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Traditionis Custodes: Separating Fact from Fiction
The Hidden Story behind Traditionis Custodes
https://remnantnewspaper.com/web/index.php/articles/item/5633-traditionis-custodes-separating-fact-from-fiction
Diane Montagna, October 7, 2021
“Nothing is hidden that shall not be made manifest, nor anything secret that shall not be known and come to light” (Lk 8:17).
Sometimes things are not as they seem. And sometimes, there are two “realities”: one that is officially given by those in power, and one that we then discover to be the truth.

When, on July 16, 2021, Pope Francis promulgated Traditionis Custodes, restricting the traditional Latin Mass, he said that according to the results of a recent Vatican consultation of bishops, the norms of his predecessors Pope John Paul II and Pope Benedict XVI, had been exploited by some who attend the traditional Latin Mass to sow dissent from the Second Vatican Council. 
In the apostolic letter, Pope Francis writes in regard to the survey of bishops:

“In line with the initiative of my Venerable Predecessor Benedict XVI to invite the bishops to assess the application of the Motu Proprio Summorum Pontificum three years after its publication, the Congregation for the Doctrine of the Faith carried out a detailed consultation of the bishops in 2020. The results have been carefully considered in the light of experience that has matured during these years.”

He continues:

“Having considered the wishes expressed by the episcopate and having heard the opinion of the Congregation for the Doctrine of the Faith, I now desire, with this Apostolic Letter, to press on ever more in the constant search for ecclesial communion. Therefore, I have considered it appropriate to establish the following:”

Pope Francis then proceeds to outline the new restrictions to the Traditional Latin Mass.

Along with the decree, Pope Francis also issued an accompanying letter, addressed to the bishops of the world. He introduced it by noting that, as Benedict XVI had done with Summorum Pontificum in 2007, he too wished to explain the “motives that prompted [his] decision” to restrict the Traditional Latin Mass.
First among them, he says, are the results of the survey sent to bishops worldwide by the CDF. Pope Francis explains:  

“I instructed the Congregation for the Doctrine of the Faith to circulate a questionnaire to the Bishops regarding the implementation of the Motu proprio Summorum Pontificum. The responses reveal a situation that preoccupies and saddens me and persuades me of the need to intervene. Regrettably, the pastoral objective of my Predecessors, who had intended ‘to do everything possible to ensure that all those who truly possessed the desire for unity would find it possible to remain in this unity or to rediscover it anew’, has often been seriously disregarded. An opportunity offered by St. John Paul II and, with even greater magnanimity, by Benedict XVI, intended to recover the unity of an ecclesial body with diverse liturgical sensibilities, was exploited to widen the gaps, reinforce the divergences, and encourage disagreements that injure the Church, block her path, and expose her to the peril of division.”

Based on these results, Pope Francis concludes that:
“In defense of the unity of the Body of Christ, I am constrained to revoke the faculty granted by my Predecessors. The distorted use that has been made of this faculty is contrary to the intentions that led to granting the freedom to celebrate the Mass with the Missale Romanum of 1962.”

Further on in the accompanying letter, yet another reference is made to the results of the questionnaire. Pope Francis says:

“Responding to your requests, I take the firm decision to abrogate all the norms, instructions, permissions and customs that precede the present Motu proprio, and declare that the liturgical books promulgated by the saintly Pontiffs Paul VI and John Paul II, in conformity with the decrees of Vatican Council II, constitute the unique [unica] expression of the lex orandi of the Roman Rite.”

According to Pope Francis, then, the consultation of bishops played a fundamental role in his decision to severely restrict the traditional Mass. As he said himself, the results so “preoccupied and saddened” him, that they “persuaded” him to “intervene.” And he ordered that the decree take immediate effect.

Following the promulgation of Traditionis Custodes, considerable speculation was therefore swirling about the survey, but the Vatican has not published its results.
A CDF superior speaks out
Four days later, on July 20, 2021, a Catholic News Service interview appeared in the National Catholic Reporter and America Magazine, in which CDF superior, Archbishop Augustine DiNoia, who serves an adjunct secretary in the Congregation for the Doctrine of the Faith, voiced his support for the official narrative set forth by Pope Francis. DiNoia insisted that the Pope's accompanying letter “fearlessly hits the nail on the head: the traditional Latin Mass movement has hijacked the initiatives of St. John Paul II and Benedict XVI to its own ends.”

Questions Arise
But does Traditionis Custodes truly reflect what the real situation is? Was the survey on which Pope Francis said he based his decision a fair consultation of the world’s bishops? Would this consultation be considered fair if some of the content of Traditionis Custodes had already been suggested during a plenary meeting of the CDF, at the end of January 2020, that gave way to a consultation that was meant to justify the decisions reached in Traditionis Custodes? Could it be called fair if it came to light that there was a second, parallel report created within the Congregation of the Doctrine of the Faith, which was completed before all the responses from bishops had been received by the CDF? And could it be called fair if Traditionis Custodes did not accurately represent the main, detailed report prepared for Pope Francis by the CDF’s fourth section, i.e. the former Ecclesia Dei? Many people, in fact, knew that this report was being prepared.

Let’s examine what has now come to light about each of these three questions.

The 2020 Plenary Session
To our first question:  Would it make sense to think that Traditionis Custodes was just the result of the consultation with the world’s bishops, when we now know that in late January 2020, a plenary session of the Congregation for the Doctrine of the Faith took place, where three cardinals were already laying the groundwork for the July 16, 2021 Motu Proprio?

On the afternoon of January 29, 2020, a plenary session meeting was held to discuss the fourth section of the Congregation for the Doctrine of the Faith, what was formerly known as the Pontifical Ecclesia Dei Commission, at which the Prefect of the Congregation for the Doctrine of the Faith, Cardinal Luis Ladaria, SJ, was not present due to illness.

Before going on, I should say that it is widely thought that Cardinal Ladaria was “reluctant” to publish Traditionis Custodes. He is said to be a good man, is extremely discreet, but will not ultimately go against the Holy Father’s wishes.

In Cardinal Ladaria’s absence, the assembly was chaired by CDF secretary, Archbishop Giacomo Morandi. Morandi, some of you may remember, was appointed to the CDF as undersecretary in 2015 before three officials were removed under Cardinal Müller. When Cardinal Müller was “ousted” in 2017, and Cardinal Ladaria was appointed Prefect, Morandi was promoted to secretary.

Also present at the January 29, 2020 plenary session were other members of the CDF, including Vatican Secretary of State, Italian Cardinal Pietro Parolin; Canadian Cardinal Marc Ouellet, Prefect of the Congregation for the Bishops; Italian Cardinal Giuseppe Versaldi, Prefect of the Congregation for Catholic Education; Cardinal Beniamino Stella, then-Prefect of the Congregation for Clergy, American Cardinals Sean Patrick O’Malley and Donald Wuerl; Italian Archbishop Rino Fisichella, President of the Pontifical Council for the Promotion of the New Evangelization; Archbishop Charles Scicluna of Malta, who serves as an adjunct secretary for the CDF; French Cardinal Jean-Pierre Ricard, French Archbishop Roland Minnerath, and others. The Pope would not have been at this sort of meeting.
According to reliable sources, Cardinal Parolin, Cardinal Ouellet and Cardinal Versaldi were leading the discussion and piloting it in a definite direction.

To give you a taste of what was said, one cardinal—who is considered more of an “acolyte” than a gang leader—expressed some alarm that close to 13,000 young people had registered for the Chartres pilgrimage. He said we need to get to the bottom of why these young people are attracted to the traditional Mass and explained to the others present that many of these young people have “psychological and sociological problems.” The cardinal in question has a background in canon law and psychology, so his remarks about “psychological problems” would have carried more weight, especially with bishops and cardinals who are not familiar with the traditional Latin Mass or Latin Mass circles.

Another cardinal said that from the little experience he had, “these groups don’t accept change” and they “participate without concelebrating.” The CDF should therefore ask for a “concrete sign of communion, of the recognition of the validity of the Mass of Paul VI,” he insisted, adding that “we can’t go on like this.” He seconded the concern that these groups attract young people and asked that concrete ways be found to demonstrate that these people are in the Church.

An Italian archbishop said he agreed the CDF shouldn’t resume discussions with the SSPX, because “there’s no dialogue with the deaf.” He lamented that Pope Francis had given concessions to the SSPX in the Year of Mercy but was getting nothing in return.
The hour and a half meeting wrapped up with the following quote: “Tradition is the living faith of the dead. Traditionalism is the dead faith of the living.”

Despite the variety of observations offered at this plenary session—which again, lasted an hour and a half—there was only one conclusion that came out in the final proposals offered to the Holy Father. What was it? To carefully study the eventual transfer of competence over the Ecclesia Dei Institutes and the other matters handled by the Fourth Section, to other Vatican dicasteries who deal with related matters: the Congregation for Divine Worship, the Congregation for Institutes of Consecrated Life and Societies of Apostolic Life (also known as the Congregation for Religious), and the Congregation for Clergy.

In articles 6 and 7 of Traditionis Custodes, Pope Francis sets forth these norms:
Art. 6.: Institutes of consecrated life and Societies of apostolic life, erected by the Pontifical Commission Ecclesia Dei, fall under the competence of the Congregation for Institutes of Consecrated Life and Societies for Apostolic Life.
Art. 7: The Congregation for Divine Worship and the Discipline of the Sacraments and the Congregation for Institutes of Consecrated Life and Societies of Apostolic Life, for matters of their particular competence, exercise the authority of the Holy See with respect to the observance of these provisions.

Keep in mind that the questionnaire was sent out five months later, in May 2020. It is not known who wrote the questions.

So it seems the ball had already been set rolling at the plenary session in late January 2020.

A Second Parallel Report
Now to our second question: Could it be called fair if it came to light that there was a second, parallel report created within the Congregation of the Doctrine of the Faith’s doctrinal section, which was completed even before all the responses from bishops had been received by the CDF?

Reliable sources have confirmed that while the main report was being prepared, CDF superiors commissioned a second report in order to be sure that the main report reflected the feedback of the bishops. The Congregation allegedly had to be sure that the main report didn’t just come to the usual conclusions, e.g. that the traditional Mass is a positive element in the life of the Church, etc., etc., etc. The second report was therefore billed as a sort of second opinion, a check on the main report. CDF superiors therefore commissioned an official within the doctrinal section to write his own report.

It’s important to keep in mind that the responses would have been coming in by post or email, or through the nunciatures or episcopal conferences.

To review the timeline of how things unfolded: The plenary session referred to above was held in January 2020. The questionnaire was sent out the following May. The bishops were given until October 2020 to respond, but as with things Roman, responses continued to come in until January 2021 and all of them were received, reviewed, and considered for the main report.

Concerning the second, parallel report, it is not known if the official assigned the task of writing it was told to come to certain conclusions.
What is certain is that the second parallel report, which to my knowledge was commissioned around November 2020, was handed in before Christmas. However, at this point, the CDF was still receiving and processing responses to the survey, and did so until January 2021. So the second report was surely incomplete, and also likely superficial, given how quickly it was completed, the volume of material to be analyzed, and the fact that material was being received in four or five languages.

So two reports were prepared. Was the one that best suited a certain agenda chosen as the basis of Traditionis Custodes? Or did those in charge—realizing that the material coming into the CDF would not reflect or justify what those pushing for restrictions wanted to prove—commission the second report and complete it in a matter of less than one month so that a sort of parallel text could be offered to the Holy Father?

It is unknown if Pope Francis read the second report, or if he received it before or after the main report. It’s been kept very quiet.

But what is coming to light, and we will look at this matter next, is that Traditionis Custodes does not reflect the premises or conclusions of the main detailed report. So the question is: does it reflect the premises and conclusions of another report? Could this be the second report? Or could it perhaps not reflect the conclusions of any report but have been crafted otherwise.

The Main Report
Now to our third question: Could it be called fair if Traditionis Custodes did not accurately represent the main, detailed report prepared for Pope Francis by the Congregation for the Doctrine of the Faith?

Earlier I referenced an interview that featured CDF adjunct secretary, Archbishop Augustine Di Noia, and was published on July 20, 2021, just four days after the promulgation of Traditionis Custodes.

Insisting that he was speaking “as a theologian,” and not as a CDF official, Archbishop Di Noia appeared to distance himself from the questionnaire, saying he did not have the results. He also downplayed the importance of the consultation, saying the Pope’s “rationale for the abrogation of all previous provisions in this area is not based on the results of the questionnaire but only occasioned by them.” A rather odd formulation, given Pope Francis’s own explanation of his motives.

The article is presented as the summary of an email correspondence or call, so perhaps Archbishop Di Noia didn’t have the report on his desk when he was holding the phone or responding by email. But as a superior of the CDF, it’s impossible, it’s inconceivable that he didn’t at least have access to that report, which was drafted by the Congregation for the Doctrine of the Faith. You don’t have to be an Einstein to figure this out.

Could a person say, “As a theologian, I don’t have the results” when, as a CDF superior you would have received an advance copy and been present when the draft report was reviewed? The executive summary was seen in draft form by some in the CDF.

As an aside, the article also claims that Pope Francis “likely either consulted with or at least gave advance copies of the document to retired Pope Benedict.” I have been told that the article I published in the Remnant on June 1, 2021, six weeks before Traditionis Custodes was promulgated, and which described what was in the first and third drafts, was given to Pope Benedict XVI. One reliable source told me afterward that the pope emeritus was “shocked.” It is therefore difficult to believe that he was consulted in any meaningful way.
Was Pope Francis given the main report? Sources say that during an audience with CDF Prefect Cardinal Ladaria, Pope Francis literally snatched the working copy of the report from his hands, saying he wanted it immediately because he was curious about it. Whether Pope Francis actually read the main report is unknown.
Contents of the Main Report in Light of the Consultation
To my knowledge, the main report was very thorough and was broken down into several sections. One part was very analytical, offering analysis diocese by diocese, country by country, region by region, continent by continent, with pie charts and graphs. Another part was a summary where all the argumentation was presented, along with recommendations and trends. And to my knowledge, one part of the report contained quotations taken from the responses that came from the individual dioceses. This collection of quotations would have been included to give the Holy Father a well-rounded sampling of what the bishops said.

I had reported in June that only a third of the world’s bishops responded to the survey. One might argue that this is not a bad representation, given that one would not necessarily expect a response from many countries, e.g., where the Byzantine or other Eastern liturgies are celebrated.

In those regions where the traditional Mass is more widespread (i.e., France, the US, and England) the situation is very favorable. The CDF received a 65-75 percent response from these countries, and of that percentage more than 50 percent were favorable. This would have been reflected in the main report.

The executive summary would have also reflected that there is a lot of fruit being born from the traditional Mass.

What would a reasonable person have taken away from the main report? That a reasonable majority of bishops, using different words and in different ways, basically were sending the message: “Summorum Pontificum is fine. Don’t touch it.” It would certainly not have been 80 percent who said this in this way. But over 35 percent of the bishops would have said, “Don’t touch anything, leave everything as it is.” On top of this, another percentage of bishops would have said: “Basically don’t touch it, but there would be one or two things I’d suggest, like a bishop having a bit more control.” Even some of the bishops who gave the most positive responses to the questionnaire made these sorts of comments or suggestions.
All told, then, more than 60 percent to two-thirds of bishops would have been on board with staying the course, perhaps with some slight modifications. The message was basically to leave Summorum Pontificum alone, and to continue with a prudent and careful application.

The main report spoke of areas where there’s room for improvement, such as more training in seminaries. Some bishops spoke of the need for more training in Extraordinary Form, and for the need for good liturgy in general. Some bishops would have spoken of a need for more Latin. Instead, as we see in Traditionis Custodes, the opposite is being decreed.

To my knowledge, what really happened is that all that was ancillary in the main report has been projected as a major problem and has been expanded, magnified and hugely taken out of proportion. Take the problem of unity. This lack of unity, from what the bishops said, came from both directions, not just from traditional groups.

Some bishops—although they do not celebrate the traditional Mass themselves—said they are happy that the faithful have somewhere to go. They say that apart from the crazies that one can find in traditional circles—and equally, if not more, elsewhere—usually these groups are made up of young married couples with many children. They pray, they help the parish and diocese financially, they are involved in the parish and diocesan life very actively. They are well formed and appreciate good music. Very positive comments.

Again, regarding seminary formation, some bishops said they wished they had a greater presence of the Extraordinary Form of the Mass in their seminary and among younger priests, but they cannot do more than they are currently doing, because the older priests, especially those who lived the transition from before to after Vatican II, would create havoc in the diocese. These older priests would see something in which they have been highly involved, and which was presented to them as a kind of victory, swept away by the younger priests and a supportive bishop, who is more supportive of tradition than of the object of their victory. This sort of response, though a small percent, was not confined to one geographical location.

Interestingly, in Asia, some bishops said they have a problem with the Latin language, because it comes from a different region, which is completely understandable. They effectively told the CDF: We would be very happy if someone from Rome would come and teach our priests, so that they could offer the Extraordinary Form. In our seminary, we don’t have it because the priests don’t know Latin and don’t know how to offer it. We would be happy to have it because it increases prayer and devotion. But all of this vanished and received no mention at all in Traditionis Custodes.
Obviously some bishops had negative comments, but reliable sources say that neither the responses, nor the main report, were predominantly negative.

The truly tragic situation, I am told, is in Italy. In many dioceses apart from places like Rome, Milan, Naples and Genoa, and perhaps a few others, Summorum Pontificum has barely, if at all, been implemented. And yet many bishops, who have no practical knowledge of Summorum Pontificum’s implementation, responded in ideological terms, saying (and I paraphrase): “This cannot be. It does not reflect Vatican II.”

There is even reason to believe that some of the Italian bishops were coached in their responses. Italy has nearly 200 bishops representing very different backgrounds. They come from different geographical locations, seminaries and universities, and experiences of priestly formation. Yet many of them in their response used the same phrase, “return to the pre-Summorum Pontificum” regime. In Italian, the phrase is: “Tornare al regime precedente di Summorum Pontificum.” This is somewhat odd, especially when even bishops who don’t have any real presence of the Extraordinary Form in their diocese incorporate it into their response.

A further point: In the article mentioned earlier, Archbishop Di Noia claimed that “the thing has gotten totally out of control and become a movement, especially in the U.S., France and England.” (Actually, these are not countries where the traditional Latin Mass is “out of control” but simply widespread.) 
But since Traditionis Custodes provides means to take control of this “out of control” situation, according to Di Noia, one would think that the American, French and English bishops would have immediately applied it with the strongest possible interpretation. Presumably, they would have taken advantage of the fact that it was immediately applicable, but that hasn’t happened, so where’s the “out of control”?

This was reflected in the bishops’ responses after the promulgation of Traditionis Custodes. The first reaction was often to decree that everything would continue as is, until there is time to study, discuss, etc. Where bishops already opposed the Extraordinary Form, they decided to be more holy than the Pope and to ban it. But most bishops said they would guarantee the pastoral care of those attached to the traditional Latin Mass. This was in line with the way bishops expressed themselves in their responses to the survey. In fact, when these decrees came out, they reflected the tone that the bishop had used when he responded.

The key point, as you will have likely gathered by now, is that the premises and conclusions of Traditionis Custodes are not the same as those presented in the detailed main report produced by the Congregation for the Doctrine of the Faith. Traditionis Custodes was not consistent with what the main report recommended or revealed. As one source said, “What they are really interested in doing is cancelling the Old Mass, because they hate it.”

As I mentioned earlier, to my knowledge, one part of the report contained quotations taken from the responses that came in from the individual dioceses. These were meant to provide the Holy Father with a representative sampling of responses, and were broken down into various categories. These included: “negative evaluations about the attitude of certain faithful”; “on the isolation of the community”; a very brief section “on the irrelevance of the EF for the people”; “on the need and/or pastoral fittingness of the EF”; “on those whom the EF attracts”; a considerable section of quotations on “the value of the EF for the peace and unity of the Church”; “on the liturgical theological and catechetical value of the EF”; “on the historic value of the EF”; “on the influence of the EF on the OF”; “on the influence of the EF on seminaries and/or houses of formation”; and a long final section of “proposals for the future.” One can see from the quotations included that the findings were not sugar-coated. Let’s consider just a few of them from the various categories (EF=Extraordinary Form; OF=Ordinary Form):
Negative assessments about the attitude of certain faithful
In a negative sense, [the EF] can foster a feeling of superiority among the faithful, but since this rite is more widely used, that feeling has diminished (A Bishop of England, response to question 3).

I see no negative aspects to the use of EF as such. When there are negative aspects, they are due to the negative attitudes of those who have strong opinions in one direction or another with respect to this celebratory form. When it is ideology, and not the pastoral good of the Church, that guides discernment about the use of the EF, then comes conflict and division. I repeat: this is something extrinsic to the use of the Mass itself (A Bishop of the United States, response to question 3).

There may be a tendency among some of the faithful to see this [the EF] as the only “true” Mass, but I think this comes from the fact that these people have been seen as “odd,” or marginalized. If you try to “regularize” it as much as possible, then these people feel cared for and guided pastorally, and they can be very faithful and loyal (A Bishop of England, response to question 3).

The aspects [of the EF] in themselves are only positive: it is a great gift for all to be able to know and attend the celebration in the extraordinary form. The negative aspects are only present to the extent that these celebrations are celebrated and/or attended by unbalanced or ideologized people (A Bishop of Italy, response to question 3).

The division and discord do not come from the use of the EF, but from people's perception of those who attend. People are attributed motivations and tendencies that are not true at all (A Bishop of the United States, response to question 3).

On the irrelevance of the EF for the people
Sometimes the form has been applied not for the good of souls, but to pander to the personal tastes of the presbyter (A Bishop of Italy, response to question 4).

On the necessity and/or pastoral convenience of the EF
The current offer of Masses and celebrations in the EF meets the pastoral needs of the faithful. Initial conflicts about the establishment of Masses in the EF have been peacefully resolved in recent years (Joint Report of the German Bishops’ Conference, response to question 1).

The EF gives those faithful a context for growing in holiness through a Eucharistic celebration that deepens their communion with Christ and with others in a way that corresponds to their sensibilities. A similar statement can be made about others who grow spiritually and ecclesially through more contemporary forms of celebration (A Bishop of the United States, response to question 3).

The attraction exerted by the EF is as much a reaction to a less-than-satisfactory celebration of the OF as it is a specific desire for a Latin liturgy (A Bishop of the United States, response to question 9).

On those the EF attracts
This movement attracts many young families who are comfortable with this liturgy and in the activities that are offered around it. I think such diversity is good in the Church, and that the dwindling number of practitioners should not generate at all costs a uniformity of proposals. This liturgical form is nourishing for many. There is a sense of the sacred that is pleasing and that orients one toward God (A Bishop of France, response to question 3).

We have observed that these families attend many of the diocesan youth and vocational events in a far greater proportion than any other group (A Bishop of the United States, response to question 9).
EF Masses in our diocese attract quite a few devoted families. While some of the parents do “home-schooling,” others put their children in local Catholic schools. These families embrace many of the principles promoted by Vatican II, including the need to cultivate the domestic Church and the universal call to holiness (A Bishop of the United States, response to question 3).

A significant number of fervent young people feel nurtured - not exclusively - by EF. The peaceful presence of the EF allows some young people (moreover, typical of their generation) who feel a call to the priesthood to trust the Diocese (A Bishop of France, response to question 8).

On the value of the EF for the peace and unity of the Church
The EF, under the prudent leadership of the Ordinary, has allowed more Catholics to be able to pray according to their desire, and has dispelled the conflicts of before. Its quiet presence should not be disturbed (A Bishop of England, response to question 9).

The most positive aspect of the use of the EF is that there is now no longer any “clan” claiming the “true Mass.” The Eucharistic mystery has been freed of a very damaging ideological split. This has been to the great advantage of the perception of the unity of the Church realized around the Eucharist (A Bishop of France, response to question 3).

I would see it as a benefit to the whole Church if the Holy See continued to support faithful Catholics who are attached to the EF of the Roman Rite. Even in general terms, fostering genuine differences in thought and expression is a benefit to the universal Church. Having a section devoted to it in the CDF is helpful, when liturgical developments or clarifications are needed. In keeping with universal norms, our Archdiocese has also undertaken to establish a dialogue with local and national leaders of the FSSPX. I believe this positive step was facilitated by the existence of Summorum Pontificum and the communities it fostered (A Bishop of the United States, response to question 9).

I believe that many of those who had felt separated from the Church and had gone to extra-ecclesial communities felt welcomed back into the structure of the Church because of Summorum Pontificum (A Bishop of the United States, response to question 3).

On the liturgical, theological, and catechetical value of the EF
I myself have celebrated presbyteral ordinations in the EF when it is not my usual form, and I have been able to appreciate its richness, beauty, and liturgical depth (A Bishop of France, response to question 3).

It would not be difficult to say that if they were polled, nearly 100% of those who attend the EF believe in the real presence of Christ in the Eucharist, while drastically lower numbers have been shown for Catholics who go predominantly to the OF (A Bishop of the United States, response to question 3).

On the influence of the EF on the OF
Although the EF is not widely followed, it does influence the OF in a very healthy direction, which I would summarize as “toward greater devotion [reverence]” (A Bishop of the United States, response to question 9).

The OF and EF represent two different understandings of the Eucharist, Ecclesiology, the baptismal priesthood, and the sacrament of Orders (just to mention the most obvious theological differences). To attempt to adopt elements of the EF would only be to send inconsistent signals to the faithful (A Bishop of Japan, response to question 5).

Two parish priests who learned the EF subsequently introduced ad orientem celebration for some or all of their Masses, which was well received by their faithful, who were well catechized in advance. In addition, for some of our priests, there has been greater care of the consecrated host, both through the reintroduction and customary use of the communion plate and through greater care by the priest himself at the altar (A Bishop in the Caribbean, response to question 5).

Proposals and/or perspectives for the future
The practice [of the MPSP] followed so far has proven its worth, and for pastoral reasons, it should not be changed (Joint Report of the German Bishops’ Conference, response to question 9).

I fear that without the EF, many souls would leave the Church (A Bishop of the United States, response to question 3).

Ecclesial movements [such as those linked to the EF] have great potential to renew the Church (...). At the same time, ecclesial movements can also wander off and on their own, creating almost a parallel Church and falling into an elitist attitude that sees only them as “true Catholics.” This happens when they are left alone. In other words, they can only renew the Church if the hierarchy involves itself with them, allowing them to develop according to the Spirit but also maintaining communion with the Church. When members of these movements feel challenged or ignored by their pastors, then they withdraw and become resentful, but when they feel that their pastors are among them and guiding them, then they become valuable means of evangelization (A Bishop of the United States, response to question 9).

I think this is the best approach to use about the use of EF: the school of Gamaliel: “If this activity is of human origin, it will be destroyed, but if it comes from God, you will not be able to defeat them; do not find yourselves fighting against God” (Acts 5:38-39) (idem).

Ask priests who celebrate in the EF to learn to celebrate in the OF and to do so in large gatherings around the bishop, and also to be able to render service in parishes (A Bishop of France, response to question 9).

I must state, in good conscience, that a rethinking of the choices made is more necessary and urgent than ever (A Bishop of Italy, response to question 9).

I have the impression that any explicit intervention could cause more harm than good: if the line of the Motu proprio is confirmed, the perplexed reactions of the clergy will find new intensity; if the line of the Motu proprio is denied, the reactions of dissent and resentment of the lovers of the ancient rite will find new intensity (A Bishop of Italy, answer to question 9).
I do not believe that it is appropriate to abrogate it or limit it with new norms, so as not to create contrasts and further conflicts, leading to the feeling of a lack of respect for minorities and their sensitivities (A Bishop of Italy, response to question 9).

Conclusion
What’s next? It’s hard to tell. Some have suggested that an implementing instruction of Traditionis Custodes could be forthcoming, perhaps by Christmas, but this is still unknown.

We have grown used to the Holy See supporting the liturgical peace of the Church, but we can no longer take that for granted. In conclusion, and by way of advice:

1. Priests, stable groups, and individuals should refrain from any correspondence with the Holy See. Those attached to the traditional Latin Mass should also avoid giving the impression that they are “warriors” in their diocese or parish, who are always protesting or unhappy. The goal must be to not lose the traditional Latin Mass as a normal form of prayer. And, as children of the heavenly Father, we must pray for the hierarchy. This is our duty.

2. Individual diocesan priests should continue offering private Masses, since the 1962 Missal has not been abrogated.

3. Bishops whom the Holy Father has entrusted with the task of guarding tradition should truly evaluate whether the implementation of Traditionis Custodes would bring true spiritual benefits to their flock. Bishops might realize that what inspired the Holy Father is totally different from the situation in their own diocese and act accordingly.

Today is the 450th anniversary of the Battle of Lepanto (1571) and commemorates the victory of the Holy League (an alliance of Catholic States commissioned to defeat the Turks) over the fleet of the Ottoman Empire. It was the largest naval battle in Western history since classical antiquity. St. Pope Pius V (1504-1572), who commissioned the Holy League, put as much emphasis on the power of Rosary as he did on the Holy League. He is also known for his role in the Council of Trent, for codifying the Rosary, and for promulgating the 1570 Missale Romanum with the papal bull, Quo Primum. With this bull, the saintly pope sought to ensure that no one could ever change the Mass. At the Battle of Lepanto, the only thing standing between Europe and its certain destruction were the men of Christendom willing to answer the call of the Church, and their readiness to pray the Rosary in defense of Catholic Europe. May such men arise today in defending the traditional Roman liturgy, and may Our Lady have the victory!
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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 1 NOVEMBER 2021 (1200+)

http://ephesians-511.net/recent/docs/POPE_FRANCIS_FILES_AT_THIS_MINISTRYS_WEBSITE.doc
AMAZON SYNOD FILES AT THIS MINISTRY’S WEBSITE AS ON 1 NOVEMBER 2021 (1350+) 

http://ephesians-511.net/recent/docs/AMAZON_SYNOD_FILES_AT_THIS_MINISTRYS_WEBSITE.doc
