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What are the best arguments they have in favor of the Novus Ordo?
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Posted on 30 August 2016 by Fr. John Zuhlsdorf
From a reader:
We’ve heard plenty, and readers agree, about the superiority of the extraordinary form. We also agree that the Novus Ordo (NO) can be done well, but that it far too often isn’t. We also know, as all recent evidence proves, of the Extraordinary Form’s (EF) blessings.

1. So why is the Extraordinary Form so disliked by some bishops and clergy?

2. What are the best arguments they have in the favor of the Novus Ordo?

3. What reasons do they use to cling to it, given it’s by now obvious flaws? Was there ever a clown or giant puppet mass* before Vatican 2?

That reasons many priests give on keeping an obviously flawed mass can only be described as Jesuitical. But this is a mere layperson’s view.

What’s yours?

 
1. Among the reasons why bishops and priests might hate the older form of the Roman Rite is because they fear it. People tend to fear what they don’t know. Many priests and bishops today are young enough not to have grown up with the Traditional Latin Mass. Also, the TLM is in Latin. They maybe ignorant of Latin, which means that they do not know the language of their Rite, their Church. That means that they are self-conscious. They don’t want to be revealed as being ignorant of Latin. 
Another reason is that they perceive the use of the older Mass as being a repudiation of everything they were told about Vatican II, etc. And if they are older – and this pertains to priests in these USA, at least – and they grew up in the halcyon days of protests and Vatican II, their own identity is fused with the mythic, iconic “spirit” of those times. When they see something like a biretta or hear the suggestion that Latin be used, or Gregorian chant, a switch flicks in their heads and they go into an anti-authority, anti-traditional mode. 
Also, if they know something about the older form of Mass, they might realize that they can’t be the center of attention, as they can be in the Novus Ordo. By now so many priests are conditioned to have to be the focus of attention, the driving energy of the “liturgy”, the main event, the ring master, the host of the party. This may not even be conscious, at this point. Lastly, the older form constantly reminds the priest that he is a redeemed sinner and that he, too, must be not just a priest, but a priest who is also victim. 
More could be written. This is sufficient.

2. Christ shares His priesthood with us, lay and ordained. He does this in qualitatively different ways for lay and ordained. Nevertheless, all the baptized and baptized, ordained priests are able to offer sacrifice pleasing to God and to participate with actuosa participatio in the Church’s sacred liturgical worship. Christ is the only High Priest: He speaks, sings, acts in each one of us according to who we are, lay or ordained. St. Augustine, in explaining the difference “voices” in the psalms, says that every word of the psalms is Christ speaking: Christ the Head, Christ the Body, Head and Body together – Christus totus. We see this in sound Church architecture: there is a sanctuary for the Head, a nave for the Body and the mysterious place of joining which is the Communion rail. During the Church’s various liturgical rites, sometimes the priest (Head) speaks or sings, sometimes the congregation (Body), sometimes both together (Christus Totus). In some ways, the Novus Ordo reflects this three-fold dynamic more often than the older form, according to which there are fewer moments when the Body on its own speaks or sings, or when they do so at the same time as the priests. They are there, but there are fewer.  
Otherwise, another explanation is one which a lot of people really resent: in this day when so much of our catechesis has been non-existent, poor, or ridiculous, and so many people have little or no idea of the transcendent in worship, sound and traditional use of the Novus Ordo could help them to “grow up” liturgically. Sometimes I – with a touch of whimsy to make the point drive home – will say that when humans are young, they need more or less shapeless goo to eat, stuff out of jars, because they can’t yet handle the steak and Cabernet.  Eventually they are given more complicated foods of different textures. They need that kind of food in order to thrive!  However, once they grow up more, they need something else. Grownups, on the other hand, can continue to survive on the goo, but they won’t thrive on the goo. So, now that we are in the state we are in, the Novus Ordo could be, when celebrated well and reverently and with a strong strain of Roman style and tradition – which is exactly what the Council Fathers wanted – a great propaedeutic for something richer and more nourishing, satisfying yet. I could say more but that’s enough.

3. Oh yes, there have been priests and bishops who were clowns since our Lord ascended. That’s a constant. And, in way, it can be comforting to recognize how fallible and feeble we can be. This is Christ’s Church and His Church depends on Him, not on us.
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11 of 60 readers’ responses
1. Dear writer of the questions, I predominantly attend the EF. But “an obviously flawed mass”? Hey, now. The sacrifice occurs, and the Lord is made present, as in all of the many valid and licit forms of the Catholic liturgy celebrated from Lebanon to Milan and beyond. So let us be careful.

2. I believe there was a need for reform. The Holy Sacrifice of the Mass is communal prayer, but many were not participating. They were in their own little world, saying their own personal prayers until the bells got their attention to let them know something important was happening on the altar.
I would have preferred if the changes to the Mass were more organic. The violent change contributed to my losing sight of my young faith, and drifting in the lukewarm waters of cultural Catholicism for about 30 years.

Now I’m back with a lot more insight into what was lost, and what needs to be recaptured.

3. More people are clueless about what happens during the vernacular Mass than when it wasn’t. 
How many times have we heard from Catholics who’ve left the Church and said that they weren’t being fed? 

The promise of engaged, active Catholics that the reformed vernacular liturgy would bring has produced a wasteland. It’s a failed experiment.

As the Baby Boomers who’re so viscerally attached to their liturgy diminish so too will the vernacular Baby Boomer liturgy until it is a strange footnote in the history books.

4. The point that it’s very easy for the priest to make himself the center of attention in the Novus Ordo is so true. For me it’s one of the most annoying things about it.
However the EF can also be celebrated badly, as when the priest hurried through it at ramming speed as if his main goal was to finish. Recently I saw a clip of a Mass like that, celebrated in the 60’s. The most important thing is the proper liturgical formation of priests, so that regardless of which form they use they will celebrate the Mass with devotion and reverence.
5. I often wonder if, over time, it could happen with the shortage of diocesan priest vocations in some places (i.e.: Canada) and the increase of priestly vocations amongst traditional societies such as the FSSP, and God willing, the SSPX become fully reconciled, that the EF Masses offered will one day outnumber the number of OF Masses.
6. Excellent questions and answers. I would add, first, that I think many priests are overwhelmed by the prospect of learning the Extraordinary Form. I must say, I found it harder to master than I expected, and I know a priest who made the attempt, and it just was very hard for him. I don’t know if he is yet offering it. Also, remember that many priests are very busy, so it’s easy to say, ‘I’ll get to that someday.’
As far as arguments for the newer Mass, I would offer these: more Scripture readings (which can be both good and bad), the use of the vernacular does help many people to understand more of what is going on, and while I think there are too many options in the newer Mass, some options are helpful. It also seems to me that a more solemn celebration of the Mass is easier to attain in the new form than in the old; relatively few people, who have experienced the older form of the Mass, have experienced anything but a low Mass. –Fr. Martin Fox
7. While there has clearly been many abuses of the Novus Ordo liturgy over the years, not all Novus Ordo liturgies can be reduced to clown or puppet masses. To imply that maligns the many hundreds of Catholic priests who read the black and do the red, and who have and who have had beautiful and prayerful NO liturgies for years. This sounds trite, but people are different. Some like classical music, some like jazz. Some like praying the rosary, others like silent contemplation and others like charismatic worship. People have different ways of learning, different ways of perceiving the world, and profoundly different personalities. Thus it is not surprising that people appreciate and gravitate to different Mass styles. One style does NOT fit all.

Personally, what feeds me is a simple Novus Ordo liturgy, minimal music, no incense, simple tasteful vestments, with the priest facing the people. I want the priest to say the NO black and do the NO red – don’t get creative. I have studied liturgy, and I feel as strongly about wanting to attend a good Novus Ordo liturgy as most readers here about the EF. I really do not find the EF to be something that feeds my soul. It would be painful for me to have to attend it on a regular basis, and I would do my level best to avoid it if possible. And I would also avoid any church that worships ad orientem, because I find that equally painful to be a part of. I could get further into why I dislike the EF, but that seems like a rabbit-hole that doesn’t need opening and would take away from my bigger point.

Now, that is not to say that I think everyone ought to be forced to attend the NO. In the same way that I have preferences for the way I pray that don’t work for everyone, I think people legitimately have liturgical styles that feed them better than others. This is also why people may find the Maronite, Melkite, Ukrainian, or even Ordinariate liturgies more to their spiritual taste, and they start worshiping in those communities. Diversity isn’t bad, AS LONG AS the liturgy is celebrated reverently and correctly. I don’t think that the NO is a “failed experiment” and I think that there are a lot of devout Catholics out there who think like I do. They love their Mass. They find it spiritually nourishing as is, and do not want it changed. And even when they know about and have attended an EF, they still love and prefer to attend the NO.

FWIW, I think one of the best ways for those who love the EF to get folks like me to listen to them is to stop calling the liturgy that we love “infantile,” “flawed,” or “in need of fixing.” That just makes people angry and defensive when one takes the attitude of “how could you like such an inferior, pablum-like liturgy?” I think instead, taking the tack that the two liturgies can and should co-exist, that some intelligent people genuinely prefer the NO (and we aren’t cretins), and that we can respect those who want to worship differently from us would go a long way in healing the deep liturgical divide. There are intelligent, knowledgeable, pious people who love the NO. There are intelligent, knowledgeable, pious people who love the EF. We don’t have to shove everyone into the same liturgical box, and I think the sooner we stop trying, and the sooner we start respecting each other’s legitimate choices, the quicker our liturgical wars will die down.

8. I think the answers for questions (2) and (3) are:
-Some clergy and laymen know the ill effects the new Mass has had on the Faith but they’re so emotionally tied to it they’d rather continue the full-steam ahead approach than admit to its deleterious effect on Catholics and change course to what works (to foster vocations, increase holiness, reverence towards God etc.)

-Some are clueless to the above.

-Some are evil and have lost the Faith and work to tear down the Faith of others.

-And a large portion of Catholic males are what I refer to as Catholic girly men. I’m not necessarily referring to the homosexual element in the clergy but the Catholic clergy and laymen who think and act as 10 year girls when it comes to the celebration of the new Mass. 

These are the Catholic men who think it’s important for laymen to ‘participate’ in the celebration of the sacrifice of the Mass without any understanding that uniting their prayers with the priest celebrant is all the participation that’s necessary. Catholic girly men are the ones who volunteer for all types of needless ministries (lectors, EMHCs, greeters, bearers of the gifts – ugh!) thinking they’re actually accomplishing something.

It reminds me of when my brother and I were young boys and would hang out with our dad when he was wood working in his work shop. He’d give us some bent nails and wood scraps to ‘participate’ in his projects. Of course we never made anything useful in doing so. The same is true for Catholic laymen who ‘participate’ in the celebration of the Mass with their infantile ministries. They add nothing to the celebration of the Mass. On the contrary, their actions have a negative impact on the Faith.

I think if these Catholics (clergy and laymen) began thinking and acting as men a lot of the nonsense of the last 50 years would fade.

9. I can respect most all of the comments posted here. I converted in February of 1970. It was a total different Mass than when I first started learning in December 1965. I have agonize through many changes since then. Right after 7/7/2007 we began pursuing the EF Mass. So now here we are in 2016 and we now have an FSSP parish with Masses 7 days a week and a second priest on his way in October. Having lived through this period of church history, I have come to the conclusion that I will never again attend an OF Mass, except to pray for the soul of an old friend at his/her funeral.
I do not condemn people who like the OF or the other Rites/Uses of the church. It’s taken me these 46 years to slowly understand the basic philosophy of the EF. I have fallen in love with it.
10. I agree with those who are offended when people put down the NO Mass since it is a valid Mass. I do not like it when groups say it is better to stay home and pray if you can’t find a TLM. Having said that, I do see the danger in thinking it terms of taste, which Mass we like better. For one thing, if it is just taste, then does that mean we take a poll and the taste of the majority is what rules? Or more likely is it the taste of the head of the Liturgy Committee? Perhaps instead of asking what is pleasing to me, we should be asking what is more pleasing to God.

In doing so, we might look back on the last 2000 years and see how the Holy Spirit has moved the Church in organically evolving the form of the Mass. We then approach it with humility, accepting that pleasing God is the main objective.
11. About ranking liturgies as to the amount they please God:
1. Breaking rubrics in any rite is always displeasing to God; God wants us to say the black, do the red. This is SIMPLY and ONLY because the church has said so, and God loves obedience, not necessarily because of the excellence of the rubrics themselves.
2. The Sacrifice is always the same, unless the priest has done something really weird; and The Sacrifice is infinitely pleasing to Him.
3. The prayers of an individual at any rite can be more or less fervent and devout, and thus more or less pleasing to Him.
4. Some rites may be more conducive to fostering excellence in individual prayer.
5. But (4) CAN vary by individual.
6. Any other attempts to figure out the amount God is pleased by the EF vs OF seem like a bad idea; one could proceed to wonder which among the Eastern rites are most pleasing, which hymn God likes best, if a dialogue vs silent Mass pleases him more, etc. It will be found that God’s Pleasure really means My Taste.
7. Finally, if a missing prayer is offensive to God, then the liturgy as said by some Saints in other eras where these particular prayers were not yet written would have had to be offensive to him.

On a related note, one way to confuse Protestants is to ask how Christians were saved before the Bible was written. Similarly, one would have to agree that Christians can be saved, and become great saints, without the Extraordinary Form, since the Extraordinary form as it currently exists has not existed from the dawn of time, or even from the dawn of the Church.

This all from one who attends the Extraordinary form almost exclusively and loves it dearly; as far as point 5 above, this individual has yet to find an OF which helps him to pray as much as the EF.

If I have said anything heretical here, I would like to be corrected.
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