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MICHAEL PRABHU AUGUST 5, 2021
Chhotebhai, the Indian Catholic Forum exult in Francis’ motu proprio Traditionis Custodes’ restrictions on the Traditional Latin Mass
As always, my comments are in green colour font. -Michael
Custodians of what tradition?
https://mattersindia.com/2021/07/custodians-of-what-tradition/
chhotebhai, July 26, 2021
The magician was dressed in flowing robes. He had his back to the audience. He claimed to be an alchemist that could change lead into gold – transubstantiation. In between his secret mumbo-jumbo he would suddenly turn around to face his audience, raise his arms, with his index fingers touching the thumbs, as in a yogic posture. “Abracadabra” he said. “So be it”, said the audience, in awe struck admiration. With a flash of his fingers, a la Sai Baba, he brandished a shiny gold object. Nobody dared question the magician’s claim of transubstantiation!

I was just seven years of age when I was packed off to a prestigious boarding school in the hills. Since my voice was a tad better than that of a croaking frog, I was never in the choir; so I was often assigned to be an altar boy, a role that I cherished. As such, I was really up close to the school chaplain, a hoary old Italian Capuchin. There he was in his flowing robes, with his back to all of us. He would occasionally whirl around to say a hurried “Dominus Vobiscum”, to which we altar boys would dutifully reply, “Et cum spiritu tuo”. We did learn a few more Latin responses that have now faded from memory. Then came the finale – the transubstantiation; bread and wine becoming the body and blood of Christ. Amen (so be it).

These thoughts came to me as I read the vociferous objections of retired Cardinal Zen of Hong Kong and American Cardinal Burke, to the latest Motu Proprio (of his own accord/volition) by Pope Francis, having the Latin title “Traditionis Custodes” (Custodians of Tradition). What is the hullabaloo all about?

Pope Francis issued this on 16th July, imposing restrictions on what has been incorrectly referred to as the Latin Mass. This is a gross distortion of truth. The restriction is not on celebrating the Mass in Latin. He probably does so everyday in Rome. It is on the version known as the Missale Romanum that had been edited (revised) by Pope John XXIII in 1962 (MR62). This was possibly at the beginning of the Second Vatican Council (1962-65). 

Post Vatican II, Popes Paul VI and John Paul II had revised the liturgical books in conformity with Vatican II teachings, coming into effect in 1970. These venerable popes had banned the use of MR62 and had to face stiff opposition from the likes of arch conservatives Abp. Marcel Lefebvre and his Pius X Society.

Opposition to change is intrinsic to human behaviour, and the Catholic Church is no exception. Jesus himself had forewarned that his words and actions would result in division/ polarisation (cf Lk 12:51).

Unfortunately, as in several other spheres, the Eurocentric previous Pope Benedict XVI chose to turn the clock back. In 2007 he had issued a document “Summorum Pontificum” that snatched away the authority of bishops/ parish priests, stating that they were obliged to comply with requests from the laity for the celebration of MR62. This resulted in arch conservative and well-heeled parishioners in the USA, France etc. demanding the celebration of MR62; and even the establishment of separate parishes for the same. This was not just a piquant, but a potentially dangerous, situation.
Pope Francis has merely sought to restore parity consequent of the blunder committed by his predecessor. He has not “banned” the MR62, as is loosely being reported in the Catholic and mainstream media. He has merely imposed reasonable restrictions on the same. 

In the Vatican II spirit of collegiality with bishops, he has delegated this authority to the diocesan bishops, to be exercised at their discretion. So what are the likes of Zen and Burke grumbling about? Do they have some other sinister agenda?

Pope Francis states that consequent to Benedict’s document, the Congregation for the Doctrine of the Faith sent out a questionnaire seeking a feedback on the celebration of MR62. The present Motu Proprio is a result of those findings. Besides delegating authority to the diocesan bishops, Francis specifies that even where MR62 is permitted, the scripture readings should be in the vernacular, not in Latin. Can any sensible person find fault with that? Let us also remember that Jesus himself, at the Last Supper, spoke the language of the people. He would not even have known how to speak in Latin! Francis also warns bishops to not allow any more groups or parishes for celebrating MR62.

Pope Francis, as also earlier Popes Paul VI and John Paul II, had discontinued MR62 as it was not in consonance with the ecclesiology and liturgical reforms of Vatican II. I contacted a senior theologian, but he expressed his ignorance on the subject. I then contacted a senior liturgist. Unfortunately, he neither responded to my email or phone calls. As a layman I am therefore unable to enlighten my readers further, nor can I fathom the opposition to this act of Pope Francis.

But we get a hint of it from a learned writer in the journal La Croix International, published from Rome. Rev Jean-Francois Chiron, professor of theology at the Catholic University of Lyon, France, in his article “The church is not an archipelago” on 22/7/21 says that “There is nothing more bitter than liturgical controversies … With just the slightest bit of irrationality things can go to extremes”. In layman’s language this means going off on a tangent. For a space scientist it would be like a space craft losing its elliptical orbit, and going off into outer space!

Chiron says that “by changing the rules of the game, Francis intends to limit the proliferation of celebrations that do not comply with the post-Vatican II liturgical reform”. It seeks to curb those people who “are in a militant, if not proselytizing frame of mind”. Francis is unequivocally stating that the “Vatican Council II is not optional”. Benedict tried to indicate that “an entire part of the work of an ecumenical council could be optional”. In contrast, Francis asserts “that attachment to the unreformed rite is a challenge to Vatican II”.

Chiron further says that in his native France proponents of MR62 “often include hymns from the 1880s such as – Catholics and French Forever”; a form of militant French Catholic nationalism. This echoes Donald Trump in the USA, and the BJP in India. It is right wing nationalism garbed in religion. It is an open secret that several cardinals, bishops and priests in the USA are dyed in the wool Trump supporters who are inimical to Joe Biden, despite him being a devout practicing Catholic. (This issue merits a separate article).

The MR62 is often referred to as the Tridentine Mass, deriving its name from the Council of Trent (1545-63). This Council was in response to Martin Luther’s Protestant Reformation in 1517. This 18 year long Council spanned the terms of three popes – Paul III, Julius III and Paul IV. Paul III convened the Council of Trent in modern day Austria. Notably, none of the three popes actually attended the Council. Worse still, Cardinal Fernesse, aged 66, who took the name of Paul III, had an illicit family of five children, the product of concubinage in his early years!

In his recently published 900 page tome “Seven Baskets Full” on the evolution of the Holy Eucharist, Dr. Subhash Anand, professor emeritus of the Papal Seminary, Pune, makes some pertinent observations on the Council of Trent. He says that in its thirteenth session held on 11/10/1551, the Council discussed the Eucharist and transubstantiation. He writes that “the Council claims that its teaching on transubstantiation has ever been a firm belief in the Church of God”. However, “It will be almost impossible for historians to critically substantiate this claim of Trent”. He compares it to looking for a needle in a haystack. 

Anand goes on to say that there were hardly sixty signatories on important legislation. Two thirds of those present were Italian, and the rest were mostly Spanish. He therefore avers that “Given this poor attendance, there are very serious reasons to question its teaching authority in matters doctrinal”. He claims that Trent was “not an ecumenical council … but a provincial council of the Latin Catholic church”. He goes on to say that “provincial councils do not have the competence of defining dogmatic truths. This is the prerogative only of ecumenical councils”. Most church historians are of the view that Vatican II was probably the first true ecumenical council of the universal (catholic) church.

Perhaps this will help us better understand why Pope Francis has clamped down on the Tridentine Mass MR62, and is pushing ahead for the reforms of Vatican II. All those who profess to be “Catholic” should support this wisdom and action of Pope Francis who is only following in the footsteps of his predecessors, Popes Paul VI and John Paul II. This includes Cardinal Oswald Gracias, the CBCI President and a member of Pope Francis’ charmed inner circle.

Let us too, in turn, be the proponents of truth and not blind adherents to infructuous traditions. The liturgy, after all, is not a magic show, but a reflection of our life and faith in Jesus who celebrated the Last Supper, sitting (not standing), facing his disciples, his betrayer included, after having humbly washed their feet. Coming to think of it, if the Eucharist is not preceded by the washing of the feet (humble, unconditional service) then it gets reduced to the magical mumbo jumbo of the alchemist. How can the bread and wine be transubstantiated if we are not simultaneously transformed? 

The writer is the Convenor of the Indian Catholic Forum. THE END
A single Matters India reader commented. He wrote:

Do all the clergy who “actively celebrate” the Eucharist and the laity who “passively attend” “really LIVE” the Eucharist in their daily life??? This is a million dollar question for which the Catholic Church has to find a true or valid answer.
My strong opinion is that the present day Eucharist and other sacraments have been converted into a “sheer business”. Poor carpenter’s son Jesus has been converted into an “object of worship” and a “business commodity”. This is the bitter truth. Every sensible person knows this.

True Jesus cannot be found in any present-day church or liturgy. Remember Tagore’s poem:
“Leave this chanting and telling of beads
Whom do you worship in this dark corner of the temple?
Open your eyes and see that he is not there.
He is there where the farmer is tilling the ground and where the laborers are breaking stones……”

Also read the passages about the “Last Judgement” – “whatsoever you do to the least of my sisters and brothers that you do unto me.” A real encounter with the living Jesus!!

Hence, there is “no salvation” in any institutional church. This is my personal view. -M.L. Satyan
Who is M.L. Satyan?
An atheist, he is -- or was -- the Secretary of the New Age Dharma Bharathi Society of Swami Sachidananda Bharathi who is the number two in the Indian Catholic Forum. See *** page 4.

He writes regularly for Indian Currents and for Matters India.

On March 23, 2020, he wrote (https://mattersindia.com/2020/03/lesson-from-coronavirus-move-from-religiosity-to-spirituality/); an extract:
“My long-pending personal dream seems to have come true. All the worship places such as … church are closed all over India. […] I am happy that it has come true now, thanks to the dreaded virus. Now the time has come for us to ask: Do we need these worship places at all? Who created them and for what? Who actually benefit from them?

The famous singer K J Yesudas* sang a song a few years ago. The words of the song go like this: “Human being created religions; Religions created Gods; Human beings and Religions together divided the land and minds of the people”. This is the bitter truth. *Keralite Latin Catholic by birth, he is popular for his songs honouring Hindu deities.
God never created any religion. It is the invention of human beings. […] In the initial stage of human society, people did have a notion of God/Divine and they related themselves in their own ways. Mostly they worshiped through nature in their own creative ways. There was no mediator or broker in between. In course of time, the religious leaders found a way to “convert religion and the worship places” into a booming business. Precisely for this purpose, the religious leaders “devised methods” in order to make people come to the worship places.

Take the example of Christianity. Look at what happened in the early Christian communities: […] (Acts.2:44-47).

During the first three centuries, the followers retained the innocence of the apostolic tradition; although the church’s wealth had become substantial, they managed to act in harmony with Christ’s injunction about poverty. However, later on, they no longer sold their properties upon being baptized.

They had come to harmonize the possession of wealth with the teaching of Christ conveniently quoting or ignoring sundry passages of the Gospels. They did this by following the example of the church, which as a corporate body, had begun to accumulate wealth. In this manner the apostolic tradition of poverty was abandoned.

The Catholic Church thus gradually became the custodian of wealth acting as the distributor and administrator. The church gained a new status. This was reflected in the multiplication of prestigious cathedrals, church buildings, the opulence of the vestments of her prelates and the magnificence of liturgy.

Devotion to saints became an immense, steady source of wealth for the church as a whole and for the clergy in particular. The whole of Europe was dotted with shrines and pilgrimages and the sale of indulgences were the order of the day for centuries. Catholicism, which claims to be His church, is one of the wealthiest institutions on earth. How come, that such an institution, ruling in the name of this same itinerant preacher, whose wants was such that he had not even a place to lay his head, is now so top-heavy with riches that she can rival the combined might of the most redoubtable financial trusts, of the most potent industrial super-giants, and of the most prosperous global corporation of the world? This is a question that has echoed along with somber corridors of history during almost 2000 years. […]
A religious person belongs to a particular religion and follows its rules, regulations, rituals and ceremonies. Religiosity focuses on priesthood and priestly tradition. A religious person is often fanatic, self-centered, insensitive and ambitious. Religious people are orthodox and conservatives. […] Moreover, religiosity divides people in matters of religious beliefs, practices and worshiping places.

On the contrary, a spiritual person rises above caste, color culture, religion, rules, regulations, ceremonies and rituals. […]”
	Subject: 
	CUSTODIANS OF WHOSE TRADITIONS

	Date: 
	Tue, 27 Jul 2021 08:37:01 +0530

	From: 
	chhotebhai Kanpur <noronha.kp@gmail.com>

	To: 
	[…] Michael Prabhu <michaelprabhu@ephesians-511.net>, […]


Dear Fiends,

The Indian Catholic Forum is committed to the reform and renewal of the Catholic Church according to the teachings of Vatican II. From the time that Pope Francis has started cracking down on clerical sexual abuse and financial misappropriation including by cardinals and bishops, there has been a concerted attempt to attack him. The latest is on his so-called "ban" of the Latin Mass. 

Please see my reflections on the same and do share this with like minded persons.

chhotebhai
A single email recipient, David Lobo of the Deejay Group, responded with one word: “thanks”.
	Subject: 
	Re: CUSTODIANS OF WHOSE TRADITIONS

	Date: 
	Wed, 4 Aug 2021 14:00:34 +0530

	From: 
	michaelprabhu <michaelprabhu@ephesians-511.net>

	To: 
	chhotebhai Kanpur <noronha.kp@gmail.com>


chhotebhai,
Would you like to have my response to this article of yours?
Michael
	Subject: 
	Re: CUSTODIANS OF WHOSE TRADITIONS

	Date: 
	Wed, 4 Aug 2021 15:20:44 +0530

	From: 
	chhotebhai Kanpur <noronha.kp@gmail.com>

	To: 
	michaelprabhu <michaelprabhu@ephesians-511.net>


Most welcome.

chhotebhai

INDIAN PEOPLE’S SYNOD PLANNED BY THE INDIAN CATHOLIC FORUM ON THE LINES OF THE AMAZON SYNOD 8 DECEMBER 2019 UPDATED 1 page
http://ephesians-511.net/recent/docs/INDIAN_PEOPLES_SYNOD_PLANNED_BY_THE_INDIAN_CATHOLIC_FORUM_ON_THE_LINES_OF_THE_AMAZON_SYNOD.doc
DECODING CHHOTEBHAI’S ‘THE JERUSALEM CODE’ 13 FEBRUARY 2021 UPDATED 2 pages
http://ephesians-511.net/recent/docs/DECODING_CHHOTEBHAIS_THE_JERUSALEM_CODE.doc
CHHOTEBHAI, INDIAN CATHOLIC FORUM CHEERLEADERS FOR DISSENT, LIBERAL POPE 19 JUNE 2021 UPDATED 7 pages
http://ephesians-511.net/recent/docs/CHHOTEBHAI_INDIAN_CATHOLIC_FORUM_CHEERLEADERS_FOR_DISSENT_LIBERAL_POPE.doc
CHHOTEBHAI’S INDIAN CATHOLIC FORUM IS PRO-CHOICE, PRO-ABORTION POLITICIANS ON HOLY COMMUNION 26 JUNE 2021 UPDATED 8 pages 
http://ephesians-511.net/recent/docs/CHHOTEBHAIS_INDIAN_CATHOLIC_FORUM_IS_PRO-CHOICE_PRO-ABORTION_POLITICIANS_ON_HOLY_COMMUNION.doc
***WE TOO ARE CHURCH-V2RC-INDIAN CATHOLIC FORUM-ICF-THE JERUSALEM CODE-CHHOTEBHAI-DHARMA BHARATHI-SWAMI SACHIDANANDA BHARATHI-ALMAYASABDAM-CHURCH CITIZENS VOICE-DR JAMES KOTTOOR 27 FEBRUARY/3 MARCH 2021 UPDATED 44 pages 
http://ephesians-511.net/recent/docs/WE_TOO_ARE_CHURCH-V2RC-INDIAN_CATHOLIC_FORUM-ICF-THE_JERUSALEM_CODE-CHHOTEBHAI-DHARMA_BHARATHI-SWAMI_SACHIDANANDA_BHARATHI-ALMAYASABDAM-CHURCH_CITIZENS_VOICE-DR_JAMES_KOTTOOR.doc
How would liberal individuals such as these even begin to appreciate the seriousness of the present crisis in the Church and the systematic erosion of Catholic tradition under Pope Francis?

Through their Vatican II-tinted bifocals, they see Francis through one lens, and in the distance, Vatican III through the other. The five files immediately above have all the details of the new “church” they envisage. Conservative, tradition-loving Catholics like me have no place in it. 
I love the Traditional Latin Mass (TLM). At my web site I have 200+ files**** on the TLM, our sacred language Latin, and the beautiful Gregorian Chant. 
I am no “rad-Trad”, and I do attend the Novus Ordo regularly, but I can understand what “radical” Traditionalists feel about Francis’ Traditionis Custodes. I have been privileged to be granted permission by my Archbishop for a Traditional Requiem Mass to be said in the event of my death. And, that was after the motu proprio was published! 
TRADITIONIS CUSTODES FRANCIS 16 JULY 2021 
http://ephesians-511.net/recent/docs/TRADITIONIS_CUSTODES.doc
In the seven files immediately below, hundreds of faithful Catholics record their responses to Traditionis Custodes. They include not only the founders and members of every single leading lay Catholic media apostolate, but also eminent priests, bishops and Cardinals. I had to put a stop to collating those responses July 31 as I have other issues to read on and write about.   
TRADITIONIS CUSTODES-RELATED FILES:
CONSERVATIVE CATHOLICS’ REACTION TO FRANCIS’ MOTU PROPRIO TRADITIONIS CUSTODES 17 JULY 2021 36 PAGES
http://ephesians-511.net/recent/docs/CONSERVATIVE_CATHOLICS_REACTION_TO_FRANCIS_MOTU_PROPRIO_TRADITIONIS_CUSTODES.doc 

CONSERVATIVE CATHOLICS’ REACTION TO FRANCIS’ MOTU PROPRIO TRADITIONIS CUSTODES-02A 19 JULY 2021 42 PAGES
http://ephesians-511.net/recent/docs/CONSERVATIVE_CATHOLICS_REACTION_TO_FRANCIS_MOTU_PROPRIO_TRADITIONIS_CUSTODES-02A.doc
CONSERVATIVE CATHOLICS’ REACTION TO FRANCIS’ MOTU PROPRIO TRADITIONIS CUSTODES-02B 21 JULY 2021 47 PAGES
http://ephesians-511.net/recent/docs/CONSERVATIVE_CATHOLICS_REACTION_TO_FRANCIS_MOTU_PROPRIO_TRADITIONIS_CUSTODES-02B.doc
CONSERVATIVE CATHOLICS’ REACTION TO FRANCIS’ MOTU PROPRIO TRADITIONIS CUSTODES-02C 31 JULY 2021 64 PAGES
http://ephesians-511.net/recent/docs/CONSERVATIVE_CATHOLICS_REACTION_TO_FRANCIS_MOTU_PROPRIO_TRADITIONIS_CUSTODES-02C.doc
FRANCIS WON’T ABOLISH ‘HINDU RITE’ EUCHARIST, BUT RESTRICTS TRADITIONAL LATIN MASS 20 JULY 2021 JULES GOMES - MICHAEL PRABHU INTERVIEWED 9 PAGES
http://ephesians-511.net/recent/docs/FRANCIS_WONT_ABOLISH_HINDU_RITE_EUCHARIST_BUT_RESTRICTS_TRADITIONAL_LATIN_MASS.doc 
ROUNDUP OF MAJOR REACTIONS TO TRADITIONIS CUSTODES 22 JULY 2021 7 PAGES (titles/links only)
http://ephesians-511.net/recent/docs/ROUNDUP_OF_MAJOR_REACTIONS_TO_TRADITIONIS_CUSTODES.doc
ROUNDUP OF MAJOR REACTIONS TO TRADITIONIS CUSTODES-02 28 JULY 2021 6 PAGES (titles/links only)
http://ephesians-511.net/recent/docs/ROUNDUP_OF_MAJOR_REACTIONS_TO_TRADITIONIS_CUSTODES-02.doc
****TRADITIONALISM FILES AT THIS MINISTRY’S WEBSITE AS ON 15 JULY 2021 (200+)

http://ephesians-511.net/recent/docs/TRADITIONALISM_FILES_AT_THIS_MINISTRYS_WEBSITE.doc
Let me now respond to chhotebhai’s “Custodians of what tradition?”

He first odiously compares the reverent Traditional priest to a stage magician and a godman:

The magician was dressed in flowing robes. He had his back to the audience. He claimed to be an alchemist that could change lead into gold – transubstantiation. In between his secret mumbo-jumbo he would suddenly turn around to face his audience, raise his arms, with his index fingers touching the thumbs, as in a yogic posture. “Abracadabra” he said. “So be it”, said the audience, in awe struck admiration. With a flash of his fingers, a la Sai Baba, he brandished a shiny gold object. Nobody dared question the magician’s claim of transubstantiation!

I was just seven years of age when I was packed off to a prestigious boarding school in the hills. Since my voice was a tad better than that of a croaking frog, I was never in the choir; so I was often assigned to be an altar boy, a role that I cherished. As such, I was really up close to the school chaplain, a hoary old Italian Capuchin. There he was in his flowing robes, with his back to all of us. He would occasionally whirl around to say a hurried “Dominus Vobiscum”, to which we altar boys would dutifully reply, “Et cum spiritu tuo”. We did learn a few more Latin responses that have now faded from memory. Then came the finale – the transubstantiation; bread and wine becoming the body and blood of Christ. Amen (so be it).

These thoughts came to me as I read the vociferous objections of retired Cardinal Zen of Hong Kong and American Cardinal Burke, to the latest Motu Proprio…
Maybe the author is too accustomed to the Hinduised “Masses” that are performed at the ashrams he once lived in, or at the Dharma Bharathi events and Indian Catholic Forum consultations.

Concerning his next two paragraphs: 

“Pope Francis issued this on 16th July, imposing restrictions on what has been incorrectly referred to as the Latin Mass. This is a gross distortion of truth. The restriction is not on celebrating the Mass in Latin. He probably does so everyday in Rome. It is on the version known as the Missale Romanum that had been edited (revised) by Pope John XXIII in 1962 (MR62). This was possibly at the beginning of the Second Vatican Council (1962-65). 

Post Vatican II, Popes Paul VI and John Paul II had revised the liturgical books in conformity with Vatican II teachings, coming into effect in 1970. These venerable popes had banned the use of MR62 and had to face stiff opposition from the likes of arch conservatives Abp. Marcel Lefebvre and his Pius X Society.”

The Extraordinary Form (EF) of the Latin Mass is known as the vetus ordo (vetus means ‘old’) of the Roman rite (as against the post-Vatican II novus ordo) or the Tridentine Latin Mass (TLM). 
The EF is sometimes called usus antiquior (older usage).

We do not call it the “Latin Mass”. 

My 200+ files on traditionalism (and the 7 on conservative reactions to Traditionis Custodes will more than suffice to educate and enlighten from every perspective one who has either forgotten the richness, beauty and reverence of the Christocentric TLM, or who has been so unfortunate as to never have experienced it.

I ended up at the TLM after literally weeping my way out of grossly irreverent priest-centric and people-centric entertainment that regularly goes by the name of ‘Novus Ordo Mass’.

Ask my bishop. He will confirm what I say from what he has heard from me in person as well as from my numerous email ‘complaints’ and reports, on the violation of the liturgical rubrics at Mass after Mass after Mass in parish after parish. He has initiated corrective action on some of them.
One problem is that people do not know the real from the fake. It’s like a genuine banknote versus a counterfeit. One is dealt the counterfeit Sunday after Sunday, and one doesn’t know any better because he’s never seen the real McCoy.
The author’s next four paragraphs:

Post Vatican II, Popes Paul VI and John Paul II had revised the liturgical books in conformity with Vatican II teachings, coming into effect in 1970. These venerable popes had banned the use of MR62 and had to face stiff opposition from the likes of arch conservatives Abp. Marcel Lefebvre and his Pius X Society.

Opposition to change is intrinsic to human behaviour, and the Catholic Church is no exception. Jesus himself had forewarned that his words and actions would result in division/ polarisation (cf Lk 12:51).

Unfortunately, as in several other spheres, the Eurocentric previous Pope Benedict XVI chose to turn the clock back. In 2007 he had issued a document “Summorum Pontificum” that snatched away the authority of bishops/ parish priests, stating that they were obliged to comply with requests from the laity for the celebration of MR62. This resulted in arch conservative and well-heeled parishioners in the USA, France etc. demanding the celebration of MR62; and even the establishment of separate parishes for the same. This was not just a piquant, but a potentially dangerous, situation.
Pope Francis has merely sought to restore parity consequent of the blunder committed by his predecessor. He has not “banned” the MR62, as is loosely being reported in the Catholic and mainstream media. He has merely imposed reasonable restrictions on the same. 

In the Vatican II spirit of collegiality with bishops, he has delegated this authority to the diocesan bishops, to be exercised at their discretion. So what are the likes of Zen and Burke grumbling about? Do they have some other sinister agenda?

The author does not furnish evidence to back his statement that “Popes Paul VI and John Paul II had revised the liturgical books in conformity with Vatican II teachings”. What Vatican II teachings? 
As an aside, Vatican II was only a pastoral council; its documents are neither dogmatic nor binding on Catholics.

Zen and Burke are not the only two Cardinals to “grumble” and “vociferously object” to Traditionis Custodes.
Archbishop Carlo Maria Viganò has written stinkers against Francis' motu proprio, as has Bishop Rob Mutsaerts from the Netherlands. Ironically, as if to rebut Francis' claim that the decision to suffocate the TLM came from them, most bishops have allowed the TLM to continue, in some cases even in direct defiance of Francis by letting them be celebrated in parish churches. Bishops have used canon law to override Francis.
In the beginning (1969), Cardinals Ottaviani and Bacci vehemently opposed the Novus Ordo Mass: 

THE OTTAVIANI INTERVENTION 
http://ephesians-511.net/docs/THE_OTTAVIANI_INTERVENTION.doc 

NOVUS ORDO MASS A MOST TRAGIC ALTERNATIVE-CARDINAL OTTAVIANI 

http://ephesians-511.net/docs/NOVUS_ORDO_MASS_A_MOST_TRAGIC_ALTERNATIVE-CARDINAL_OTTAVIANI.doc
THE OTTAVIANI INTERVENTION-VIDEO 
http://ephesians-511.net/recent/docs/THE_OTTAVIANI_INTERVENTION-VIDEO.doc
THE OTTAVIANI INTERVENTION TURNS FIFTY JUNE 2019
http://ephesians-511.net/recent/docs/THE_OTTAVIANI_INTERVENTION_TURNS_FIFTY.doc
What will the author say if I argue that Luke 12:51 pertains to the dissidents, progressives, modernists and liberals in the Church and not those who are faithful to tradition?

MIRARI VOS-ON LIBERALISM AND RELIGIOUS INDIFFERENTISM GREGORY XVI JANUARY 6, 1928
http://ephesians-511.net/docs/MIRARI_VOS.doc
LIBERALISM IS A SIN 

http://ephesians-511.net/docs/LIBERALISM_IS_A_SIN.doc and a dozen more files…

Concerning the author’s reference to “the spirit of collegiality” in his ninth paragraph, it was Francis who initiated the decentralization of doctrinal authority in the Catholic Church.
One can see what Collegiality and its partner Synodality (Francis’ document of March 2, 2018), have done to the German Church which is in virtual schism from Rome.

There are dozens of collated files on the dangers of collegiality and synodality at my web site.

Among many other things, collegiality has impacted Eucharistic integrity.

But these are what the proponents of collegiality and synodality want to see happen. With little reverence for the Holy Sacrifice of the Mass, their goal is a universal (“Catholic”) church that is independent of Rome. Doesn’t that smack of the Protestant “Reformation”?
Francis has put in motion the dissolution of the Church as we know (knew?) it for 2000 years. 

I vehemently disagree with the author’s contention that Summorum Pontificum “snatched away the authority of bishops/ parish priests, stating that they were obliged to comply with requests from the laity for the celebration of MR62”. It is his personal biased interpretation of the document. Read the three files on SP at the end of the present file.

The author’s next five paragraphs:

Pope Francis states that consequent to Benedict’s document, the Congregation for the Doctrine of the Faith sent out a questionnaire seeking a feedback on the celebration of MR62. The present Motu Proprio is a result of those findings. Besides delegating authority to the diocesan bishops, Francis specifies that even where MR62 is permitted, the scripture readings should be in the vernacular, not in Latin. Can any sensible person find fault with that? Let us also remember that Jesus himself, at the Last Supper, spoke the language of the people. He would not even have known how to speak in Latin! Francis also warns bishops to not allow any more groups or parishes for celebrating MR62.

Pope Francis, as also earlier Popes Paul VI and John Paul II, had discontinued MR62 as it was not in consonance with the ecclesiology and liturgical reforms of Vatican II. I contacted a senior theologian, but he expressed his ignorance on the subject. I then contacted a senior liturgist. Unfortunately, he neither responded to my email or phone calls. As a layman I am therefore unable to enlighten my readers further, nor can I fathom the opposition to this act of Pope Francis.

But we get a hint of it from a learned writer in the journal La Croix International, published from Rome. Rev Jean-Francois Chiron, professor of theology at the Catholic University of Lyon, France, in his article “The church is not an archipelago” on 22/7/21 says that “There is nothing more bitter than liturgical controversies … With just the slightest bit of irrationality things can go to extremes”. In layman’s language this means going off on a tangent. For a space scientist it would be like a space craft losing its elliptical orbit, and going off into outer space!

Chiron says that “by changing the rules of the game, Francis intends to limit the proliferation of celebrations that do not comply with the post-Vatican II liturgical reform”. It seeks to curb those people who “are in a militant, if not proselytizing frame of mind”. Francis is unequivocally stating that the “Vatican Council II is not optional”. Benedict tried to indicate that “an entire part of the work of an ecumenical council could be optional”. In contrast, Francis asserts “that attachment to the unreformed rite is a challenge to Vatican II”.

Chiron further says that in his native France proponents of MR62 “often include hymns from the 1880s such as – Catholics and French Forever”; a form of militant French Catholic nationalism. This echoes Donald Trump in the USA, and the BJP in India. It is right wing nationalism garbed in religion. It is an open secret that several cardinals, bishops and priests in the USA are dyed in the wool Trump supporters who are inimical to Joe Biden, despite him being a devout practicing Catholic. (This issue merits a separate article).
“Pope Francis states that consequent to Benedict’s document, the Congregation for the Doctrine of the Faith sent out a questionnaire seeking a feedback on the celebration of MR62. The present Motu Proprio is a result of those findings.”

Francis may as well have asked the German bishops’ conference if they approved the ‘synodal path’, blessing of same-sex unions, female “priests”, communion to the divorced and remarried, etc. It was the German bishops’ pelf that financed and controlled the controversial Amazon Synod.
“[Jesus] would not even have known how to speak in Latin!” Maybe. But one of the languages of the I.N.R.I. [“Iesus Nazarenus, Rex Iudaeorum,” means “Jesus of Nazareth, King of the Jews”] inscription on the placard affixed to His Cross was Latin. The other languages were Hebrew and Greek.
Latin was the official language of the Roman Empire and I do not see a problem if the apostles and Jesus’ disciples ‘broke the bread’ in the Aramaic dialect, or in Hebrew, Greek or even Latin.

Historically, it was inevitable that Latin became the official language of the Roman empire and of the Holy Sacrifice of the Mass in the 4th century. The Bible (Old Testament) of the Jews is in Hebrew, with a few sentences in Aramaic. Muslims worldwide pray in Arabic. The sacred language of Hinduism is Sanskrit. Only some modernist Christians appear to have an aversion to Latin. 

And no. Latin is not a dead language. All Popes including Francis pray in Latin and have said the Mass in Latin. Ecclesiastical Latin is the language of the documents issued by the Church.
Latin is customarily used when the Vatican issues a final decree resolving a dispute, like a ruling on a marriage annulment—or a request that a priest be transferred.
The claim that the faithful do not understand what is going on at a Tridentine Mass is false.

The Latin Mass community my wife and I are part of is about 70 strong. It consists of Anglo-Indians, Goans, Mangaloreans, Keralites, and Tamilians who make up about 75%. The homilies are mostly in English, sometimes in Tamil.

At the TLM Masses, the faithful use a Missal with the Latin text along with the English translation.

Hymnals and song sheets are in Latin and English.

Lay participation is 100% although a few of the regular faithful do not even speak English.
20% of the faithful are altar boys! They are fluent in their Latin responses to the priest.
And, contrary to ‘popular’ belief, the faithful DO know what the Latin means and what is going on at the altar. They love the TLM, and some travel long distances to be able to attend.

When one goes overseas and attends a Sunday Filipino or Japanese or Chinese or Spanish or French Mass, one understands all that is taking place at the altar, and one fulfils one’s Sunday obligation. So what’s this griping about not being able to follow a Tridentine Latin Rite Mass?

Space constraints do not allow me to elaborate more on this issue.

“I contacted a senior theologian, but he expressed his ignorance on the subject. I then contacted a senior liturgist. Unfortunately, he neither responded to my email or phone calls. As a layman I am therefore unable to enlighten my readers further, nor can I fathom the opposition to this act of Pope Francis. ”

Doesn’t that reflect on the condition of the Novus Ordo Church?

Try asking any TLM-saying priest about his Mass. He will have – and provide – all the answers, because he knows what he is doing and believes in it wholeheartedly.

My web site and the links to files provided in this response will answer the problem the author faces in the last sentence of his, above.

I have noticed that the author consults to a large extent “La Croix International”. That, the National Catholic Reporter, etc. are dissenting, liberal media that go by the name Catholic, but aren’t. Reading such journals, and that too almost exclusively, will effectively poison the mind of the reader. My opinion is that liberal Catholics and Pope Francis sycophants deliberately choose to go to such sites, not wanting to read the rest (maybe 95%), the conservative Catholic media.

Towards the end of his ninth paragraph, the author denigrates Trump while eulogizing Biden and his clerical supporters. Strangely, or not so strangely, all conservative Western media are pro-Trump and anti-Biden. Including yours truly, probably the ONLY conservative Internet voice in India. I suppose that “anti” might be an incorrect choice to use against Biden. The Trump-Biden debate brings out what is right and wrong today in the Church’s (Francis’) words and deeds of omission and commission. Check out my web site for the dozens of Biden-related files. He is no Catholic, even if he carries a rosary, attends Mass, and (sacrilegiously) receives Communion. 
In his sixteenth and seventeenth paragraphs, the author cites “Dr. Subhash Anand, professor emeritus of the Papal Seminary, Pune” to arrive at his conclusions on the Council of Trent and the TLM. To my mind, it’s like consulting the enemy on tactical decisions when one goes to war against him.
Dr. Anand is a priest by virtue of his having been ordained. He is an advisor to chhotebhai’s Indian Catholic Forum. He is pro-ordination of women priests, denies transubstantiation, is anti-a cultic priesthood and organized religion, and a whole lot more. I have been exposing him since 2010.
It is inevitable that “Catholics” who despise and oppose the Traditional Latin Mass will deny or mock Transubstantiation. 

See FRANCIS CRUSHES THE LATIN MASS-JULES GOMES 4 AUGUST 2021 
http://ephesians-511.net/recent/docs/FRANCIS_CRUSHES_THE_LATIN_MASS-JULES_GOMES.doc
Anand goes against the best historical evidence when it comes to attacking transubstantiation. The entire Church, both East and West, believed in the "Real Presence" of Jesus in the Eucharist, even if they did not use the term, from the very beginning. This is so clear in the Church Fathers, that it has led many Protestant academics to convert to Catholicism. 

A debate on transubstantiation is recorded for the first time among two monks as late as the 9th century. It was only the later Protestant reformers who actually spoke against any form of the "Real Presence." Anand's rants against the Council of Trent are so far-fetched that it is not worth responding. No serious historian would accept his claims. 

Theologian Subhash Anand is one of the 30 ‘expert’ commentators for the heretical, New Age, Hinduised 2008 St. Pauls New Community Bible that this ministry crusaded against, even reaching copies to the Vatican, and eventually succeeded in getting withdrawn by the CBCI despite the opposition of leading Indian bishops. 

NEW COMMUNITY BIBLE 15-DEMAND FOR ORDINATION OF WOMEN PRIESTS-FR SUBHASH ANAND ET AL APRIL 2010/JULY 2010/APRIL 2012/17 MARCH/10 APRIL 2013 140 PAGES
http://ephesians-511.net/recent/docs/NEW_COMMUNITY_BIBLE_15-DEMAND_FOR_ORDINATION_OF_WOMEN_PRIESTS-FR_SUBHASH_ANAND_ET_AL.doc 

More recently, he figures on pages 17-18 of my three-starred *** file, see page 4.

Apparently, the author’s first problem with the TLM, paragraph 1, is that the magician-type priest “had his back to the audience”.
And in his last paragraph, he states that the liturgy is not a magic show: “The liturgy, after all, is not a magic show, but a reflection of our life and faith in Jesus who celebrated the Last Supper, sitting (not standing), facing his disciples”. He makes a gambit for the Indian/Hindu rite squatting Mass with the ‘sitting, (not standing)’ statement, and for the priest’s (facing his disciples) versus populum position in opposition to ad orientem.
Those issues are fully addressed in:

ALL POPES INCLUDING FRANCIS HAVE CELEBRATED THE MASS AD ORIENTEM, STANDING 
http://ephesians-511.net/recent/docs/ALL_POPES_INCLUDING_FRANCIS_HAVE_CELEBRATED_THE_MASS_AD_ORIENTEM.doc
In my humble opinion, it is ‘magical’ that transubstantiation actually occurs at most Novus Ordo “Masses” considering the blatant violation of rubrics and the improvisations and entertainment that is introduced by the priest and the parish liturgy committees…
In FRANCIS CRUSHES THE LATIN MASS-JULES GOMES, Dr. Gomes says that Francis seeks to erase tradition, not (safe)guard it, in reference to the opening Latin words “Traditionis Custodes” of his Draconian motu proprio.

I fully concur with his opinion, seeing how Francis closed the seminary of the Franciscan Friars of the Immaculate, the ban on the Knights of Malta TLM,
See 
FRANCIS CHIDES TRADITIONAL-MINDED SEMINARIANS AND PRIESTS 
http://ephesians-511.net/recent/docs/FRANCIS_CHIDES_TRADITIONAL-MINDED_SEMINARIANS_AND_PRIESTS.doc
POPE FRANCIS BLASTS TRADITIONAL CATHOLICS DURING VISIT TO ROMANIA 
http://ephesians-511.net/recent/docs/POPE_FRANCIS_BLASTS_TRADITIONAL_CATHOLICS_DURING_VISIT_TO_ROMANIA.doc
POPE FRANCIS CALLS TRADITIONAL PRIESTS “EFFEMINATE” 

http://ephesians-511.net/recent/docs/POPE_FRANCIS_CALLS_TRADITIONAL_PRIESTS_EFFEMINATE.doc
POPE FRANCIS CRITICIZES RIGIDITY OF YOUTH ATTACHED TO TRADITIONAL LATIN MASS

http://ephesians-511.net/recent/docs/POPE_FRANCIS_CRITICIZES_RIGIDITY_OF_YOUTH_ATTACHED_TO_TRADITIONAL_LATIN_MASS.doc
MORE RELATED FILES

SUMMORUM PONTIFICUM-ON THE EXTRAORINARY FORM (TRIDENTINE MASS) BENEDICT XVI, JULY 7, 2007
http://ephesians-511.net/docs/SUMMORUM_PONTIFICUM.doc
UNIVERSAE ECCLESIAE-ON THE APPLICATION OF SUMMORUM PONTIFICUM PONTIFICAL COMMISSION ECCLESIA DEI MAY 13, 2011
http://ephesians-511.net/docs/UNIVERSAE_ECCLESIAE.doc
TEN YEARS OF SUMMORUM PONTIFICUM 7 JULY 2017
http://ephesians-511.net/docs/TEN_YEARS_OF_SUMMORUM_PONTIFICUM.doc 

THE DENOUEMENT, CHRONOLOGICALLY

VATICAN SUPPRESSES ‘PRIVATE’ MASSES, PRIESTS RESPOND 12 MARCH 2021 
http://ephesians-511.net/recent/docs/VATICAN_SUPPRESSES_PRIVATE_MASSES_PRIESTS_RESPOND.doc
VATICAN DIKTAT BANS ‘PRIVATE’ MASSES, RESTRICTS LATIN MASS, CARDINALS REBUT 13/15/26 MARCH 2021
http://ephesians-511.net/recent/docs/VATICAN_DIKTAT_BANS_PRIVATE_MASSES_RESTRICTS_LATIN_MASS_CARDINALS_REBUT.doc
CDL. BURKE CALLS FOR RESCINDING OF VATICAN ‘PRIVATE’ MASS BAN 15 MARCH 2021 
http://ephesians-511.net/recent/docs/CDL_BURKE_CALLS_FOR_RESCINDING_OF_VATICAN_PRIVATE_MASS_BAN.doc
VATICAN COERCES PRIESTS TO CONCELEBRATE BY BANNING ‘PRIVATE’ MASSES 17 MARCH 2021 
http://ephesians-511.net/recent/docs/VATICAN_COERCES_PRIESTS_TO_CONCELEBRATE_BY_BANNING_PRIVATE_MASSES.doc
OBSERVERS CONCERNED OVER VATICAN BAN ON ‘PRIVATE’ MASSES 17/23 MARCH 2021
http://ephesians-511.net/recent/docs/OBSERVERS_CONCERNED_OVER_VATICAN_BAN_ON_PRIVATE_MASSES.doc
CDL. BRANDMULLER TOO OPPOSES VATICAN ‘PRIVATE’ MASS BAN 25 MARCH 2021
http://ephesians-511.net/recent/docs/CDL_BRANDMULLER_TOO_OPPOSES_VATICAN_PRIVATE_MASS_BAN.doc
CDL. SARAH CALLS FOR LIFTING OF VATICAN ‘PRIVATE’ MASS BAN 29 MARCH 2021
http://ephesians-511.net/recent/docs/CDL_SARAH_CALLS_FOR_LIFTING_OF_VATICAN_PRIVATE_MASS_BAN.doc
CDL. ZEN EXPRESSES DISMAY AT VATICAN ‘PRIVATE’ MASS BAN 31 MARCH 2021
http://ephesians-511.net/recent/docs/CDL_ZEN_EXPRESSES_DISMAY_AT_VATICAN_PRIVATE_MASS_BAN.doc
ABP. VIGANO ON THE SCANDALOUS PROHIBITION OF ‘PRIVATE’ MASSES 1 APRIL 2021
http://ephesians-511.net/recent/docs/ABP_VIGANO_ON_THE_SCANDALOUS_PROHIBITION_OF_PRIVATE_MASSES.doc
AS PER CANON LAW NO SUCH THING AS A ‘PRIVATE’ MASS-EVERY MASS IS A PUBLIC MASS 16 APRIL 2020 http://ephesians-511.net/recent/docs/AS_PER_CANON_LAW_NO_SUCH_THING_AS_A_PRIVATE_MASS-EVERY_MASS_IS_A_PUBLIC_MASS.doc
VATICAN EASES RESTRICTIONS ON ‘PRIVATE’ MASS BAN, WITH CAVEATS 22 JUNE 2021
http://ephesians-511.net/recent/docs/VATICAN_EASES_RESTRICTIONS_ON_PRIVATE_MASS_BAN_WITH_CAVEATS.doc
SUMMORUM PONTIFICUM FILES
IS POPE FRANCIS PLANNING TO OVERTURN SUMMORUM PONTIFICUM AND END THE LATIN MASS 26 JULY 2017
http://ephesians-511.net/docs/IS_POPE_FRANCIS_PLANNING_TO_OVERTURN_SUMMORUM_PONTIFICUM_AND_END_THE_LATIN_MASS.doc
KNIGHTS OF MALTA FORMALLY FORBID SUMMORUM PONTIFICUM 11 JUNE 2019
http://ephesians-511.net/recent/docs/KNIGHTS_OF_MALTA_FORMALLY_FORBID_SUMMORUM_PONTIFICUM.doc
BISHOPS SURVEYED ON SUMMORUM PONTIFICUM-POPE FRANCIS TARGETING LATIN MASS?  23 APRIL 2020
http://ephesians-511.net/recent/docs/BISHOPS_SURVEYED_ON_SUMMORUM_PONTIFICUM-POPE_FRANCIS_TARGETING_LATIN_MASS.doc
DID FRENCH BISHOPS JUST DECLARE WAR ON THE TRADITIONAL MASS? 2 FEBRUARY 2021
http://ephesians-511.net/recent/docs/DID_FRENCH_BISHOPS_JUST_DECLARE_WAR_ON_THE_TRADITIONAL_MASS.doc
FRANCIS SEES TRADITIONALISTS AS A PROBLEM 5 FEBRUARY 2021
http://ephesians-511.net/recent/docs/FRANCIS_SEES_TRADITIONALISTS_AS_A​_PROBLEM.doc
FRENCH BISHOPS SUBMIT CRITICAL REPORT ON LATIN MASS 5 FEBRUARY 2021
http://ephesians-511.net/recent/docs/FRENCH_BISHOPS_SUBMIT_CRITICAL_REPORT_ON_LATIN_MASS.doc
FRENCH BISHOPS WAGE WAR ON LATIN MASS 8 FEBRUARY 2021
http://ephesians-511.net/recent/docs/FRENCH_BISHOPS_WAGE_WAR_ON_LATIN_MASS.doc
FRENCH BISHOPS SHOULD EXAMINE THEIR ATTITUDE TO TRADITIONALISTS AND THE LATIN MASS 8 FEBRUARY 2021
http://ephesians-511.net/recent/docs/FRENCH_BISHOPS_SHOULD_EXAMINE_THEIR_ATTITUDE_TO TRADITIONALISTS_AND_THE_LATIN_MASS.doc
NEW EPISCOPAL COMMENTS INDICATE SUMMORUM PONTIFICUM MAY BE OVERTURNED 30 JUNE 2021 http://ephesians-511.net/recent/docs/NEW_EPISCOPAL_COMMENTS_INDICATE_SUMMORUM_PONTIFICUM_MAY_BE_OVERTURNED.doc
HOW BISHOPS RESTRICT AND SUBVERT THE LATIN MASS DESPITE SUMMORUM PONTIFICUM 7 JULY 2021 http://ephesians-511.net/recent/docs/HOW_BISHOPS_RESTRICT_AND_SUBVERT_THE_LATIN_MASS_DESPITE_SUMMORUM_PONTIFICUM.doc
POPE FRANCIS FILES AT THIS MINISTRY’S WEBSITE AS ON 15 JULY 2021 (800+)

http://ephesians-511.net/recent/docs/POPE_FRANCIS_FILES_AT_THIS_MINISTRYS_WEBSITE.doc
AMAZON SYNOD FILES AT THIS MINISTRY’S WEBSITE AS ON 15 JULY 2021 (1350+) http://ephesians-511.net/recent/docs/AMAZON_SYNOD_FILES_AT_THIS_MINISTRYS_WEBSITE.doc
