversal - or "adjustment" - of his initial position.
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I fear that this is a case of the right thing done the wrong way. The Holy Father’s actions would have had more impact if he had changed the rubric instead of defying it. –Wineinthewater


If one takes Sacrosanctum Concilium seriously; the Holy Father as the Bishop of Rome and the Chief Liturgist not only for that Diocese but also for the Church… one may conclude that if the Chief Liturgist chooses to ignore the liturgical rubrics, then he is sadly setting the example that could be followed by all other bishops and priests – ignore the rubrics for a “higher cause”. If this is the pattern he is setting, I fear we’re back to the 1960′s-70′s with clown Masses and pizza and beer instead of break and wine – as long as the “innovations” (deviations from the rubrics) serve a perceived “higher cause”. –Robert


There is no excuse for this and none should be given. We all know the ramifications to his public witness to his own disobedience. This is beginning to look like a show of self love in the name of humility. We must wait for his appointments before we form any convictions but so far, his judgment is starting to smell of a wreckovator. - Carol


I appreciate your kindness toward the Holy Father, but this is a sad thing to watch. Yes, we’ve always had priests who loved innovation – they were disobedient to Rome. But when Rome improvises? The fall out from this is anybody’s guess. I feel especially sad for faithful priests who hold fast to doctrine in the face of an incredibly hostile culture. They may have ’70′s mindset’ bishops, but they could always look to the Holy Father… -Anne


Why is it OK for the pope to violate liturgical rubrics &, in doing so, set a very bad example for priests & bishops? Is he deliberately advocating disobedience to Church law in a era of widespread disobedience on the part of clergy & laity alike? Why take a chance on causing even more harm when Catholics are already walking a tightrope in so many areas? I don’t care if he’s the head of the Church–as such, he’s even more obligated to set the example for all Catholics. Guess it’s OK for me to disobey now as long as it benefits the poor & marginalized, right? I’m following his example. Somehow, I don’t think Jesus would approve of it. One of the holiest days of the year for Catholics & he excludes his fellow Catholics from this Mass. How wonderful! –Ben


As Pope Benedict said “One must not just come in as pope and start to make things the way he would like to.” I am really concerned at these changes which are making the previous popes look like evil men. Something is not right. –Taad





*Men only foot washing


� HYPERLINK "http://www.patheos.com/blogs/standingonmyhead/2012/04/men-only-foot-washing.html" ��http://www.patheos.com/blogs/standingonmyhead/2012/04/men-only-foot-washing.html�


April 2, 2012 By � HYPERLINK "http://www.patheos.com/blogs/standingonmyhead/author/frdwight" \o "Fr. Dwight Longenecker" �Fr. Dwight Longenecker�


Thomas MacDonald writes well � HYPERLINK "http://www.patheos.com/blogs/godandthemachine/2012/04/washing-of-the-feet/" �here� about the foot washing to take place at the Mass of the Lord’s Supper on Thursday.


What he doesn’t mention is that the rubrics at the Mass call for men to have their feet washed. I wonder how many parishes have "creative" priests who use this as an opportunity to be "inclusive". I’ve already had one person ask my advice on Facebook on how to respond to his priest who wants his seven year old daughter to be one of the people having their feet washed.


We should get this straight. The tradition and the rubrics mandate that men are to have their feet washed. Not little girls, not women, not boys. Men. Why is this? Because the foot washing ceremony is not only an example of Christ being the lowest servant of all, as Tom’s article makes clear, but it is also a consolidation of the apostolic ministry.


How often have you heard this one? "Jesus never ordained priests and bishops–the whole masculine hierarchy thing is a man made invention." Not so. The Church teaches that the Last Supper was not only the institution of the Holy Eucharist, but also the ordination of the first presbyters of the church. Our Lord establishes the Eucharist and says to the twelve, "Do this in memory of me." As the Passover is re-configured into the Eucharist, so the twelve tribes of Israel are re-configured into the apostolic ministry. Furthermore, when we read the text closely we see that the whole passage which we call 'the high priestly prayer of Christ' not only establishes Christ as the great High Priest, but we also see how he is sharing every aspect of his priestly ministry with his apostles.


Twelve men are chosen to bear the authority of Christ on earth and at the Last Supper he passes on his authority and ministry on to them. This is why in John’s gospel, at the Last Supper, Christ’s long discourse has as its theme "As the Father has sent me, so I have sent you." (John.18.18) The entire long discourse is his delegation of authority and ministry in the power of the Holy Spirit to the Apostles. The fact of the matter is that despite the Lord’s mother being the holiest of people, and despite the fact that he had many holy women in his entourage, Jesus chose twelve men to be his apostles.


The foot washing therefore has a strong resonance with the establishment of the apostolic ministry. As Christ has served them, they are to serve the rest of the church and the world. The twelve men who have their feet washed therefore represent the twelve apostles as well as representing the whole people of God. As Christ has become the slave of all, so the apostles too are to be "the servants of the servants of God."


Washing the feet of little girls–sweet though it may be–does not have quite the same symbolic power.





SELECTED [OUT OF 33] COMMENTS


Don’t start me on the female altar servers mistake. Yes, without being a raving heretic or sedevacantist, I can call it a mistake. The Pope is guaranteed infallibility, but this is very clearly defined and does not mean that every single thing a particular Pope says is infallible, nor does it mean that every liturgical change a particular Pope permits is infallible or written in stone. There are many good, orthodox Catholics, including a priests I know personally, who believe, with clearly reasoned arguments, that the permission to use female altar servers was a grave mistake. I believe that one day that decision will be reversed. In the meantime, it in no way excuses people from the Church rule regarding the Washing of the Feet. For several important reasons the Washing can only be done to men. –Veritas


What was the mistake? I thought it was approved by Pope John Paul II. -Will


Will, disagreeing with something a Pope has allowed is a very sensitive topic. One group see you as a heretic who challenges Church teaching, the other group see you as a sedevacantist – someone who thinks the present Popes are illegitimate. I can assure you I am neither. I believe absolutely in Papal Infallibility. However, this is a very carefully defined dogma and does NOT mean that everything a particular Pope does, says or allows is correct. For example, Pope Alexander VI was, I believe, an absolute disgrace and an embarrassment for Catholics. His personal life was by any moral standards, appalling. If I had lived at his time I hope I would have been brave enough to join vocal opposition to his lifestyle. However, I also believe that God totally protected him from formally teaching any heresy. The Church was protected by Papal Infallibility.


I greatly admire Pope John-Paul II. The example of living faith he showed us by the way he handled his physical decline and death was beautiful. However I believe he allowed several things to become established that were a mistake. One of these changes was the introduction of female altar servers. -Veritas


Thanks for this post, Father, here’s another good one that goes along with yours:


� HYPERLINK "http://www.catholicliturgy.com/index.cfm/fuseaction/lawtext/index/6/subindex/97/lawindex/31" �http://www.catholicliturgy.com/index.cfm/fuseaction/lawtext/index/6/subindex/97/lawindex/31�


Q. Can the priest wash women’s feet on Holy Thursday?


A. According to the Sacramentary, “The men [vir] who have been chosen are led by the ministers to chairs prepared in a suitable place. Then the priest (removing his chasuble if necessary) goes to each man. With the help of the ministers, he pours water over each one’s feet and dries them.”


In 1988 the Congregation for Divine Worship reaffirmed that only men’s feet are supposed to be washed: “The washing of the feet of chosen men [vir] which, according to tradition, is performed on this day, represents the service and charity of Christ, who came ‘not to be served, but to serve’ (Matthew 20:28). This tradition should be maintained, and its proper significance explained.”–Paschales Solemnitatis, 51. In both cases the Latin word vir is used which means that men is not referring to mankind but only to males. Therefore, only men may have their feet washed on Holy Thursday. The practice of having the congregation wash each other’s feet is also not allowed as the instruction refers only to the priest as the washer of feet. - Erika


What makes the situation “muddier” as Jimmy Akin posted back in 2005 is that Cardinal O’Malley was permitted to do this — � HYPERLINK "http://jimmyakin.com/2005/03/quo_vadis_viri_.html" �http://jimmyakin.com/2005/03/quo_vadis_viri_.html�. Mark Shea (� HYPERLINK "http://www.patheos.com/blogs/markshea/2012/04/women-and-footwashing.html" �http://www.patheos.com/blogs/markshea/2012/04/women-and-footwashing.html�) points to the USCCB website which indicates it is permitted (� HYPERLINK "http://www.usccb.org/prayer-and-worship/liturgical-resources/triduum/holy-thursday-mandatum.cfm" �http://www.usccb.org/prayer-and-worship/liturgical-resources/triduum/holy-thursday-mandatum.cfm�). It bothers me that my own parish does this, but knowing that this matter can be argued from both sides makes me not want to even say anything.- Tom Grelinger


Apparently, Pope Francis has a different opinion on the matter. –James, March 28, 2013 [This last post was made TODAY. All the other (32) comments were posted between April 2 and 7, 2012]





8. Popes, like dads, don’t have a choice in the matter


� HYPERLINK "http://canonlawblog.wordpress.com/2013/03/28/popes-like-dads-dont-have-a-choice-in-the-matter/" �http://canonlawblog.wordpress.com/2013/03/28/popes-like-dads-dont-have-a-choice-in-the-matter/�


By Dr. Edward Peters, March 28, 2013 [See pages 65, 66]


Pope and dads set examples whether they want to or not. If I have dessert despite not having finished my supper, my kids do not experience that family rule as something presumably oriented to their welfare, but rather, as an imposition to be borne until they, too, are old enough to make and break the rules. Now, none will dispute that Pope Francis has, � HYPERLINK "http://www.guardian.co.uk/world/2013/mar/28/pope-francis-women-feet-washing" �by washing the feet of women at his Holy Thursday Mass�1, set an example. The question is, what kind of example has he set?


As a matter of substance, � HYPERLINK "http://www.canonlaw.info/a_footfight.htm" �I have long questioned the cogency�2 of arguments that the Mandatum rite should be limited to adult males (a point lost on � HYPERLINK "http://ncronline.org/blogs/distinctly-catholic/what-drives-me-crazy-about-rc-right" �Michael Sean Winters in his recent nutty�3 over a Mandatum-related post by Fr. Z that linked to my writings on the subject). But I have never doubted that liturgical law expressly limits participation in that rite to adult males, and I have consistently called on Catholics, clerics and laity alike, to observe this pontifically-promulgated law in service to the unity (dare I say, the catholicity) of liturgy (c. 837). Pope Francis’ action today renders these arguments moot. Not wrong, mind. Moot.


By disregarding his own law in this matter, Francis violates, of course, no divine directive, nor does he — to anticipate an obvious question — achieve the abrogation of a law which, as it happens, I would not mind seeing abrogated. What he does do, I fear, is set a questionable example at Supper time.


We’re not talking here about, say, eschewing papal apartments or limousines or fancy footwear. None of those matters were the objects of law, let alone of laws that bind countless others. 


(Personally, I find Francis’ actions in these areas inspiring although, granted, I do not have to deal with complications for others being caused by the pope’s simplicity).


Rather, re the Mandatum rite, we’re talking about a clear, unambiguous, reasonable (if not entirely compelling or suitable) liturgical provision, compliance with which has cost many faithful pastors undeserved ill-will from many quarters, and contempt for which has served mostly as a 'sacrament of disregard' for Roman rules on a variety of other matters. Today, whether he wanted to, or not, Francis set the Catholic world an example, about solidarity with outcasts, certainly, and about regard for liturgy.


A final thought: we live in antinomian times. One of the odd things about antinomianism (a condition that, by the way, does not always imply ill-will in its adherents though it usually implies a lack of understanding on their part) is that antinomianism makes reform of law not easier but harder: why bother undertaking the necessary but difficult reform of law when it’s easier simply to ignore it?


It’s a question with reverberations well beyond those of a foot-washing rite.





1Pope Francis includes women in papal feet washing ceremony for first time


� HYPERLINK "http://www.guardian.co.uk/world/2013/mar/28/pope-francis-women-feet-washing" ��http://www.guardian.co.uk/world/2013/mar/28/pope-francis-women-feet-washing� 


Reuters in Rome, March 28, 2013





2Toward resolving the annual Mandatum rite controversies


� HYPERLINK "http://www.canonlaw.info/a_footfight.htm" ��http://www.canonlaw.info/a_footfight.htm� 


By Dr. Edward Peters [See pages 65, 66]


Holy Week is almost upon us, and that means that, while we try to prepare for the awesome mysteries of the Triduum, we’ll also have to endure the annual Lenten foot fight: You know, "Is it okay for Father to wash the feet of women on Holy Thursday?"


The foot-washing rite, called the Mandatum (command), was re-introduced into the liturgy by Pope Pius XII in 1955. A recent circular letter from the Congregation for Divine Worship explains its purpose: "The washing of the feet of chosen men which, according to tradition, is performed on this day, represents the service and charity of Christ, who came 'not to be served, but to serve' (Matt XX: 28). This tradition should be maintained, and its proper significance explained." CDW, Paschales Solemnitatis (16 January 1988), n. 51


Present liturgical law is clear that only adult males (viri) may have their feet washed at the Mass of the Last Supper: "Lotio pedum …11. Viri selecti deducuntur a ministris ad sedilia loco apto parata. Tunc sacerdos … accedit ad singulos, eisque fundit aquam super pedes et abstergit …" (Mass of the Lord's Supper, Roman Missal 2002) Therefore, if someone is washing the feet of any females (or, it seems, even of males under 18, per 1983 CIC 97), he is in violation of the Holy Thursday rubrics.


But there are two significant problems.


First, it is common knowledge that permissions have been granted to individual bishops to permit women to have their feet washed. Under canon law, such variations do not constitute a change in universal norms nor do they provide others a precedent upon which to adopt practices contrary to law (see 1983 CIC 16 § 3). Still, such exceptions inevitably make people wonder why something like this is illicit in one diocese yet permissible in another. Moreover, Rome’s practice of granting such permissions privately makes it difficult to know the level of authority involved in making the exception and to refute rumors that others were granted. Second, the rubric provokes the bigger question of why the rite is restricted to adult men in the first place. Most commonly, it is argued that the rite represents Christ’s actions at the Last Supper and therefore it must be done as He did it.


Consider two liturgical experts, ambo resplendentes in scientia et fide: Rev. Edward McNamara: "This means preparing the rite following liturgical law to the letter, [and to] explain its meaning as an evocation of Christ's gesture of service and charity to his apostles, and avoid getting embroiled in controversies that try to attribute to the rite meanings it was never meant to have." (� HYPERLINK "http://www.ewtn.com/library/Liturgy/zlitur123.htm" \t "_blank" �Zenit, 28 March 2006�) And � HYPERLINK "http://www.jimmyakin.org/2005/02/foot_washing.html" \t "_blank" �Mr. Jimmy Akin�: "Since the rite re-enacts Jesus' washing of the Twelve Apostles' feet (all of whom were men) and since the text for the rite in Latin refers to it being performed on viri selecti ("selected men") ... only men should be used." (� HYPERLINK "http://www.jimmyakin.org/2005/03/quo_vadis_viri_.html" \t "_blank" �Blog, 21 Mar 2005�) and "This rubric requires twelve males because they are representing the Twelve Apostles whose feet Jesus washed." (� HYPERLINK "http://www.jimmyakin.org/2005/02/foot_washing.html" \t "_blank" �Blog, 28 Feb 05�)


There are problems with both of these explanations.


Besides the fact that the entire rite is optional and so need not be done at all, consider:


no specific number of men is required for the rite, so the connection asserted between 12 men and the 12 Apostles is at best ambiguous; 


indeed, there are no references to "apostles" in the mandatum rubrics or the circular letter, which instead explain the rite in terms of "Christ’s gesture of service and charity", a ministry obviously not limited to apostles; and,


Christ’s explicit mandate at the Last Supper was "you also should do as I have done to you", a command no one reads as restricting the recipients of ordained ministry to apostles or their successors. 


Thus, Fr. McNamara’s claim that the rite evokes "Christ's gesture of service and charity to his apostles" and Mr. Akin’s statement that the rite "requires twelve males because they are representing the Twelve Apostles" are eisegetical. Ironically, both men might still have a point, but one would have to look beyond what Rome has actually said to find it. In the meantime, we are left wondering, just what is the value served by restricting the rite to adult men?


Earlier, I said there are two problems with the law at present. But really, there are three.


Bishops who are, quite correctly, upholding the law as it reads, know that this matter is purely one of ecclesiastical law (which means it is changeable, albeit only by Rome per 1983 CIC 838). They know that the reasons commonly offered in support of the law are either literally non-existent (as above) or are inconclusive. And they know that in some places this rubric is unnecessarily divisive. At a minimum, then it is hard to reconcile this liturgical restriction with the principle of fundamental equality of the faithful succinctly set forth in Canon 208 of the 1983 Code of Canon Law.


But bishops know something else: they know that virtually every time a provision of liturgical (not divine) law has been challenged in recent decades (by people who love the Church, or otherwise) on such topics as Saturday Mass of anticipation, Communion in the hand, female altar servers, regular distribution of Precious Blood, lay service as extraordinary ministers — the list goes on and on — virtually every time, I say, that such restrictions have been challenged, Rome has changed the rule after a lot of hard feelings were generated in trying to defend it. And that is truly regrettable. Liturgical law should protect and enhance the essentials and beauty of divine worship; it should not become a proving ground of episcopal willingness to enforce Roman decrees.


Personally, it makes no difference to me which way the Legislator decides to go here; if he wants to emphasize the symbolism of apostolic presence at the Last Supper and therefore restrict those getting their feet washed to adult men, fine. If he wants to emphasize the symbolism of Christ’s love for all his disciples and therefore authorize women having their feet washed, fine. But I think we need to have a clear ruling, one way or the other, once and for all. It would also help to have an articulation of pastorally convincing reasons to back up the choice (though such reasons need not be "convincing" to everyone in order for the law to be binding.)


Finally, we really need to stop having this debate only during Lent; it’s too late to do anything about it by this time of the year. This question should be studied, and answered, during the coming year. There are many more important things to ponder during the Church's holiest season.


The Washing of the Feet is a time-consuming rite that breaks up the flow of the liturgy, is difficult to see from any place besides the front few pews, and leaves the congregation with nothing to do for a prolonged period. Why not, then, move it from Holy Thursday in parishes to the Chrism Mass, a special Mass that bishops and priests typically celebrated some days or weeks before Holy Week, and have the bishop wash the feet of 12 of his priests? The symbolism of the rite would be much stronger, and all controversies instantly resolved.





3What Drives Me Crazy about the RC Right


� HYPERLINK "http://ncronline.org/blogs/distinctly-catholic/what-drives-me-crazy-about-rc-right" ��http://ncronline.org/blogs/distinctly-catholic/what-drives-me-crazy-about-rc-right� 


By � HYPERLINK "http://ncronline.org/authors/michael-sean-winters" �Michael Sean Winters�, March 27, 2013 [The liberal, pro-women priests National Catholic Reporter –Michael]


None of us wishes to be judged by our worst moment, our worst decision, or our worst blog post. But, this blog post by Father Zuhlsdorf**, with a link to a post by canonist Ed Peters, is a perfect example of what makes me crazy about the Catholic right. They are so obsessively focused on whether or not a bishop or priest can/should wash the feet of women during the Mandatum Rite in the Mass of the Lord's Supper, they put heavy emphasis on the fact that the rite is optional and Peters suggests it should only be used at the Chrism Mass. I have brought many people, including many non-Catholics, to the Mass of the Lord's Supper and the thing that they always remark upon afterwards is the Mandatum Rote. It is the rite that most perfectly incarnates the Great Commandment. It captures the essence of Jesus' ministry and, just so, the essence of all Christian ministry. It is a rite that should bring tears to the eyes. But, heaven forfend if a bishop or a priest washes a woman's feet! Better to opt out and not do the rite at all. This is insane.  


This NCR article has 95 mostly dissident comments.





**Of Holy Thursday and the foot-washing rite: problems – solutions


� HYPERLINK "http://wdtprs.com/blog/2013/03/of-holy-thursday-and-the-foot-washing-rite-problems-solutions/" ��http://wdtprs.com/blog/2013/03/of-holy-thursday-and-the-foot-washing-rite-problems-solutions/� 


Posted on � HYPERLINK "http://wdtprs.com/blog/2013/03/of-holy-thursday-and-the-foot-washing-rite-problems-solutions/" \o "8:04 am" �26 March 2013� by � HYPERLINK "http://wdtprs.com/blog/author/fatherz/" \o "View all posts by Fr. John Zuhlsdorf" �Fr. John Zuhlsdorf� 


Dr. Peters at � HYPERLINK "http://canonlawblog.wordpress.com/2013/03/26/the-annual-lenten-foot-fight/" \t "_blank" �In The Light Of The Law�, a blog on matters canonical, has this to day. He doesn’t have an open combox (which I quietly envy sometimes), so we can have the foot-fight over here.


The annual Lenten foot-fight is almost upon us. Again.


May I suggest that discussion of this matter begin with what canon and liturgical law actually say (and don’t say) about the Mandatum rite, and that serious attention be given, if not this year then next, to eliminating this ill-conceived and merely optional rite from parish liturgies altogether and instead making it a powerful part of the bishop’s Chrism Mass?


First, let it be remembered that the foot-washing thing during Holy Thursday’s Mass of the Last Supper is an OPTION. Many problems (and violations of law and good taste and common sense) could be avoided by choosing NOT to do it.  All manner of absurdities are inflicted on God’s people because of this option.


Second, let it be remembered that the Church’s legislation allows for the washing of the feet of only men.  MEN = VIRI = MEN. Not man-ish women or any other critter. Even if some claim to have received permission to wash the feet of women, and even if the claims were true, those permissions would in no way change the law for the rest of the world. Period. Furthermore, I have never seen a letter or a copy of a letter from the Congregation in Rome granting such a permission. I doubt anyone else has either.


Third, the rite of washing of the feet of men harks to Christ washing the feet of the Apostles… not just the feet of anyone out there in the highways and byways.


Finally, Dr. Peters would like to see this rite moved out of the evening Mass of the Lord’s Supper and into the Holy Thursday Chrism Mass. An interesting idea.


There are 114 responses at the above blog. They are significant because the first comments commence from March 26 while the 114th is posted on March 28 -- after the Pope Francis foot-washing event. Some samples:





Reported in the Italian press (La Repubblica) today: Papa Francesco laverà piedi a giovani detenuti:�per la prima volta ci saranno anche due ragazze = Pope Francis will wash the feet of young prisoners: for the first time there will also be two girls [amongst the twelve]. He is evidently continuing the tradition he adopted in Buenos Aires. The Holy Father has my prayers, my respect and my love. As the successor of Peter he commands my obedience also but in this matter the Holy Father is wrong. –Tim


I think I will break with tradition this year… Perhaps I will redirect my Peters Pence to a more appropriate direction. Perhaps I will purchase “The Ceremonies of the Roman Rite Described by Adrian Fortescue” for a worthy young priest. Thanks, Francis. -pseudomodo


I was so hopeful for his pontificate… It could always get better and we’ve survived worse, but wow… You know this is going to be used as justification not just for thus abuse elsewhere, but for other things. Just wow…-dropper


Just when I was beginning to warm up to this Pope. Few followed the wonderful liturgical example of Pope Benedict, but I’m afraid many will follow here. If the Supreme Pontiff can’t follow the rules how can we expect parish priests to? –Jim


So, do I give up my nudging of a certain priest to only wash the feet of men? Now that the Pope has done it as Pope, I’m not sure I have any legs underneath me. O Lord, some continuity, some stability please! -chantgirl


March 29, 2013, 11:00 am





LET US EXAMINE MORE NEWS STORIES ON THE LANDMARK MARCH 28 EVENT


9. Pope Francis and a holy, humble break from tradition


� HYPERLINK "http://www.washingtonpost.com/national/on-leadership/pope-francis-and-a-holy-humble-break-from-tradition/2013/03/28/a9a5f2b4-981e-11e2-b68f-dc5c4b47e519_story.html" ��http://www.washingtonpost.com/national/on-leadership/pope-francis-and-a-holy-humble-break-from-tradition/2013/03/28/a9a5f2b4-981e-11e2-b68f-dc5c4b47e519_story.html� 


By � HYPERLINK "http://www.washingtonpost.com/jena-mcgregor/2011/02/28/ABWXIIQ_page.html" �Jena McGregor�, � HYPERLINK "http://www.washingtonpost.com/national/on-leadership/pope-francis-and-a-holy-humble-break-from-tradition/2013/03/28/a9a5f2b4-981e-11e2-b68f-dc5c4b47e519_story.html" \l "license-a9a5f2b4-981e-11e2-b68f-dc5c4b47e519" ��Friday, March 29, 2013


Over the past two weeks, with one act of humility after another, Pope Francis has proven he’s willing to break with tradition. […] But an act of Pope Francis’s on Thursday perhaps says the most about his humility. 


Taking part in a � HYPERLINK "http://www.telegraph.co.uk/news/religion/the-pope/9960168/Pope-washes-feet-of-young-Muslim-woman-prisoner-in-unprecedented-twist-on-Maundy-Thursday.html" �tradition� of Christianity’s holy week that reenacts the humble gesture Jesus made toward his 12 disciples before the Last Supper, Francis washed the feet of 12 people. What was unusual, however, was that he did not wash the feet of priests or even lay men, as have his predecessors, and he did not do it within the hallowed walls of a Roman basilica. Rather, he � HYPERLINK "http://worldnews.nbcnews.com/_news/2013/03/28/17502522-pope-washes-feet-of-young-detainees-in-holy-thursday-ritual?lite" �washed the feet of 12 juvenile prisoners� at the Casal del Marmo Penitentiary Institute for Minors. Two of the young people were women and one was a Muslim, marking the first time a pope had included either group in the ceremony.


The move to kiss the feet of women has some religious experts expecting controversy, saying the pope’s action could "set a questionable example." Meanwhile, those who hope it’s a sign that he will consider ordaining women* as priests may be disappointed. The Associated Press reports**that in his 2011 book, he voiced support for the theological underpinnings of excluding women from the priesthood. **See page 66


Still, the pope’s latest convention-busting move at the very least shows an interest in greater inclusivity. It reveals Francis to be a leader who is not merely humble, but courageously willing to reach beyond the Church in new ways. Thursday’s breach of established ritual may have been his most significant break from tradition so far. My guess is it won’t be his last. 





*U.S. Catholics in Poll See a Church Out of Touch


� HYPERLINK "http://www.nytimes.com/2013/03/06/us/poll-shows-disconnect-between-us-catholics-and-church.html?pagewanted=all&_r=0" ��http://www.nytimes.com/2013/03/06/us/poll-shows-disconnect-between-us-catholics-and-church.html?pagewanted=all&_r=0� 


By � HYPERLINK "http://topics.nytimes.com/top/reference/timestopics/people/g/laurie_goodstein/index.html" \o "More Articles by LAURIE GOODSTEIN" �LAURIE GOODSTEIN� and � HYPERLINK "http://topics.nytimes.com/top/reference/timestopics/people/t/megan_theebrenan/index.html" \o "More Articles by MEGAN THEE-BRENAN" �MEGAN THEE-BRENAN�, March 5, 2013 


Roman Catholics in the United States say that their church and bishops are out of touch, and that the next pope should lead the church in a more modern direction on issues like birth control and ordaining women and married men as priests, according to the latest New York Times/CBS News poll.


Seven out of 10 say Pope Benedict XVI and the Vatican have done a poor job of handling sexual abuse, a significant rise from three years ago. A majority said that the issue had led them to question the Vatican’s authority. The sexual abuse of children by priests is the largest problem facing the church, Catholics in the poll said. 


Three-fourths of those polled said they thought it was a good idea for Benedict to resign. Most wanted the next pope to be “someone younger, with new ideas.” A majority said they wanted the next pope to make the church’s teachings more liberal. With cardinals now in Rome preparing to elect Benedict’s successor, the poll indicated that the church’s hierarchy had lost the confidence and allegiance of many American Catholics, an intensification of a long-term trend. They like their priests and nuns, but many feel that the bishops and cardinals do not understand their lives. 


“I don’t think they are in the trenches with people,” said Therese Spender, 51, a homemaker in Fort Wayne, Ind., who said she attended Mass once a week and agreed to answer further questions after the poll. “They go to a lot of meetings, but they are not out in the street.” 


Even Catholics who frequently attend Mass said they were not following the bishops’ lead on issues that the church had recently invested much energy, money and credibility in fighting — artificial birth control and same-sex marriage. 


Eric O’Leary, 38, a funeral director in Des Moines who attends Mass weekly, said: “I would like them not to be so quick to condemn people because of their sexual preference or because of abortion, or to refuse priests the right to get married or women to be priests. I don’t think the church should get involved in whether or not people use birth control.” 


The nationwide telephone poll was conducted on landlines and cellphones from Feb. 23 to 27, when many Catholics were still absorbing news of the first resignation of a pope in 600 years. The margin of sampling error is plus or minus four percentage points for the 580 Catholics, who were over-sampled for purposes of analysis in the survey of 1,585 adults. 


Benedict, a soft-spoken scholar and a church traditionalist, had apparently made little impression on American Catholics in his eight years as pope. Half of those in the poll said they either had no opinion of him or had not heard enough about him. Nevertheless, 4 in 10 had a favorable opinion, and only one in 10 unfavorable. 


“He’s written three or four books, and his writings are incredible,” said Leonard Lefebvre, 70, a retired economist in Tequesta, Fla. “He’s continued on course, and he’s held the religion to where it’s supposed to be at.” 


The poll suggested that the papacy no longer occupies the exalted position it once did. Asked whether the pope is infallible when he teaches on matters of morality and faith, 40 percent said yes, 46 percent said no, and 14 percent said they did not know. Nearly 8 in 10 Catholics polled said they would be more likely to follow their conscience on “difficult moral questions” than to follow the pope’s teachings. 


When asked which “one thing” they would “most like to see the next pope accomplish,” the most common responses that respondents volunteered were, in order: bring people back to church, modernize the church, unify the church, and do something about sexual abuse. 


A spate of new information about prelates hiding the misdeeds of pedophile priests appeared to have taken a toll. A higher percentage of Catholics said the pope and the Vatican had done a poor job of handling reports of past sexual abuse recently (69 percent) compared with 2010 (55 percent), when the abuse scandal flared in many European countries. This is despite the church’s many reforms in the last 10 years and reports of abuse by priests in the United States declining drastically. 


Majorities said they wanted to see the next pope maintain the church’s opposition to abortion and the death penalty, even though they themselves were not opposed to them. Three-quarters of Catholics supported abortion under at least some circumstances, and three-fifths favored the death penalty. 


“I can understand how the Catholic Church stands against it,” said Geri Toni, 57, of abortion. “We are not supposed to kill. That is one of our Ten Commandments.” “But as a woman,” said Ms. Toni, who lives in Fort Myers, Fla., and attends Mass weekly, “I have to make sense of it, and I believe choice comes down to the individual.” 


On every other hotly debated issue, Catholics wanted the next pope to lead the church in an about-face. Seven of 10 Catholics polled said the next pope should let priests marry, let women become priests and allow the use of artificial methods of birth control. Nine of 10 said they wanted the next pope to allow the use of condoms to prevent the spread of H.I.V. and other diseases. 


Sixty-two percent of Catholics said they were in favor of legalizing marriage for same-sex couples. Catholics approved of same-sex marriage at a higher rate than Americans as a whole, among whom 53 percent approved. 


John Sadel, 28, a supervisor in a plastics production facility in Bethlehem, Pa., said, “I’m not saying change everything the church stands for, but you need to evolve with the times if you want to remain a viable religion.” 


The American bishops also appear to have lost ground among their own flock in their campaign to fight the White House rule that requires employers to provide insurance coverage for contraceptives — a campaign the bishops say is about religious freedom. 


One year ago, two-thirds of Catholics polled said that religiously affiliated employers, like hospitals or universities, should be allowed to opt out of covering birth control for their female employees because of religious or moral objections. In the most recent poll, only about half of Catholics said they agreed. 


The issue has become a political litmus test, with Catholic bishops and religious conservatives saying that their religious freedom is being threatened by President Obama’s policies. But when asked what the debate is about, only 40 percent of Catholics polled said “religious freedom,” while 50 percent said “women’s health and their rights” — an indication that Mr. Obama’s framing of the issue is holding sway even among many Catholics. 


Catholics seemed to feel far more warmly toward their local priests than those in the hierarchy. Seven in 10 Catholics in the poll said they felt that their parish priests were “in touch with the needs of Catholics today.” Eighty-five percent of those who attend Mass said the sermons were excellent or good. 


Nearly two-thirds of Catholics polled said they had not changed the amount of money they contributed to the church in the last few years; 16 percent said they gave more; 17 percent said less. Of those giving less, half said it was because of financial circumstances, and one-quarter cited unhappiness with the church. 


Nationwide, bishops are closing parish churches and schools to save money and to respond to changing demographics. The reorganization is so sweeping that the poll found that 11 percent of Catholics who attend Mass said their parish church had closed or merged in the last few years.  


[Allison Kopicki, Dalia Sussman and Marina Stefan contributed reporting.]





9. Pope Francis includes women in papal feet washing ceremony for first time


� HYPERLINK "http://forums.catholic.com/showthread.php?t=770052" ��http://forums.catholic.com/showthread.php?t=770052�


March 29, 2013


Forgive me, I mean no disrespect to the pope. I realize that he is above the rubrics and rules that the church puts forth for the rest of us. I thought that washing the feet of women is against the rubrics. Have I been misinformed? I ask because my former pastor was roundly castigated by a few women parishioners when he refused to include women in his foot washing ceremony a few years ago. I assumed he was only following the Holy Thursday rubrics, but maybe I have assumed the wrong thing? -Lormar


The Pope is not above the law. Nor is he a prisoner of tradition. He is the successor of Peter and final arbiter of how scripture and tradition should be interpreted. If he includes women in the foot washing ceremony on Holy Thursday, then those who barred women from it in the past did so in error and he is correcting this error. –Bellasbane


He actually is above Canon Law. � HYPERLINK "http://forums.catholic.com/showthread.php?p=10540320" \l "post10540320" \t "_blank" �http://forums.catholic.com/showthrea...0#post10540320� "Everyone is assuming that he or she has a right to comment on what the pope does that is not a sin. There is no sin involved here, if he did wash female feet, because as Boniface said, the pope is above every rule and law in the Church. Therefore, he cannot break what does not bind him. The only law that binds him is revealed moral law. This is not a matter of revealed moral law. God is not trying to bind the pope, people are. But people don't have that right". -Marie


Well, even the Pope should act within the bounds of applicable law or go about changing it/dispensing it in an orderly fashion. So, I would be cautious about saying the Pope is above the rubrics, even regarding something rather minor such as this. Anyway, yes, the rubrics say that "men" may have their feet washed. –Dan


There is, as everywhere else on this event, no consensus. The discussion continues over several pages.





10. Francis washes feet


� HYPERLINK "http://www.firstthings.com/onthesquare/2013/03/francis-washes-feet" ��http://www.firstthings.com/onthesquare/2013/03/francis-washes-feet� EXTRACT


By John Paul Shimek, March 28, 2013 








The Mass has attracted some criticism, however. In 2012, the detention center housed 251 inmates. Of those, 172 were male and 79 were female. The inmates are Italian and foreign. Some of them come from Africa. This suggests that there are Christians as well as non-Christians housed there. The Vatican’s press office announced that "the pope will wash the feet of twelve of [the inmates], who will be chosen from different nationalities and diverse religious confessions." And therein lies the rub.


Some Catholics have registered disapproval with the fact that the pope will be washing the feet of women and individuals of "diverse religious confessions." In their defense, both the Roman Missal and the Congregation for Divine Worship and the Discipline of the Sacraments (CDWDS) instruct that the feet of men (viri) alone are to be washed. For instance, the CDWDS document Paschales Solemnitatis of 1988 observes: "The washing of the feet of chosen men which, according to tradition, is performed on this day, represents the service and charity of Christ, who came ‘not to be served, but to serve' (Matt XX: 28)." It adds that "this tradition should be maintained, and its proper significance explained." On these grounds, some Catholics allege that the pope is abusing the tradition in washing the feet of women, let alone non-Christians.


But, lest one become lost in minutiae, we are talking about the pope, here. The 1983 Code of Canon Law states that "the bishop of the Roman Church, in whom continues the office given by the Lord uniquely to Peter, the first of the Apostles, and to be transmitted to his successors, is the head of the college of bishops, the Vicar of Christ, and the pastor of the universal Church on earth. By virtue of his office he possesses supreme, full, immediate, and universal ordinary power in the Church, which he is always able to exercise freely" (1983 CIC c. 331) Of course, there are things that no pope could ever do. For instance, popes can neither ordain women to the priesthood nor consecrate invalid matter at the altar. But we’re talking about an optional rite — the so-called mandatum — and not one of those things.


At this writing, the Vatican’s Sala Stampa has not clarified whether the pope will wash the feet of non-Christians, such as Muslims. We do know that when he was the Archbishop of Buenos Aires, Cardinal Jorge Mario Bergoglio used to celebrate the Mass of the Lord’s Supper at prisons, hospitals, and hospices for the poor and migrants. He received neither censure nor sanction in the past. 


The Vatican’s Press Office describes this evening’s ritual as a continuation of that established custom.


What seems to be on the heart of Pope Francis — the Vicar of Christ and the pastor of the universal Church on earth — is a desire to move out from under a stifling, dull, and technical rubricism toward the Paschal light of Christ’s redemptive charitable love. Papa Francesco is seeking to bring Christ to the women and men of diverse religious confessions of Casal del Marmo. He is able to do this because he is the bishop of Rome.





SELECTED COMMENTS


Are you seriously-suggesting that the Pope is changing law with his illegal innovation? That is not only twisting yourself into a pretzel in order to let him off the hook, it's illogical. If he changed the law by this action, why is the law unchanged for everyone else? He didn't change any law at all here--he simply violated it. As he has been doing for years, long before he was Pope. What a nightmare. –Ryan Ellis


It has been reported that at least one girl was included among those whose feet were to be washed by Pope Francis. There is nothing pastoral about arbitrarily breaking rules, especially if the prerogatives of the Pope as monarch are invoked as the justification. Why should anyone take anything the Vatican says seriously if the Pope does not? –Dan


The law has not been changed. Priests, when you become Pope you can wash women's feet too. Until then follow the law. -Fr. J





11. Francis washes, kisses feet of two women, two Muslims


� HYPERLINK "http://ncronline.org/blogs/ncr-today/francis-washes-kisses-feet-two-women-two-muslims" ��http://ncronline.org/blogs/ncr-today/francis-washes-kisses-feet-two-women-two-muslims� EXTRACT


By Thomas C. Fox, March 28, 2013


Pope Francis today kneeled before 12 juvenile detainees in a Rome detention center during a Holy Thursday ceremony. He washed, dried and kissed their feet. Two in the group were women; two were Muslims, according to the Vatican.


The symbolism of these gestures will certainly move quickly beyond the Catholic church.


See an earlier NCR online story on page 85 -Michael





AN UNDERSTANDABLE OBJECTION TO THIS REPORT, AND MY EXPLANATION 


From: Name Withheld To: � HYPERLINK "mailto:michaelprabhu@vsnl.net" \o "michaelprabhu@vsnl.net" �Michael Prabhu� Sent: Saturday, March 30, 2013 8:33 AM


Subject: RE: QUO VADIS PAPA FRANCISCO 01-WASHING THE FEET OF WOMEN ON MAUNDY THURSDAY


My dear friend and brother,�I have been praying about how to express best to you the pain I have experienced when reading your comments about the washing of the feet on Holy Thursday by Pope Francis. I have found some comments harsh and judgemental. However, I do not desire to enter into a lengthy correspondence on this, only to express my personal thoughts.�The Pope has just begun his ministry. Why the hurry to find things that are wrong, and overlooking the great messages coming across through the type of man God has chosen? The first thing God brought to my mind was the Pharisees condemning Jesus for healing on the Sabbath. Why doubt his genuine spirituality just because he is a Jesuit? �While I have always supported your ministry, in this particular case, I do not.�Enclosing the comments made at the Vatican regarding this issue (emphasis mine). It expresses some of my feelings of admiration for the universal love and compassion of Pope Francis.�Please treat this letter as a personal communication between friends.


A senior leader in the Catholic Charismatic Renewal


Vatican Spokesman on Participation of 2 Women in Foot Washing Ceremony 


� HYPERLINK "http://www.zenit.org/en/articles/vatican-spokesman-on-participation-of-2-women-in-foot-washing-ceremony" ��http://www.zenit.org/en/articles/vatican-spokesman-on-participation-of-2-women-in-foot-washing-ceremony� 


"The very beautiful and simple gesture of a father who desired to embrace those who were on the fringes of society"


VATICAN CITY, March 29, 2013 (� HYPERLINK "http://www.zenit.org/?utm_campaign=dailyhtml&utm_medium=email&utm_source=dispatch" \t "_blank" �Zenit.org�) - Here is a press release Fr. Thomas Rosica, CEO of Salt & Light and Assistant to the Director of the Vatican Press Office, sent today to journalists regarding Thursday's Mass celebrated by Francis at the Juvenile Detention Center, "Casal del Marmo".


In response to the many questions and concerns raised over Pope Francis washing the feet of 12 young people at the Roman Juvenile Detention Centre on Holy Thursday evening, especially that two were young women, Fr. Lombardi has sent me the following information to be shared with you.


One can easily understand that in a great celebration, men would be chosen for the foot washing because Jesus, himself washing the feet of the twelve apostles who were male. However the ritual of the washing of the feet on Holy Thursday evening in the Juvenile Detention Centre in Rome took place in a particular, small community that included young women. When Jesus washed the feet of those who were with him on the first Holy Thursday, he desired to teach all a lesson about the meaning of service, using a gesture that included all members of the community. 


We are aware of the photos that show Cardinal Jorge Bergoglio, then-Archbishop of Buenos Aires, who in various pastoral settings washed the feet of young men and women. To have excluded the young women from the ritual washing of feet on Holy Thursday night in this Roman prison, would have detracted our attention from the essence of the Holy Thursday Gospel, and the very beautiful and simple gesture of a father who desired to embrace those who were on the fringes of society; those who were not refined experts of liturgical rules. 


That the Holy Father, Francis, washed the feet of young men and women on his first Holy Thursday as Pope, should call our minds and hearts to the simple and spontaneous gesture of love, affection, forgiveness and mercy of the Bishop of Rome, more than to legalistic, liturgical or canonical discussions.





From: � HYPERLINK "mailto:michaelprabhu@vsnl.net" \o "michaelprabhu@vsnl.net" �Michael Prabhu� To: Name Withheld Sent: Saturday, March 30, 2013 9:51 AM


Subject: Re: QUO VADIS PAPA FRANCISCO 01-WASHING THE FEET OF WOMEN ON MAUNDY THURSDAY


I thank you for your letter and for expressing your feelings. I understand what you mean.


However, I am puzzled because I myself have not made any negative comments against the Pope -- my comments are always in green colour. If you recall, regarding the washing of the feet, I had written in my letter to Rome, "If You wash the feet of women during the liturgy, it will send a wrong signal to many and give an impetus to some enemies of the Catholic Church. We have nothing against Your washing the feet of women on Holy Thursday if it is done outside of Holy Mass, in a non-liturgical service ... we humbly suggest -- in the event that You really do want to have the feet of women washed -- that You change the presently-existing rubrics to include women before their feet are washed by You." 


The reactions that I anticipated turned out to be true, if one goes by more recent news stories which are being continuously added on to the two articles on my web site related to this issue*. I was constrained to publish this article because of many reasons. Either time will justify my stand as prophetic, or the Pope will himself note and/or be advised by his officers of the polarisation that is going on in the Church since his installation, and be more careful of what he says and does. Just because some of what he is saying and doing is being "liked" and applauded by the media, by liberals, and by less-knowledgeable Catholics, doesn't necessarily mean that it is a good thing just as it was not a bad thing that Pope Benedict XVI was unpopular with them for his words and deeds.


You must have noted that I present the news stories of those who agree with my conservatism as well as those who do not. The only additional thing that I do is to reproduce the posted comments of those Catholics who I agree with, mostly those at least. The others – the ones that I omit -- are largely liberal, or from my perspective, uninformed. 


The high profile Magdi Allam has left the Catholic Faith citing Pope Francis' laxity on Islam and attitude to other religions. I share that concern since the day of his election as Pope.


A comparable situation is this: I have Brahmin and Hindu friends who converted to Catholicism but want me to explain to them why they had to leave paganism for Christianity only to find it entrenched in our liturgies.


There are various other serious issues that are developing. I can assure you that I have prayed more -- already -- for Pope Francis than I ever did for all the earlier Popes combined. You are already assured of my orthodoxy and loyalty to Rome. But, we always must keep in mind that the Pope can err in anything that is not ex-cathedra, and that lay people have, always in the history of the Church, been called to a prophetic ministry.


That is apparently completely lacking in the Indian church and in the Indian Catholic Charismatic Renewal, but you can already see from articles reproduced at my web site that priests' blogs are speaking up, and it will not be too long, seeing the present condition and trend of things, before lay ministries will also be expressing their concerns. I pray that such a situation is not precipitated. I for one cannot keep silent because of my conscience that reminds me of the unique calling that God has given me. In answering it, I have to be CONSISTENT and IMPARTIAL.


Concerning the Jesuits, you must have already read that I wrote in an email to someone, "Catholics blame his Jesuit order [the exceptions are few and far between] for almost every liberal and modernist situation in the Asian church." I have tons of information to support that statement. I have shared this a couple of years ago with an Indian Jesuit who is stationed at the Holy See and he took no offence but waits for my article.


I am sure that I will get a few more letters like yours, and I welcome them because they help me to re-look at what I have already written and to be more balanced and objective in what I write in the future. Thank you and God bless you.


PS. I copy below one of the first "criticisms" that I am including in my report [not really a 'criticism' because it is a secular media story]. I have been an early bird in anticipating this scenario, and I had long back, independently anticipated the foot washing-women's ordination [virtual] "link":





*12. Pope Francis: papal feet washing sparks fears over women priests


� HYPERLINK "http://www.guardian.co.uk/world/2013/mar/29/concern-pope-francis-feet-washing" ��http://www.guardian.co.uk/world/2013/mar/29/concern-pope-francis-feet-washing�


By � HYPERLINK "http://www.guardian.co.uk/profile/lizzydavies" �Lizzy Davies� in Rome, March 29, 2013


Pontiff shocks devotees by washing women's feet, prompting some to question whether he may consider ordaining women. 


Traditionalists in the Roman Catholic church have expressed concern after Pope Francis became the first pontiff to wash the feet of two women during a Maundy Thursday mass, a move liberals welcomed but some conservatives feared set a worrying precedent.


[…] He had surprised the Vatican with his decision to wash the prisoners' feet – a move that echoed the early years of John Paul II, who once performed the rite in the St John Lateran basilica with a dozen homeless men. But it was his inclusion of two young women, as well as Muslims, in the ceremony that was the most dramatic break with tradition. It even caused some traditionalists to wonder openly whether Francis, who is doctrinally a theological conservative who has explicitly stated he is against female ordination, might one day be willing to open the priesthood to women.


The Vatican's spokesman Federico Lombardi insisted the rite took place in "a specific situation in which excluding the girls would have been inopportune in light of the simple aim of communicating a message of love to all".


Chris Gillibrand, a British commentator, wrote on his blog, CathCon: "We will see whether it is a particular case, as Lombardi suggests, or the beginning of a journey. Given his active support for the charismatic movement in his diocese, one can only be concerned that he could be prepared to ordain women … How can the pope maintain discipline in the church if he himself does not conform himself to prevailing ecclesiastical legislation?"


This was not the first time Francis had washed female feet. As Cardinal Jorge Bergoglio and archbishop of Buenos Aires, he often included women in the gesture. However as pope, his move was quietly groundbreaking. In their later years John Paul II and Benedict XVI had restricted the rite to 12 Catholic priests.





Speculation on the new Pope by the liberal and dissenting elements, here it is the NCR…


One of Pope Francis' allegiances might tell us something about the church's future


� HYPERLINK "http://ncronline.org/blogs/grace-margins/one-pope-francis-allegiances-might-tell-us-something-about-churchs-future" ��http://ncronline.org/blogs/grace-margins/one-pope-francis-allegiances-might-tell-us-something-about-churchs-future�


By � HYPERLINK "http://ncronline.org/authors/jamie-manson" �Jamie Manson�, March 15, 2013


I suppose my assessment of the new pope is probably similar to those who have been reading the mainstream news since Wednesday night's historic election.


I have been touched by Francis' clear love of the poor and the images of his bathing the feet of sick children and AIDS patients. I am troubled by his alleged failure stand up with Argentine dictators during the "Dirty War" and his harmful words about LGBT families. I am worried by reports that he was unpopular among his brother Jesuits because of his unfavorable views of base communities and liberation theology.


But what most piqued my interest about Pope Francis is his strong tie to a movement called Comunione e Liberazione, or Communion and Liberation (CL).


As � HYPERLINK "http://ncronline.org/node/46476" \t "_blank" �John Allen reported� in the days before Jorge Mario Bergoglio became Francis, the Argentine cardinal "became close to the Comunione e Liberazione movement" over the years, "sometimes speaking at its massive annual gathering in Rimini, Italy." Allen also notes Bergoglio presented the books of CL's founder, Fr. Luigi Giussani, at literary fairs in Argentina. (It should be noted that Cardinal Angelo Scola, widely considered the conclave's front-runner, is also a longtime CL collaborator.)


Giussani started CL in 1969 in response to a period of rapid social and cultural change in Italy. The movement blossomed among high school and university students, especially since its main instrument of evangelization came in weekly catechetical sessions. These gatherings, called Scuola di comunità (School of Community), are considered the heart of the group to this day.


Its popularity has spread globally in the last 15 years. Although it now claims to be present in 80 countries, its presence in the United States is not as apparent as other groups like Opus Dei or the Legionaries of Christ. Its lack of visibility is ironic, since when compared to these two organizations, CL is far less secretive and its membership is far more open and flexible.


But CL has not been immune to intrigue, especially in commentaries among Italian journalists. In his 2011 book La Lobby di Dio (God's Lobby), � HYPERLINK "http://www.theamericanmag.com/article.php?article=2813&p=1" \t "_blank" �Ferruccio Pinotti argues� CL is "more powerful than Opus Dei, more well-oiled than freemasonry, and more 'plugged in' than Confindustria, Italy's manufacturer's association." La Repubblica's editor, Eugenio Scalfari, has been quoted as saying, "Not even the Mafia has so much power. In hospitals, healthcare, universities ..."


Members of CL are known as ciellini, and Bergoglio's relationship with them was another cause for consternation among his Jesuit brothers since, as John Allen noted, "the ciellini once upon a time were seen as the main opposition to Bergoglio's fellow Jesuit in Milan, Cardinal Carlo Maria Martini."


It was Martini who, before his death last year, gave � HYPERLINK "http://ncronline.org/blogs/ncr-today/translated-final-interview-martini" \t "_blank" �a highly publicized last interview� saying the Catholic church is "200 years out of date." [For the correct perspective on this, see pages 43, 44 –Michael]


Much of what I have learned about CL, other than from � HYPERLINK "http://english.clonline.org/whatiscl/default.asp?id=518" \t "_blank" �the organization's website�, comes from the essay "Comunione e Liberazione: A Fundamentalist Idea of Power," written by theologian and political scientist Dario Zadra. The article appears in the volume Accounting for Fundamentalisms: The Dynamic Character of Movements (University of Chicago Press, 2004), edited by Martin Marty and R. Scott Appleby.


The book was one of several volumes that came out of the work of � HYPERLINK "http://www.press.uchicago.edu/ucp/books/series/FP.html" \t "_blank" �The Fundamentalism Project�, a program that offered a scholarly investigation into global conservative religious movements. Marty, who is the Fairfax M. Cone Distinguished Service Professor Emeritus at the University of Chicago Divinity School, and Appleby, who directs of Notre Dame's Cushwa Center for the Study of American Catholicism, co-directed this project.


In his article on CL, Zadra explains that the movement's worldview stems from two main ideas: "That Christ is the saving event in human history, and that religious authority is a fundamental element of the human condition." He continues: "Members place religion at the center of a new worldview and in their evangelistic efforts at transforming the relationship between modern society and religion."


Much like evangelical Protestantism, CL understands the central, saving event of one's life begins with a graced encounter with Christ. But unlike the Protestants, CL understands the saving agent to be the Roman Catholic church. Zadra explains: "In CL the authoritative character of the event of salvation is directly translated into the authority of the Church. ... The central event in life is a saving encounter with the communion embodied in the Church."


The church's "authority," Zadra explains, is best expressed by the pope. CL's insistence on "total fidelity and communion with the Succession of Peter" (a direct quote from Benedict XVI himself) has made the movement particularly popular among members of the hierarchy.


Obedience to the authority of the church seems as crucial to Pope Francis as it did to his predecessor and as it does to CL. In � HYPERLINK "http://www.catholicherald.co.uk/features/2013/03/13/quiet-thunder-in-argentina" \t "_blank" �a 2005 profile� of Cardinal Bergoglio, Jose Maria Poirier, editor of the Argentinean Catholic magazine Criterio, wrote, "He exercised his authority as provincial with an iron fist, calmly demanding strict obedience and clamping down on critical voices. Many Jesuits complained that he considered himself the sole interpreter of St Ignatius of Loyola, and to this day speak of him warily."


After spending a good part of his research interviewing leaders in CL and its young members, Zadra realized that, though the organization had broad appeal, it was different from typical traditionalist movements:


Its beliefs and practices offer a new religious and countercultural way of looking at modern society and culture. CL boldly claims that the Church embodies authoritative truth that is binding on society at large. By claiming the presence of Christ, the Church also claims divine authority -- a kind of inerrancy, not of the biblical text (as in Protestant fundamentalism) but of the Church.


This belief in the inerrancy of the church influences CL's understanding of human conscience. "The conscience of the individual is shaped by and beholden to the Church," Zadra writes, "and the Church ought to be considered the living and legitimate paradigm of society."


Although CL members are comfortable in the modern, technological and political world, they reject the modern insistence on "a freedom of conscience that excludes the religious attitude at its very root." Zadra explains that those who center their political and cultural ideas on human values rather than the living presence of Jesus Christ are considered "enemies of CL."


Zadra concludes that "the political rhetoric and vision of the movement seem to continue a long-standing political position in the Catholic world -- that of returning the Roman Catholic Church to its traditional role of political power."


My purpose in exploring CL is not to demonize the movement or the new pope, but rather to piece together a fuller picture of Francis by exploring in a little more depth an organization with which he has an enduring relationship. Those who hope Francis' humility indicates he may decentralize Rome's authority or relax the demand for absolute orthodoxy to the pope may want to read more about CL's understanding of the papacy.


Those who believe that Francis' criticisms of his fellow bishops indicates he may embrace those who are critical of some of the church's positions should be aware of CL's belief that the individual conscience is beholden to the church.


Those who are convinced that Francis' zeal for the poor and marginalized will lead him to engage the secular world without the broader agenda of "evangelizing" it ought to learn more about CL's belief that the church's authoritative truth is binding on all of society.


On this last point, Pope Francis actually tipped his hand in his brief opening statement on the evening of his election. Just before he asked the people to pray for him, the new pope said, "My hope is that this journey of the church that we begin today, together with help of my cardinal vicar [of Rome], be fruitful for the evangelization of this beautiful city."


Whether Pope Francis will have better luck than his predecessor in evangelizing Europe remains questionable, especially given the church's track record in his native land. Although Cardinal Bergoglio encouraged his flock to join political campaigns against same-sex marriage, Argentina became the first Latin American country to pass marriage equality in 2010. And as The Associated Press � HYPERLINK "http://www.npr.org/templates/story/story.php?storyId=174220195" \t "_blank" �reported Wednesday evening�, while Argentina's 33 million Catholics account for more than two-thirds of the country's population, fewer than 10 percent attend Mass regularly.


CL's organization and ideology may be mighty in Italy, but time will tell whether it can achieve global influence -- and what role Pope Francis might play in wielding it.


[Jamie L. Manson received her Master of Divinity degree from Yale Divinity School, where she studied Catholic theology and sexual ethics. Her NCR columns have won numerous awards…]


262 comments





…and a response to what he calls the National “SCHISMATIC” Reporter, from a priest:


Liberals will soon turn on Pope Francis


� HYPERLINK "http://wdtprs.com/blog/2013/03/liberals-will-soon-turn-on-pope-francis/" ��http://wdtprs.com/blog/2013/03/liberals-will-soon-turn-on-pope-francis/� 


Posted on � HYPERLINK "http://wdtprs.com/blog/2013/03/liberals-will-soon-turn-on-pope-francis/" \o "8:30 am" �17 March 2013� by � HYPERLINK "http://wdtprs.com/blog/author/fatherz/" \o "View all posts by Fr. John Zuhlsdorf" �Fr. John Zuhlsdorf� [All emphases Fr. Zuhlsdorf’s]


We are still a bare few days into the pontificate of Pope Francis. I have therefore declined to gush out lots of entries here, burbling my every half-formed notion about what is going to happen. I have also avoided surfing from site to site, news agency to news agency, to sift the wonky grindings of those who want to be in-the-know.


Today, however, I went to see what the � HYPERLINK "http://ncronline.org/blogs/grace-margins/one-pope-francis-allegiances-might-tell-us-something-about-churchs-future" \t "_blank" �National Schismatic Reporter� had to say. John Allen is a well-informed, hard-working analyst, of course, and well-worth consulting, while the rest of the writers over there are good for a laugh.


With amused anticipation I clicked open the remarks on Pope Francis by Jamie Mason, the Yale-Presbyterian-educated disciple of Sr. Margaret Farley and lesbian activist darling of the LCWR. Knowing that Pope Francis upholds the Church’s teaching on marriage, I expected a slightly hysterical diatribe against him as a homophobe, and how the Church – in conformity with the world – needs more queering, etc.


I got a surprise!


Jamie doesn’t like Francis, yes, for the obvious reason, but her real dislike seems to come from something else. In her expression of this dislike, she may be ahead of the pack of liberals that are – fairly soon – going to turn on Francis. They will turn on him savagely.


In the meantime, Manson shows what direction they are going to go:


I have been touched by Francis’ clear love of the poor and the images of his bathing the feet of sick children and AIDS patients.  [Predictable] I am troubled by his alleged failure stand up with Argentine dictators during the "Dirty War" [She needs to get up to speed on the facts.] and his harmful words about LGBT families. [The Pope is Catholic, Jamie.  Speaking clearly about the Church's teaching, is not "harmful", it is charitable... but let's go on...] I am worried by reports that he was unpopular among his brother Jesuits because of his unfavorable views of base communities and liberation theology. [Because she, of course, would support base communities and liberation theology.]


But what most piqued my interest [Now we get to it...] about Pope Francis is his strong tie to a movement called Comunione e Liberazione, or Communion and Liberation (CL).


There it is.


Now, to her credit, she does a little homework about CL.  She didn’t like what she found.  To wit… [...]


Much of what I have learned about CL, other than from � HYPERLINK "http://english.clonline.org/whatiscl/default.asp?id=518" \t "_blank" �the organization’s website�, comes from the essay “Comunione e Liberazione: A Fundamentalist Idea of Power,” written by theologian and political scientist Dario Zadra. … [...]


In his article on CL, Zadra explains that the movement’s worldview stems from [NB: Whether Zadra is right or not is not the point here. Mason is taking Zadra at his word] two main ideas: “That Christ is the saving event in human history, and that religious authority is a fundamental element of the human condition.” [Get that? "religious authority"] He [sic] continues: “Members place religion at the center of a new worldview and in their evangelistic efforts at transforming the relationship between modern society and religion.”  [People like this are viewed as the enemy by the Fishwrap types. Religion, and religion which leans on authority, is at the center of everything?  Imagine!]


[...] Zadra explains: “In CL the authoritative character of the event of salvation is directly translated into the authority of the Church. … The central event in life is a saving encounter with the communion embodied in the Church.”  [Not just any Church, the Catholic Church.  Not the catholic Church of the National catholic Reporter, but the actually Catholic Church, which has a Mass with rubrics and a Catechism with teachings, and a Code of laws and ... all that stuff that you can look up.  This isn't the National  ... Schismatic Reporter's de-centralized association of self-affirming blobs of vaguely catholic identity.  Nope.  What NSR/Mason fear is a vigorous and clear reiteration of Catholic morals and doctrine to counteract all the great strides that have been made in reducing the church to an instrument of social justice without any strong voice in the public square contrary to relativistic trends in society.]


[... ] CL’s insistence on “total fidelity and communion with the Succession of Peter” [sic] (a direct quote from Benedict XVI himself) has made the movement particularly popular among members of the hierarchy. [hierarchy (male) = enemy]


[Here it is...] “Obedience to the authority of the church seems as crucial to Pope Francis as it did to his predecessor and as it does to CL. [Get that?] In � HYPERLINK "http://www.catholicherald.co.uk/features/2013/03/13/quiet-thunder-in-argentina" \t "_blank" �a 2005 profile� of Cardinal Bergoglio, Jose Maria Poirier, editor of the Argentinean Catholic magazine Criterio, wrote, “He exercised his authority as provincial with an iron fist, calmly demanding strict obedience and clamping down on critical voices. Many Jesuits complained that he considered himself the sole interpreter of St Ignatius of Loyola, and to this day speak of him warily.” [Papa Bergoglio isn't into interminable text/content distorting dialogue and consensus building?]


[...] “CL boldly claims that the Church embodies authoritative truth that is binding on society at large. [Not just Catholic members of society but all members of society.] By claiming the presence of Christ, the Church also claims divine authority — a kind of inerrancy, not of the biblical text (as in Protestant fundamentalism) but of the Church. ”


This belief in the inerrancy of the church influences CL’s understanding of human conscience. “The conscience of the individual is shaped by and beholden to the Church,” Zadra writes, “and the Church ought to be considered the living and legitimate paradigm of society.” [In other words, you can't say "I'm Catholic, but I don't believe the Church's teaching on ___" (e.g., homosexual acts, abortion, contraception, to name a few items).  No, we are bound to form our consciences according to the mind of the Church.  This is enshrined in Vatican II's Lumen gentium, of course, but those paragraphs aren't generally read by liberals.]


Although CL members are comfortable in the modern, technological and political world, they reject the modern insistence on “a freedom of conscience that excludes the religious attitude at its very root.” [...]


Zadra concludes that “the political rhetoric and vision of the movement seem to continue a long-standing political position in the Catholic world — that of returning the Roman Catholic Church to its traditional role of political power.”


My [Jamie's] purpose in exploring CL is not to demonize the movement or the new pope, but rather to piece together a fuller picture of Francis by exploring in a little more depth an organization with which he has an enduring relationship ["Not to demonize", eh?] [...]


Manson’s piece is a foretaste of what is to come.


Liberals are all gushy and gooey about Pope Francis right now. Gosh, he’s the Pope of the poor! That means he is going to dismantle everything that John Paul II and Benedict XVI did, those meanies. They somehow manage to imagine that not putting on a mozzetta is the moral equivalent of donning sack cloth and a piece of twine as a belt. Wearing black shoes is the equivalent of wearing tattered sandals. Just like St. Francis of Assisi, right? He’s going to ratchet down all the high liturgy. How wonderful after these horrible years of gold and lace. Hopefully he’ll soon just wear a little wooden cross around his neck and maybe say Mass on a card-table set up in the middle of the Via della Conciliazione. Then he’ll walk down the Tiber River to the card-board box he sleeps in under the Milvian Bridge.


Nope. Pretty soon they are going to see that Pope Francis is hard core when it comes to Catholic teachings. They will become more and more afraid of him as his warm style, yes simpler style, begins to win people over.


Right now Francis is the Pope of El Pueblo. And since NSR is the Voz del Pueblo they are swooning for him… now.


But they will turn on him.


NSR‘s Jamie is out ahead of the pack.


I make available here just the first 2 out of 172 responses


Wow. That piece, alone, should be enough to convince anyone that the NSR is a danger to the faith. –Rich


I was thinking about this just last night. A lot of people on the conservative side are griping about the liberal praise for Pope Francis as though that means Pope Francis is/will be an awful pope. I wish they wouldn’t give these people so much power. We have to remember the media frenzy leading up to the conclave. They had their lists of likely candidates. They were telling people that this was our chance to have a pope for the 21st century, who would change church teaching on all of the liberal pet causes. They were WRONG. Now they will spend a little while pretending he somehow fits their criteria so that they do not lose their credibility and relevance. –Mamajen


Let us pray that Fr. John Zuhlsdorf and Mamajen are correct in their assessment of things –Michael





Fr. John Zuhlsdorf’s take has always been clear on the foot-washing issue norms. This is his blog from exactly a year prior to the Pope Francis controversy:


Holy Thursday Mandatum and female feet - wherein advice is sought and Fr. Z ranteth


� HYPERLINK "http://wdtprs.com/blog/2012/03/quaeritur-holy-thursday-mandatum-and-female-feet-wherein-advice-is-sought-and-fr-z-ranteth/" ��http://wdtprs.com/blog/2012/03/quaeritur-holy-thursday-mandatum-and-female-feet-wherein-advice-is-sought-and-fr-z-ranteth/� 


Posted on � HYPERLINK "http://wdtprs.com/blog/2012/03/quaeritur-holy-thursday-mandatum-and-female-feet-wherein-advice-is-sought-and-fr-z-ranteth/" \o "10:00 am" �12 March 2012� by � HYPERLINK "http://wdtprs.com/blog/author/fatherz/" \o "View all posts by Fr. John Zuhlsdorf" �Fr. John Zuhlsdorf� [All emphases his]


Q: As it is Lent, it is undoubtedly time to ask the question of women having their feet washed on Holy Thursday. I am well aware (from reading your blog) that it is contrary to law and custom to have women have their feet washed during the Mandatum on Holy Thursday. However, I am somewhat deficient in cite-able resources to support this claim, particularly with the recent translational corrections to the Roman Missal that I haven’t yet studied in-depth.


Apparently, our pastor is considering opening up this year’s rite to include women for, as you may have guessed, reasons of "hospitality", "inclusivity", and "pastoral" reasons. [Dreadful reasons] Several of us young (20s-30s), conservative members of the parish would like to respectfully present a case to our pastor expressing why we find this practice to be distasteful, and would like to have concrete references to cite when doing so. Can you offer any guidance?  I wish not to speak for myself or my own opinion, but rather that of Holy Church and Her sacred traditions.


A: First, if you have something to say to the pastor, make an appointment and go say it!  Respectfully, with a smile, and briefly.


This whole debate has been cleared up more than once by the Holy See, especially in the 1988 document Paschales solemnitatis of the Congregation for Divine Worship and Discipline of the Sacraments.


Moreover, the rubrics of the 2002 Missale Romanum retain the viri selecti.  Viri cannot include "females". Viri is an exclusive term.


I don’t believe any Conference of Bishops has ever received explicit approval from the Holy See for a variation, and only the Holy See can do that.


Conferences of bishops, individual bishops, and pastors all lack the authority to change this on their own.


To do it is wrong.


Another article from a year ago:


The footwashing ritual and the Sacrament of Holy Orders: a look at John 13


By Fr. Tim Ofrasio, SJ, March 5, 2012


� HYPERLINK "http://ateneolatinmass.wordpress.com/" �Ateneo Latin Mass Society�, In fidelity to the liturgical norms


(A homily given last 01 March 2012, 6:00-7:00 p.m. during a Latin sung mass at the Oratory of St. Ignatius of Loyola, Loyola House of Studies, Ateneo de Manila University.  The mass is for the Feast of Jesus Christ, the Eternal High Priest.)


The Institution of the Eucharist at the Last Supper, which is the Gospel we have just heard proclaimed, is reported by Matthew, Mark and Luke in the Gospels they wrote, but John, who is supposed to be an eye-witness at the Supper, is surprisingly silent about the Institution. Instead, he gives a detailed account of the footwashing and the High Priestly Prayer of Jesus.


What did John see in this event that was so important that he felt it necessary to record these actions over and above the actions surrounding the First Mass—the Last Supper itself? Some scholars contend that the footwashing recorded in St. John’s Gospel is in fact a veiled allusion to the Sacrament of Holy Orders, and that the washing of the apostles’ feet symbolically marks their transition from being mere followers to being priests of the New Covenant.


Several clues in the text itself lead scholars to this conclusion. The footwashing event takes place “during supper”—the Last Supper—and at that point “when the devil had already put it into the heart of Judas … to betray him. The “hour” of the Passion has come. Adding to this overall picture, the text next says: “Jesus, knowing that the Father had given all things into his hands, and that he had come from God and was going to God, rose from supper, laid aside his garments, and girded himself with a towel. Then he poured water into a basin, and began to wash the disciples’ feet and to wipe them with the towel with which he was girded” (Jn 13, 3-5).


As He begins to wash the feet of the apostles, Jesus meets some resistance from Peter (Jn 13, 6-11). Peter’s resistance here mirrors his resistance to Jesus’ prediction of His Passion in Matthew’s Gospel (Mt 16, 21-13). But Jesus’ words are clear: if Peter is not “washed,” then he can have “no part” in Him. Peter’s response is typically overstated and melodramatic: “not my feet only but also my hands and my head!” Jesus’ answer to this is curious in itself: “He who has bathed does not need to wash, except for his feet, but he is clean all over…” 


What does all of this mean? The easy interpretative option here, and the one chosen by most commentators, is to see the footwashing almost entirely as a social gesture – something humanitarian. Jesus humbles Himself and serves the needs of others, and this is the moral/social lesson He wishes us to learn from His good example. It cannot be denied that this kind of interpretation can be extracted from the text, if it is the moral sense of Scripture that is being looked for.


However, the words of the Lord seem to point beyond this meaning: “What I am doing you do not know now, but afterward you will understand” (vs. 7). After what? In itself the phrase is vague… but the meaning is probably the same as in John 12, 16: “At first the disciples did not understand these things; but when Jesus had been glorified, then they recalled that it was precisely these things that had been written about him and these things they had done to him.” � HYPERLINK "http://ateneolatinmass.wordpress.com/2012/03/05/the-footwashing-ritual-and-the-sacrament-of-holy-orders-a-look-at-john-13-a-homily-by-fr-tim-ofrasio-sj/" \l "sdfootnote1sym" ��1


Jesus hints that what He has done in the footwashing will not be understood by the apostles until after His glorification, a mysterious statement that tends to make one think that the true meaning of the footwashing is somewhat deeper than simply, “love one another and serve one another.” The apostles could have figured that out, it would seem, apart from any extra grace given after Jesus’ glorification. No, there is something about the aftermath of His Passion, Death, and Resurrection that will shed light on this footwashing ritual.


In a scholarly article entitled “The Foot Washing in John 13, 6-11: Transformation Ritual or Ceremony?”, Jerome H. Neyrey, S.J., argues that the footwashing was actually a “status transformation ritual.” He rightly points out that the weighty words passed between Our Lord and Peter point to a meaning that goes beyond mere meal etiquette – this is not just an act wherein Jesus cleanses some dirt from the feet of the apostles so that they can properly eat the meal. Rather, this is something of great importance, so much so that, Jesus says, if Peter refuses to be a participant in the ritual, he can have “no part” in Jesus.


Neyrey also points out a significant fact about the words used by Jesus to communicate this ultimatum to Peter: the presence of the keyword “unless,” a presentation of the Divine “if/then” (e.g., if I do not wash you – then, you will have no part in Me)


This kind of ultimatum has been used in John’s Gospel before, in similar “status transformation” situations: for example – Unless (if) a man is born again of water and the Spirit, (then) he cannot enter heaven (Jn 3,3-5). The reception of the ritual changes his status from that of “outsider” to “insider.” Unless (if) a man eats the flesh of Christ and drinks His blood, (then) he has no life in him (Jn 6). Again, participation in the ritual brings about a change of status – the one who once had “no life” in him now has eternal life. In this light, consider again what Our Lord says to Peter: “if I do not wash you, (then) you have no part in me” (13,8).


This suggests to us, given the way the word has been used by John thus far, that what is taking place in the footwashing ceremony is some kind of status transformation ritual – a ritual that will find the apostles at their current status, but will elevate them to a new status.


The Levitical instruction concerning the Day of Atonement sacrifice (which the Letter to the Hebrews takes for granted as the kind of sacrifice which Jesus offered on the Cross) is also interesting. In Leviticus 16, we read: “Then Aaron shall come into the tent of meeting, and shall put off the linen garments which he put on when he went into the holy place, and shall leave them there; and he shall bathe his body in water in a holy place, and put on his garments, and come forth, and offer his burnt offering and the burnt offering of the people, and make atonement for himself and for the people” (Lev. 16, 23-24).


The High Priest was constrained by the Law to wash himself in water before making the atoning sacrifice, and it is interesting to note the order: he takes off his garments, performs the washing ritual, puts the garments back on again, then makes the sacrifice. In John’s account, Our Lord follows this exact order: He takes off His garments (vs. 4), performs the washing ritual (vv. 5-11), puts the garments back on (v. 12), and then goes on to endure His Passion. Isn’t it odd that John should have included the details of Jesus taking off His garments and putting them back on again, if he did not have Leviticus 16 in the back of his mind?


There is a difference between the Levitical ritual and the ritual performed by Jesus in the Upper Room: in Levitical Law, the High Priest washed not only his feet, but his entire body, whereas in the Upper Room Jesus makes a point of only washing the apostles’ feet; and in Levitical Law it was the High Priest who washed himself, whereas in the Upper Room Jesus does not wash Himself, but His apostles. This difference strongly encourages the interpretation that it is precisely by having their feet washed that they come to share in the priesthood of Christ.


We may look again at Christ’s words to Peter: “If I do not wash you, you have no part in me” (v. 8). Could it be that what Jesus says to Peter, “you have no part in me,” refers to the office of the priesthood? The word parallels in the texts strongly suggests this.


Finally, it may be objected that the Church teaches us specifically when the apostles were raised to the priesthood, and it makes no mention of John 13 or of the footwashing ritual. Rather, the Council of Trent identifies that moment as follows: “If any one says, that by those words, ‘Do this for the commemoration of me’ (Luke 22, 19), Christ did not institute the apostles priests; or, did not ordain that they and other priests should offer His own body and blood; let him be anathema.” 


Are we not then going against the Church teaching to suggest that the ordination of the apostles as priests took place during the footwashing ritual, as opposed to when Jesus commanded them to “do this” in memory of Him? The resolution to this apparent conflict lies in recalling that John does not relate the details of the Last Supper in the same way that the Synoptics do. In his Upper Room narrative, there are no words of institution, and Jesus never uses the phrase “do this for the commemoration of me.” Rather, John tells the same story from a different angle, using the ritual of the footwashing as a kind of stand-in for the Last Supper narrative.


The Council of Trent taught that the apostles were made priests by the words of Christ, “do this in commemoration of me.” This command to do the very thing that He has just done in offering up His Body and Blood in the Eucharist finds it complementary parallel here: after the footwashing ceremony, Jesus tells the apostles to do as He has done.


It could, then, be understood that John’s “do this” in relation to the footwashing is the mystical and Johannine counterpart to the “do this” of the Synoptic Gospels in relation to the actual offering of the Eucharist.


The footwashing ritual then is, in all probability, a “status transformation ritual,” which in this case underscores the apostles’ changing of status as they are elevated to the priesthood. In the Old Testament, footwashing is a prelude to biological fatherhood (cf. 2 Sam 11, 8-11), which can be understood in this instance as the disciples’ preparation for spiritual fatherhood. The ritual of washing was practiced by the High Priest just prior to his offering of the atoning sacrifice, and Jesus’ washing of the apostles’ feet just prior to His offering of the sacrifice signifies their inclusion and participation in His own Priesthood.


It may be added, as a point of confirmation, that the Church has certainly underscored the link between the footwashing ritual and the Sacrament of Holy Orders, and this is precisely why, when the Church re-enacts this ritual on Holy Thursday, the rubrics prohibit women from taking part in the ceremony. Men alone are to be symbolic stand-ins for the apostles, not just because the original apostles were men (after all, women can be disciples of Christ as well, if that were all that this liturgical action intended to convey), but because only men can be priests. Thus the Church sees that allowing women to have their feet washed in the Holy Thursday liturgical ceremony would violate the male-only Priesthood.


This could only be the case if the footwashing ceremony in John 13 is intimately related to the Sacrament of Holy Orders. By having their feet washed, the apostles entered into a participation of Jesus’ priestly ministry, became spiritual fathers, and were elevated to the Priesthood itself. Let us briefly reflect on this thought on this holy season of Lent.


Praised be Jesus Christ.


� HYPERLINK "http://ateneolatinmass.wordpress.com/2012/03/05/the-footwashing-ritual-and-the-sacrament-of-holy-orders-a-look-at-john-13-a-homily-by-fr-tim-ofrasio-sj/" \l "sdfootnote1anc" ��1 Raymond Brown, The Gospel According to John, Anchor Bible, vol. 29A. Garden City, NY: Doubleday & Company, p 552.
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Washing the feet of women on Holy Thursday


� HYPERLINK "http://www.saint-mike.net/qa/lit/viewanswer.asp?QID=326" ��http://www.saint-mike.net/qa/lit/viewanswer.asp?QID=326� 


March 11, 2008


Is it permissible for the celebrant priest to wash the feet of both men and women on Holy Thursday? It was my understanding that only men were to have their feet washed because the twelve apostles were the first priests and women will never, according to Pope John II, be ordained a priest in the Roman Catholic Church. –Patricia


No. The Missal, in the Proper of Seasons, during Holy Week for Holy Thursday, says "selected men".


This is also said in Paschales Solemnitatis which is another document that contains instructions for Holy Week.  I really can't understand why so many priests and liturgists have such a hard time understanding this or accepting it.  It couldn't be any easier: "The men who are chosen are led by the ministers to chairs prepared in a suitable place." -Jacob Slavek





� HYPERLINK "http://www.saint-mike.net/qa/lit/viewanswer.asp?QID=328" ��http://www.saint-mike.net/qa/lit/viewanswer.asp?QID=328� 


March 15, 2008


You mentioned to a previous poster on March 11th that Holy Thursday foot washing is reserved only for men. This had been my understanding until it had come up elsewhere, and I learned, much to my chagrin, that it IS now allowed:�� HYPERLINK "http://www.rcab.org/Pilot/2005/ps050401/holythursday.html" ��http://www.rcab.org/Pilot/2005/ps050401/holythursday.html�. �In the archdiocese of Boston (I will bite my tongue now), the Archbishop O'Malley sought clarification from the Vatican on the issue, when there apparently were people taking issue with having only women's feet being washed (in 2004):�In August 2004, “at the time of the ad limina visit to Rome, the archbishop sought clarification on the liturgical requirements of the rite of foot washing from the Congregation for Divine Worship, which has the responsibility for administering the liturgical law of the Church,” said an archdiocesan statement released in March. “The Congregation affirmed the liturgical requirement that only the feet of men be washed at the Holy Thursday ritual, which recalls Christ’s service to the apostles who would become the first priests of the Church.”�“The Congregation did, however, provide for the archbishop to make a pastoral decision concerning his practice of the rite if such a decision would be helpful to the faithful of the archdiocese,” the statement added. “Archbishop O’Malley has determined that he will participate in a modified rite of foot washing at the Cathedral this year. The participants in the rite will include men and women from the Cathedral parish and from social service agencies providing support to community members in need.”�In short, the Vatican allows for pastoral decisions to be made in local areas as to whether the feet of women should be washed on Holy Thursday, without any real justification for it, given that previous documents and statements clearly specify it is only MEN who participate, in imitation of the Apostles. If my church allows this, I'll go to another one! –Tim


I decided not to include this in my original answer since it only applies to one parish, NOT the entire United States. Well I should say only one parish that we know of, that is, the cathedral in Boston. Maybe Archbishop O’Malley allows it in other parishes in his diocese, I don't know. As far as I know he is the only bishop in the United States that has been given this "special permission". I took the chance that the original questioner was not a member of that particular parish. -Jacob Slavek





� HYPERLINK "http://www.saint-mike.net/qa/lit/viewanswer.asp?QID=329" ��http://www.saint-mike.net/qa/lit/viewanswer.asp?QID=329� 


March 18, 2008


Trying to get a clear picture of the foot washing rite using men and women, I came across this from the USCCB Committee for Divine Worship web site. Seems the way this is worded is that women can be included. Here is what the site said:�Regarding the phrase viri selecti, the Chairman of the Bishops Committee on the Liturgy, after a review of the matter by the committee, authorized the following response which appeared in the BCL Newsletter of February 1987:�#4. Because the gospel of the mandatum read on Holy Thursday also depicts Jesus as the "Teacher and Lord" who humbly serves his disciples by performing this extraordinary gesture which goes beyond the laws of hospitality,2 the element of humble service has accentuated the celebration of the foot washing rite in the United States over the last decade or more. In this regard, it has become customary in many places to invite both men and women to be participants in this rite in recognition of the service that should be given by all the faithful to the Church and to the world. Thus, in the United States, a variation in the rite developed in which not only charity is signified but also humble service. –Deacon Larry


I guess I'm just not so sure that this works... the language used doesn't sound liturgically forceful, and I'm not sure the Chairman of the Bishops Committee on the Liturgy even has that authority. In fact I'm pretty sure he doesn't.


Let's take a look at some of the statements:


"In this regard, it has become customary in many places to invite both men and women to be participants in this rite..."


Well, many things in the United States have become customary. A lot of these things still remain liturgical abuses, some of them severe liturgical abuses. It's still an abuse until Rome approves it for liturgical use. Here are two examples that started out as "customs" and technically were abuses until Rome finally approved both for use in the US: receiving Communion on the hand and kneeling immediately after the Sanctus. My personal opinion is that one of these two is a good thing and the other is not, but my point is that they are now both approved by Rome and therefore okay. Washing the feet of women has NOT been approved by Rome, except in one diocese that I know of, the Archdiocese of Boston. In fact since this statement was released in 1987 Rome has made clear again that it is just men. (Paschales Solemnitatis, 1988) Zenit has also reported on this in recent years � HYPERLINK "http://www.zenit.org/article-9834?l=english" �http://www.zenit.org/article-9834?l=english�. In 2004 The Congregation for Divine Worship affirmed personally (personally I guess because there was no cite) to Archbishop O’Malley that the requirement is just men.  � HYPERLINK "http://www.rcab.org/Pilot/2005/ps050401/holythursday.html" �http://www.rcab.org/Pilot/2005/ps050401/holythursday.html�


The second statement that caught my eye:


"Thus, in the United States, a variation in the rite developed in which not only charity is signified but also humble service."


Again, this is not liturgically authoritative language, and does not even mention women but rather charity and service.  Nothing here to fear, especially since in the VERY NEXT SENTENCE (the next paragraph) the chairman CLEARLY admits that this "variation" (referring now to women again, rather than charity I guess) differs from the rubrics. So if I had to choose between the two, I would go with the one approved by Rome rather than the innovation.


"While this variation may differ from the rubric of the Sacramentary which mentions only men ("viri selecti")" (paragraph 5)





Washing the feet of women on Holy Thursday


� HYPERLINK "http://www.saint-mike.net/qa/lit/viewanswer.asp?QID=409" ��http://www.saint-mike.net/qa/lit/viewanswer.asp?QID=409� 


April 24, 2010


Has the Church now approved the washing of women's feet on Holy Thursday? In my diocese several parishes have done this, so I am wondering if our Bishop has given permission, and if indeed, the Bishop has this authority. –Vincent


Well this is a very complicated issue that can't easily be answered.  I recommend checking out this link here which has a good explanation. � HYPERLINK "http://www.adoremus.org/97-03_pokorsky.htm" �http://www.adoremus.org/97-03_pokorsky.htm�


Simplified, here is what Rome has said in the document "Paschales Solemnitatis" which is SUPPOSED to be the highest authority.


51. The washing of the feet of chosen men [viri selecti] which, according to tradition, is performed on this day, represents the service and charity of Christ, who came "not to be served, but to serve." [58] This tradition should be maintained, and its proper significance explained.


Anyone who is able to read can clearly see that specifically men are called.


Here's what the United States bishops have said in 1987 regarding the custom of inviting women:


While this variation may differ from the rubric of the Sacramentary, which mentions only men (vir selecti), it may nevertheless be said that the intention to emphasize service along with charity in the celebration of the rite is an understandable way of accentuating the evangelical command of the Lord, "who came to serve and not to be served", that all members of the church must serve one another in love. (BCL Newsletter, February 1987, Volume XXIII)


Now I don't really want to get myself into too much trouble, but the local bishops do not have the authority to make such a change without prior approval from Rome. As far as I know, there has never been any such approval.


Like I said though, please check out the above link, there is a very detailed explanation and commentary there. In my opinion a must read for anyone involved in Liturgy. -Jacob Slavek





� HYPERLINK "mailto:michaelprabhu@vsnl.net" ��michaelprabhu@vsnl.net� � HYPERLINK "http://www.ephesians-511.net" ��www.ephesians-511.net�





[image: image5.png]


[image: image6.png]B
R



