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HIS NEWSLETTER MARKS THE FIRST LLA
NEWSLETTER IN MANY YEARS WHICH HAS NOT BEEN
COMPOSED BY THE LLA CHAIRMAN. BoTH TONY

BEL ) PE 5 e
LoBELLO AND BOB EDGEWORTH SPENT S| Congregation issuing its Protocol 1411/99 on July 3,

NUMBERS OF HOURS GETTING OUR QUARTERLY

NEWSLETTER OUT TO OUR MEMBERS. However, it simply has
become too big a rask for the Chairman to do if he or she is to also
do the other work which the Office of Chairman requires. That is

the rcason why cffective this issue, our Vice-Chairman, Jim Pauer, |

has become the Editor of the Newsletter, Wich the exception of this |

column, which will appear in cach newsletter, Jim is the person

responsible for the many hours of compilation 4nd publication of |

the newsletter. So if you like the new format, let Jim know!

ST. PATRICK'S CATHEDRAL MASS
On September 19, 1999, a Solemn

the Latin Liturgy movement in general. One need not be a devotee
of Machiavelli to wonder how a June 29, 1999 letter from a small
group of priests of the Priestly Fraternity of St. Peter in France to
the Congregation for Divine Worship could result in thar
1999 -
allegedly after having conferred with other curial departments. As
anyone who has ever sent anything into Rome can attest, it gener-
ally takes weceks, months and sometimes even years to get an official
response. For this reason, many in the traditional Mass movement
have publicly expressed their concern that certain curial officials
who see the expansion of the Latin Liturgy as a step backward from
the spirit of the Second Vatican Council may have orchestrated the
entire issue. Only time will tell on that point.

However, one thing is certain. If the Congregation for

. Divine Worship proceeds to formally publish Protocol 1411/99 as

an official document of the Church, and if it is interpreted broadly,
the future of religious orders such as the Priestly Fraternity of St.
Peter may not be nearly as bright as we had all

High Tridentine Mass was celebrated ar 2:00
p.m. in St. Parrick's Cathedral in New York
City. The celebrant was Fr. John Perricone,
founder of Christifideles, and a priest well
known to many traditional Catholics in the
Greater New York area.  Approximately 3,000
people were in attendance - the Cathedral was

FROM THE
CHAIRMAN

hoped. If a local Bishop can, due to a shortage
of priests in nearby parishes, insist that a priest
from a traditional religious order celebrate sever-
al vernacular Masses according to the current
rite, does anyone seriously doubrt that, before
long, the bulk of that priest's Masses will be

according to the new rite, and in the vernacular?

about 95% full. The choir and jorchestra was
from St. John the Evangelist Church in Connecticut and the Mass

was by Mozart. To sec the traditional Mass celebrated at the High |

Altar with beautiful and truly sacred music was most magnificent!
I could not help bur think what could possibly have caused this
Mass to be banned from the Cathedral for over 25 years?  As
Cardinal Rawzinger himself has observed, there is something deeply
schizophrenic about an organization —even a divinely founded
organization —which for so many years rejected that which it had
held up for so many centuries as its greatest atribute! Let's hope
that other major cathedrals across the United States will likewise
soon be the site of beautiful traditional liturgies like this!

PROTOCOL 1411/99

Unless you "surf the Net" and log onto Catholic sites, you
may not have even heard of Protocol 1411! A full history of the
publishing of Protocol 1411 can be found elsewhere in this
Newsletter. It is your Chairman's view that the issuance of this

Protocol is a troubling event, with possibly grave ramifications for |

The shortage of priests is simply rtoo great in
many areas for anything but that to happen.

Obviously, that is a serious concern for the Church and
one that must be addressed. What will happen to those religious
orders specifically set up for the sole purpose of celebrating the
sacraments according to the pre-Conciliar rites? Won't the follow-
ers of Archbishop Marcel Lefebvre gloat that they have been proven
right—Rome simply can't be trusted? Was the Traditional Mass
Indult just a Trojan Horse which would gradually be de-emphasized
until eventually all traditional Catholics would be attending the
Novus Ordo Missae?

Immediately after news of the Protocol's issuance was
released, a number of traditional Mass organizations such as Una
Voce wrote to Rome protesting the issuance of this document. On
October 5, 1999, I wrote, on behalf of our Association, to Cardinal
Estevez, head of the Congregation for Divine Worship in Rome,
requesting, on behalf of our organization, that his Congregation
rescind Protocol 1411, or, at the very least, that it interpret the
Protocol as narrowly as possible, and with the practical effect of only
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| letter can be found elsewhere in this Newsletter. In the meantime, I
| urge you to pray that the Holy Spirit will guide the officials of our |

| lowing text on them: “I ¥ the Latin Mass” and a second line which

| these bumper stickers and put them on all of their family vehicles,

| $2.00, or three for $5.00, post-paid. They may be ordered either

| requiring one Mass per year to be celebrated by traditional priém,

that is, at the annual Chrism Mass in each diocese. A copy of that

Church so that they see that the formal publication of Protocol
1411/99 could drive thousands of faithful Catholics into the hands
of schismatic groups, and could cause disillusionment in many
young men thinking about joining traditional religious orders.

BUMPER STICKERS HAVE ARRIVED!

I'am pleased to report that our Association now sells Latin
Liturgy Association bumper stickers. These vinyl bumper stickers,
which measure approximately 16 inches by 3 inches have the fol-

reads in smaller type: “Join the Latin Liturgy Assoc. www.latinlitur-
gy.com”. It is our hope that all of our members will order several of

put them on their business vehicles, etc. as a wonderful and inex-
pensive way to promote more frequent celebration of the Latin
Mass, both according to the traditional rite and according to the
Mass of Pope Paul V1. The cost of these bumper stickers is only

from myself or from our Secretary-Treasurer, Scort Calta.  For
Local Chapters and others who wish to purchase larger quantities,
you can purchase them for $30.00 for a package of 25, postage
included.

ELECTRONIC NEWSLETTER

Since this newsletter is only published four times a year,
there are many developments in the Latin Liturgy movement which
take place which up until now have had to wait three months until
the publication of the next Newsletter. Twice over the past two
months we have issued an LLA Electronic Newsletter, which is sent
to all members of our Association who have given our Secretary-
Treasurer their e-mail address. These short, one or two page
updates about events in the Latin Liturgy movement will only be
sent 4-8 times per year, as warranted. All of us who have e-mail
accounts already get way too much junk mail and we certainly do
not intend to overload you! Nevertheless, it is a wonderful way for
us to advise you of upcoming Latin Masses, Chant workshops,
Gregorian Chant concerts, and other events which might very well
have taken place by the time the next issue of our Newslerter reach-
es you by mail.

As of now, only about 30% of our members have given
our Secretary-Treasurer, Scott Calta, their e-mail address. If you
wish to receive these short, electronic updates which will be issued
no more frequently than once every four to eight weeks, simply
send an e-mail to our Secretary-Treasurer, Mr. Scort Calra, at
Scottcalta@aol.com and tell him that you want him to add your e-
mail address to our database. From that point on, you will receive
these electronic newsletters free of charge!

In closing, let us pray that as the Jubilee year approaches,
that the Holy Spirit will guide all of us toward greater personal holi-
ness, for greater faithfulness as Catholic Christians, and for a
renewed zeal and energy to increase the use of Latin in our liturgies. |

—BILL LEININGER
Chairman, Latin Liturgy Association




Editor’s Comment

With this issue of the L.L.A. newsletter, we are trying a new layout
approach, one that we hope will make the newsletter easier to read. You
will notice that the arrangement of text on the page is more varied than
it has been in the past. Also, we are omitting sequential numbering of
péragraphs. This will make it easier to accommodate text that already
includes numbered paragraphs, such as the letter we received from the
Congregation for Divine Worship you'll encounter in the following

pages. I invite you to send me your comments.

”AVAILABLE. ‘I'HEWEB
AND BY MAIL

E!fectlve wﬂh tllls Issus, we are no Ionger Ilsl'lng ehan(u to our
listing of Latin Masses in the United States and Canada in our
newsletter. Instead, we invite our readers to provide themselves
with this information in any of three ways:

1. Consult our LLA website:

2. Order a Directory of Latin Masses by mail from the
National Chairman. This directory is updated annually and may be
obtained for a donation of $7.00.

3. If you would like an updated listing of Masses in just the
state where you reside, you may mail a stamped, self-addressed
envelope to the National Chairman who will send you the current
listing.

This will more effectively provide our members with up-to-date
Latin Mass information.

ighest prices paid
for Catholic books

We purchase collections, large and small,
throughout the United States & Canada.

We routinely outbid other booksellers for

the books we especially want: scholarly

books, in any language, in such areas as

\\ theology, philosophy, biblical studies,
canon law; ecclesiastical music and art and

architecture, patristic and mediaeval

studies, religious biography and lives of

\ the saints, prayer books and liturgical
texts, etc., etc., etc.

Il!ﬂlll % Loome Theological BooKsellers
\' 320 North Fourth St. * Scillwater, Mn 55082
"""'""’\\\\ Ph: 651430-1092 » Fax: 651439-8504
e-mail: LoomeBooks@prodigy.com
Website: http://www. booktown.com

: \\\\ And yes, we sell books too. We have the
AN\ /argest stock of secondhand and out-of-print
Catholic books in the English-speaking
world. If you know what titles you want,
send us a list in writing. [f you want one of
our monthly catalogues, just ask.




W ITHIN TRADITIONAL LATIN MASS COMMUNITIES, CONCERN
WAS AROUSED BY THE RECENT NEWS THAT SOME FRENCH MEMBERS
OF THE PRIESTLY FRATERNITY OF ST. PETER HAD TAKEN THE
UNPRECEDENTED STEP OF COMPLAINING TO ROME ABOUT THEIR
SUPERIORS’ UNWILLINGNESS TO CONSIDER THEIR REQUEST TO BE
PERMITTED TO CELEBRATE MASS ACCORDING TO THE REVISED
LITURGY OF THE SECOND VATICAN CounciL. In their letrer dated
June 29th, sixteen members of the Priestly Fraternity of St. Peter
asked Rome to consider the matter. Rome replied by calling for a
general meeting of the order in November, rather than their usual
annual chapter meeting that was to have occurred

the new order of Mass in Latin—we have learned through our
equal involvement in the restoration of the 1962 Missal that there
are reasons for a special, exclusive liturgical focus. The basis for
some of these reasons can be found in Ecclesia Dei Adflicta itself,
the motu proprio of the current Pontiff which was instrumental
in the founding of the Priestly Fraternity of St. Peter, and else-
where in the revitalization of groups who prefer the older form of
Mass in Latin.

Here is the text that was posted on the internet of Protecol 1411
from the Congregation of Divine Worship:

in August. This is being done in order to conduct
open discussion of this matter with Vancan officials
in attenda.nce

What would seem to be an extraordinary
event--because nothing of this nature has hitherto
occurred with respect to the Fraternity and Rome--
might not necessarily become as significant a mile-
stone as some might expect. The histories of reli-
gious orders are laden with accounts of occasions
where their activities have received special review by
Vatican officials for various reasons. Often, the
outcomes of issues being raised have not been so
_dramatic as expected. It remains to be seen just
what specific results might come from this. The

Zqﬁ?r the Liturgical Restoration mandated by the

PROTOGOL
1411/99

and
THE PRIESTLY
FRATERNITY

Second Vatican Council, a certain group of the

Catholic faithful appeared, strongly attached to pre-

_ceding forms of the Roman Liturgical tradition.
This group—-that is those who are in communion

with the Catholic Church, manifested the desire of

using the Roman Missal (so-called) of Saint Pius V.

The Supreme Pontiff. Jobn Paul II, moved by his

paternal desire to meet the liturgical and religious
sensitivities of these groups, conceded to them the use

of the Roman Missal of 1962 with the authorization

an of the bishop of the place. This same Supreme
il Pontiff also asked of the bishops that they would
freely and generously receive those faithful attached

LLAj ;oms ot.her concerned groups in watchmg and wamng

for the most part. Some publications that normally have not given
attention to the Fraternity and traditional Latin liturgical con-
cerns joined in this coverage. A flurry of concerned discussion on

the internet followed the release of Protocol 1411 from the
Congregation of Divine Worship, which appeared on the internet

following its formulation by this Congregation on July 3, 1999.
This Protocol was a response to the questions raised in the letter

from the French Fraternity members. Via the internet, Fr. Joseph -
Bissig, Superior General of the Priestly Fraternity of St. Peter,

' respunded to the Promcol w:th an open lett,er to Fraternity sup-
porters. -

Because of the significance of this development, our cov-
erage in this issue of the LLA newslerter will include a number of
items. To better coordinate, we are modifying our usual format
to include the press items concerning this event in this special first
section of the newsletter, rather than in their usual place in "From
the Press.” Also, we are publishing the text of Protocol 1411 as it
appeared on the internet, along with Fr. Bisig's letter. Finally, we
are including the text of a letter sent by our Chairman to the
Congregation for Divine Worship expressing our Association's
concern and asking that the provisions of this Protocol not be
implemented. As our readers will see, our primary concern is the
pastoral integrity of the Fraternity and all religious orders, reli-
gious houses, institutes, and other special entities concerned with
traditional liturgy. While we as an organization are not opposed
to the increased celebration of the Mass according to the new
norms of the Second Vatican Council--the LLA was, after all

founded in 1975 for the purpose of promoting the celebration of .

The Catholic press has been covering t.he event factually

profoundly to the preconciliar rite and at the same time manifest-
ing a sincere assent to the magisterium of the Church and obedi-
ence to her legitimate pastors. The desire of the Roman Pontiff was
made known by the motu proprio Ecclesia Dei adflicta (2 Jul.
1988, AAS 80/1988 pp. 1495-98). A series of questions arrived at
this dicastery concerning the possibilities and impediments con-
nected to the use of the 1962 conceded by indult by the legitimate
authority. After proper consultation and with the approval of the
Ponaﬁml Council for the Interpretation of legislative texts, and the
Pontifical Commission Ecclesia Des, we cownm the response
to the qmt:tom asked as follows.

( I) QUES'TION

Can a priest who is a member of an institute which enjoys the
faculty of celebrating the rite in force before the liturgical
restoration of Vatican II freely use the Roman Missal promul-
gated by the Suprem: Pontiff Paul VI when be celebrates the
Eucharistic Sacrifice for the good of a community in which the
.Mau is celebrated accordzug to this missal—-even if occasionally?

RESPONSE

Affirmative and "ad mentem ({according to the following reason-
ing)—"Mens" Since the use of the preconciliar missal is conceded
by indult, it does not remove the common liturgical right to the
Roman Rite, according to which the missal in force is that pro-
mulgated after the Second Vatican Council. Moreover, the above-
mentioned priest must celebrate with the postconciliar missal if,
by chance, a celebration takes place in a community which uses
the modern Roman Rite. This in order that there by no wonder-
ment (confusion) or inconvenience for the faithful and also that
he might be a help to his brother priests who ask this service of
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pastoral charity. In communities accustomed to the modern"
missal, the use of the preceding missal gives rise to several diffi- |
culties—for example: the differences in the liturgical calendar, the
discrepancies between the biblical texts for the liturgy of the word, |
the variety in gestures liturgical--in the mode of receiving holy

Communion--the variety in the duties of the ministers, etc., etc.,

(2) QUESTION _
Can superiors of whatever rank of institutes enjoying the indult
to use the Roman Missal of 1962 for the celebration of the |
Eucharistic Sacrifice—-can they prohibit priests of these same
institutes from using the post consiliar Roman Missal when such |
priests celebrate for the good of any community (even if only
occasionally) in which the modern Roman Missal is used?

' LETTER FROM FR. JOSEPH BISIG

- TO FRATERNITY SUPPORTERS

Dear Members and Friends of the Fraternity;

By now most of you have been made aware of some recent develop-

| ments in the life of our institute. The purpose of this letter is to com-

municate to you accurate information so as to prevent disquiet due to
the many rumors currently circulating, The enemy of mankind is
always ready to stir the waters and cause confusion and discourage-
ment. There are two important events I would like to share with you.

The first is the Protocol 1411/99 issued by the Congregation for
Sacred Worship in reply to some questions regarding the use of the

i Novus Ordo Missz by those priests involved with the traditional

RESPONSE _

No. The use of the Roman Missal of 1962 consists of an indult
for the use of the faithful who are joined by the special bond to
the preconciliar Roman Rite. Its use cannot be imposed on com- |
munities which celebrate the Holy Eucharist according to the
missal renewed by order of the Second Vatican Council, in virtue
of whom the superiors of such institutes have no authority.

3) QUES'HON
Can a priest, a member of an institute which enjoys tim indult,

can be concelebrate Mass according to the modern order of the |
Roman Rite mtﬁmut any mpedzmm? _

RESPONSE : e
Affirmative, because the indult does not take away from priests |
the liturgical Rite common to all (clergy) of the Roman Rite of |
celebrating according to the current Roman Missal in force. |
Moreover, he cannot and must not be prohibited from concele- |
brating by his superior or by the ordinary of the place. Indeed it

is praiseworthy that the above-mentioned priests would concele- |
brate especially at the Mass of Holy Thursday with the diocesan |
bishop presiding. Although "each priest has the faculty of cele- |
‘brating an individual Mass, not however at the same time in the
same church nor on Holy Thursday" (cf. Vatican II Sacrosanctum
Concilium # 57, paragraph 2.2). The sign of communion inher-
ent in concelebration is so particular that it must not be omitted
in the Chrism Mass unless for grave reasons (Sacrosanctum
Concilium # 57, 1.1a). :

. Roman liturgy. The second is the cancellation of the General Chapter
- of the Fraternity, due to meet this month of August, and the convo-

cation instead of a plenary meeting in Rome for the month of
November. First of all, let me assure you of our commitment to main-

tain the integrity of the founding prmaples and purpose of the
Pnestly Fratermty of Samr Peter

Thesepmples, gmundedmthel’romcol ofA.grwmmt of sz 5th
1988 signed by Cardinal Ratzinger and Archbishop Lefebvre, include
a priestly ministry exercised for the good of the whole Church

 through the use of the liturgical books of the Roman Rite in their

1962 edition. The reasons for this are twofold, one that we may call

 positive, and one that we may call negative. Positively, the Holy See
 has willed that we serve the Church by witnessing to the perennial
'tradmonof:thomanhnugymaumeofmp:dhmrglcalcbzng&

Negatively, th:HolySeehasaﬂowedmtommawamspeuﬂﬂ and
open study of the objections and concerns we have towards some of
the liturgical reforms begun after the Second Vatican Council. By a
wide and generous application of the Motu Proprio of John Paul II,
Ecclesia Dei Adflicta, the Holy See has until now blessed the apostolic

. work of the Fraternity and those others committed to the traditional
'Roman liturgy. In spite of this generosity; the Priestly Fraternity of

Saint Peter has in recent years come under increasing pressure from
various quarters, if not to celebrate the Novus Ordo, at least to allow
its members to do so under particular circumstances.

. As superior of the Framﬁﬁty, 1 have discouraged this on multiple

grounds: fidelity to our own mission within the Church, avoidance of

| further unrest among our faithful and members, consolidation and

| identity of our apostolate, and umty of life and d.lSClp].!ne according
. to our Constitutions.

From the seat of the Congregation, 3 July, 1999
George Cardinal Medina Estevez
Prefect, Franciscus Tamburrino

Our commitment to the traditional Roman liturgy has been the occa-
. sion for some to give credence to the false suspicion that the Fraternity
. rejects the validity of the Novus Ordo Mass. In addition, certain bish-

ops and bishops' conferences have deemed it necessary to limir severe-

. ly the pastoral activity of the Fratemity because of our preference to

<

Here is the text of Fr. Joseph Bisig's letter to supporters of the Priestly !
Fraternity of St. Peter, which also appeared on the internet:

| maintain the exclusive use of the ancient liturgy in our ministry.

Finally;, in a time when concelebration has become the main (and

. sometimes only) expression of ecclesial unity; our will to live in unity

' with all Catholics according to the old customs and rites has become

|-




wﬂymsundersmrxi. Due to these difficulties and misunderstand-

ings, some of our priests, especially in France, have expressed their |

desire to concelebrate on occasion the Novus Ordo. Although they are
largely moved by apostolic zeal in the face of what one might consid-
eranunfairﬁmitaﬁ?nontheitabﬂhymnﬁnisterm&cvastneedsof
the faithful, the superiors of the Fraternity have d.lscouraged this for
dlesakeofthecommongoodofou:msutm:e.

The Wanderer {Seprcmber 23, 1999) describes how many in tra-
ditional Catholic circles are worried that the Vatican is “quietly
proceeding to ‘gut the indult’ Ecclesia Dei.” [This is apparently

the remark ascribed to a French priest during internet discussion

. following Protocol 1411's appearance there.] The newspaper

Ihehmthat onrpnruuﬂurmss:onmserungthehlemrdlyandthe 5
faithful is at present not so much the quantitative expansion of our |
apostolate as the qualitative witnessing to the immemorial liturgical |
tradition of the Church. This situation led these priests, a small group |
among our members, to submit without my knowledge an official |

recourse to the.Ecclesia_ Dei Commission onjune 29 cfthis year.

'Fallowmgtlmpmsentaﬂon,tmmatwrsnmvconcemus the "Official
Reply” of the Sacred Congregation of Divine Worship, July 3rd,

- quotes Fr. Arnaud Devillers, the North American superior for the

order that these suspicions are groundless, that “people are extrap-
olating all kinds of crazy things.” In addition to the protocol
mentioned previously in our newsletter, the article describes
Protocol 512 of July 13th, 1999 from Angelo Cardinal Felici,
president of the Pontifical Commission Ecclesia Dei. This
Protocol has the effect of suspending his authority. It was to

| Cardinal Felici that the 16 French priests had addressed their let-
' ter of June 29th, in which they asked for an apostolic administra-
| tor over the order. Protocol 1411 appeared a mere 5 days later, an

Protocol 1411/99, and the cancellation of the General Chapter of the
| summer chapter meeting and ordered a general meeting to be held
| in November. Some observers have expressed doubt that Protocol

Fraternity and the convocation instead of a plenary meeting of our
members in Rome, during the month of November. For the good of

the Church and of our Fraternity, I have taken appropriate and legiti- |

mate steps to ensure that the proper authorities reconsider these mea- |

sures. In fact, we ardently desire that the November plenary meeting

.-nughtpmdetheoppammtyforanhamandmpectﬁdexchmge :
| Speaking to The Wanderer, Fr. Devillers said the Protacol is creat-

' | ing divisions between seminarians, priests, and superiors in the
We have to understznd the need for a dialogue both seriously the-

rega:dmgaurd:&icdﬂeswﬂhsomeafﬂzehturgmlmfunns

‘ological and fraternally open, in order to ensure that the legiti- |

3matn pomts of a]l psmes are taknn mm ‘consideration md hanno-

'_?bletopmtectthcld:nutymdcharaccerofﬂlewurkthattheé
Fraternity carries out on behalf of the whole Church. I request |
ynnrpmyersfo:myself,forou:membm and for those in the |

3Churdx wl:u: have responsxbdmes towards the Fraxexmqr

Wid:muﬁdeme,lhyourneedsmdhopesatdmfee:ofdmv'ugm
 Mother, of our patron the Apostle Peter, and of his successor, the |

Holy Father. Our defense of the identity and mission of the Fraternity
rises from our desire to be faithful to the Church and to the members
andfax&:ﬁxlwhohmmmdusmththﬂrmuonsandwncems

Hawwer, asu'mgdcfmseofourmmunsmnotmkz place with- |

unusually rapid response. Cardinal Felici canceled the Fraternity’s

1411 should affect the Fraternity, since the Fraternity was specifi-
cally erected by the Holy See to use the liturgical books of 1962
exclusively, :

Fraternity. He further describes the French bishops seeing con-
celebration of the Mass [in the revised liturgy] as an essential sign
of union with their bishop, without which they will not grant
permission for Fraternity priests to serve in their dioceses. Fr.
Devillers also told The Wanderer that the 16 Fraternity members
had acknowledged that their letter is “a serious act, contrary to
habitual clerical practices” by which they mean their bypassing of
their superior, Fr. Bisig, in appealing to the Holy See. He thinks
that the letter was “written in anger...they probably now do not
agree with what they wrote. It was never their intention to make
internal matters public.” The letter from the French Fraternity

| members to Cardinal Felici stated that those who were to be

attending the summer chapter were opposed to celebrating the

| Novus Ordo Mass, that seminarians were becoming “vigilant

'mxtahnmblesubmnsmuumwdetwemdtleagtsmumofthe;
'Chumh.TmIs,whenhwdmthedewemobeyGodswﬂl area ;
| dent [of the general chapter of all incardinated members of the

mgthosemsuesmﬂzwhzchwemasmatedbyourverymom

to our mission and the sanctity of our lives. Finally, may this be an |

| guardians of exact obedience to the 1962 rubrics”, that the supe-

rior general was abusing his power, and a general disaffection felt
toward the hierarchy and other Church structures. In Protocol
512, Cardinal Felici informed Fr. Bisig that “The cardinal presi-

that | Fraternity, to be held in November] will at the end, set out the dis-
torenewnnrcnmmzmxentmmxdyanddlaloglmmﬂ: othe.rsmg.n:l

positions for the future, not only of the future governance of the

| Fraternity, but also for the liturgical practice, which will certainly
- guard the liturgical identity, gnaranteed by indult, granted the
:Maytiusbeanocmontopmmotcdm]ﬂmwledgcandlmofthe i
Roman liturgy, and to enrich others by the faithful keeping of our |
vocation and particular laws. May this be also a circumstance in |
which we strengthen the unity that can only be the result of loyalty |

occasion to deepen our experience of and love for the mystery of the |

Chl.uch, the immaculate Bnde of our glorious Lord, Jesus Christ.

Smoerely Yours in Christ,
Fr Joseph Bisig, FSSP Superior General

Fraternity at the moment of foundation.” Fr. Devillers says that
he looks forward to the general meeting in November, that allega-
tions of schism and defiance will be shown to be untrue, that there
is “no reason to worry that the Fraternity will be suppressed.”

The Wanderer article then describes responses to the controversy.
A member of Una Voce, Lt. Colonel Sonnier (U.S. Army) living'in
Europe, wrote to Joseph Cardinal Ratzinger, prefect for the
Congregation for the Doctrine of the Faith, who participated in
Cardinal Felici’s decision. He expressed reservation at the method
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used by the letter-writers who gave appearance of rebellion against |

their superior in their “zeal for a wider apostolate.” He went on to
describe how the Fraternity was gaining acceptance and working well
in the United States. “There is absolutely no need for the ES.S.P. in |
my country to change. They are succeeding under the {present
statutes... .” He also mentioned that he had heard Fr. Bisig defend
the validity of the Novus Ordo at a public event. The secretary of
the Australian Ecclesia Dei Society, Hugh Henry, wrote to Cardinal
Estevez, asking that he not officially promulgate Protocol 1411.
“Publication of Protocol 1411/99 would have the practical effect of
confirming the Lefebvrist position. Our experience in Australia |
leads us to predict that, as a consequence, many former Lefebvrists |
who since 1988 have cautiously accepted the bona fides of the Holy
See in this matter and attached themselves to communities that were
created as a result of Ecclesia Dei Adflicta would return to their pre-
vious ... Lefebvrist position. ...The growing number of Catholics |
here in Australia who wish to pursue their vocations in traditional |
religious communities, as well as the lay people who wish to support
them in fulfilling this calling, would be astonished and disheartened
by the enunciation of a policy at odds with Ecclesia Dei Adflicta and
the practical measures subsequently taken under its mandate.
Certainly, the many young men who are now discovering, in the
light of an integral experience of Catholic tradition, vocations to the
priesthood will not wish to pursue them under a regime of enforced
bi-ritualism and compromised liturgical apostolate.”

Some interesting additional information appc'argd in the
National Catholic Reporter of September 17th in "A new
Crossroad for the Latin Mass.” Speaking to the newspaper on

behalf of the Fraternity, Julia Ann O’Sullivan, s special projects |
manager for the U.S. Branch, said that all forty North American |

Fraternity priests have signed a letter of support for Fr. Joseph
Bisig, despite claims that the sixteen French Fraternity priests rep-
resent one third of the Fraternity’s members. “There’s no overt
indication that these concerns exist outside this group [the 16
priests who produced the letter],” she said. She also noted that,

under canon law, no priest can be forced to concelebrate. |

Nevertheless, some bishops, especially in France, treat the willing-
ness to concelebrate as a proof of communion. “It’s a false suspi-
cion that the community rejects the validity of the new Mass,”
O’Sullivan said. “But our purpose is to keep alive the heritage of
the ancient liturgy, so it’s not lost to history: ...Obviously the con-
cern is that over time the la.nguage could shift froma benevolent
kind of ‘should’ to ‘must,’ ” she said.

Fr. james Momney, the U.S. bishops’ expert on liturgy, called the
ruling a “most welcome” clarification. He knew of situations in
which fraternity priests had declined requests from bishops to |
cover Masses in parishes that use the new rite. “A bishop might
have a rural parish where the priest needs a day off, and a frater-
nity priest staffs a nearby parish. In instances like this, fraternity
priests have said they're not allowed to celebrate the Mass,”
Moroney said. He also mentioned the matter of concelebrating
the Chrism Mass with the local bishop.

A canonist contacted by the newspaper described an ironic possi- |
bility. If the new policy described in the Protocol were to be offi- |
cially implemented, they could achieve higher profiles in diocesan |

affairs. “If priests of the fraternity can preside in parishes using the |

: Hls Enunence ]orge Cardmal Medma Estevez

new rite, there’s nothing stopping them from becoming bishops |
like members of any other order,” he said.

~ The October 3rd issue of the National Catholic Register includ-

ed "The Latin Mass Movement is Refined by the Vatican" on page
5. In reporting the "respectful revolt” of 16 out of 100 French
Fraternity priests, rhe article describes the Tridentine-only focus
of the Fraternity as "a point that was considered crucial for the
group in order to win and sustain the confidence of traditional-
ists,” It also reports that Fr. Bisig has described the controversy as
not unlike those that arise in any family. "This is not an unusual
occurrence within an order. We will find some reconciliation,”
said Fr. Bisig. "My position on this is that it presents a problem of
credibility. If we began celebrating the Novus Ordo Mass, people
would think we weren't convinced of the importance of our
Constitution. Obviously, we prefer our Mass, but we certainly
accept the legitimacy of the Novus Ordo Mass."

The LLA Writes to Rome

After considering the current Fraternity issue, and noting the respons-
es that were being made officially and unofficially by other lay orga-
nizations, the LLA felt obligated to write to the Congregation of
Divine Worship. In our letter we asked that Protocol 1411 not be
made official. Ounmmdrmonmtﬁatti;emtewrbafdmewfmm
tbel?d?Mmd&_ymmg‘ﬁxmdukwouIdmtéeumﬂmM&ybﬁu
Provocol. It might orx{y cause confusion and additional controversy
elsewhere by its adop: ﬁrﬁnkﬂq‘kofammon@qfﬁv
M@sﬁmbdagy

Octobex 5, 1999

Congregazione Per Il Culto Divino

 Palazzo delle Congreganom

Piazza Pio XII

10 00193 Roma, Italy "
Rc' Prntucol_'__l4_1'1!99_

Your Eminence;:

I write this letter in mycipicﬂyasCh:;m@ of the
Latin Liturgy Association, an American Association of lay and

+ religious Catholics dedicated to preserving and promoting the use

of the Latin language and Gregorian Chant in all approved rites of
the Roman Catholic Church, mduclmg the Mass i)f Pope Paul VI,
and the traditional or Tridentine Rite. - :

Our purpose in sending this letter is to respectfully
request that your Congregation not publish nor carry out the pro-
visions of Protocol 1411/99. If your Congregation, after giving
due consideration to comments from the faithful, nevertheless
decides to put the protocol into effect, then in that event, we
respectfully request that it be given the most narrow construction
possible and be limited in scope as much as possible.

The Holy Father's motu propio "Ecclesia Dei adflicta”,
promulgated in 1988, has given great hope to many Catholics in
union with the Holy See who wish to worship according to the
traditional Latin liturgical tradition. Anecdotal information

received by our Association’s members indicates that thousands of




fallen-away Roman Catholics have returned to the Church by rea-
son of our holy Father’s pastoral kindness in signing the afore-
‘mentioned motu proprio.

Surely, substantial numbers of traditionally-oriented
Catholics in the United States and Canada would be astonished and
disheartened were your Congregation to put protocol 1411/99 into
effect since this would, as a practical matter, substantially frustrate
our Holy Father's 1998 motu propio. It would also, if the protocol
were implemented, demonstrate, in the eyes of some traditional
Catholics, that the followers of Archbishop LeFebvre were correct:
Rome cannot be trusted. While our Association knows that such is
definitely not the case, we must urge your Congregation to exercise
caution before taking steps that would potentially cause thousands,
if not, tens of thousands of Catholics back into the hands of the fol-
lowers of Archbishop LeFebvre.

Nevertheless, should the Congregation determine to
implement all or a portion of protocol 1411/99, then we would
urge that it be implemented in the most narrow way possible. For
example, should your Congregation determine that a visible sign
of unity between traditional priests, such as the priests of the
Priestly Fraternity of St. Peter, and their local Ordinary requires
concelebration at the annual Chrism Mass in each diocese, then
we suggest rlﬁt pr:ests of :ellg:ous soc:mes organized solely to
gy To extend it ﬁnther a.nd to permit priests of orders founded to
celebrate Mass exclusively according to the 1962 Missale
Romanum to celebrate according to the new Missal, would create
many practical problems. For example, if an Ordinary could order
a pnest of the Pnestly Fratemxty to celebratr the restomd hmrgy,

that before long, thebulk of the masses cele.brated by such priests
would be according to the restored liturgy of Pope Paul VI. Given
the fact that the Holy See has specifically permitted the erection
of religious communities who were to celebrate the Mass solely
according to the 1962 Missale Romanum, this would appear to
directly uudercut the purpose for whxch our Holy Father’s motu
propio was promulgated in 1988.

' Mormver, it is we]l imuwn that Holy Mother the Church
always follows the ancient maxim "salus animarum, suprema lex."
Surely, any action which would likely drive tens of thousands of
Roman Catholics, heretofore loyal to our Hoiy Father and to the
Chu.rch, into the hands of a schismatic group, does not seem to be
in the best interests of our Church. Moreover, what would happen
to the hu.ndmds of young men anxious to become Roman
Catholic priests in these traditional religious orders if they believe
that the Holy See is not sincere in living up to its promises made
by reason of the 1988 motu propio?

In summary; our Association respectfully requests that your
Congregatiori rescind Protocol 1411/99, or in the alternative, limit
impracnml'cﬂ'chtm the annual Chrism Mass in each diocese.

' ‘Asking your blessing not only for myself, but for all the
members of our Assocmtmn, I remain,

ReSPﬂtFuﬂy yours,

'WILLIAM J. LEININGER

Chairman

Latin Liturgy Association

His Eminence Joseph Cardinal Ratzinger
His Eminence Angelo Cardinal Felici

| A letter was wcrfsma' in response. We present here the original
{ Latin and an English translation, for which we thank our
| Chairman Emeritus, Dr. Robert Edgeworth.

Congregatio de Cultu Divino
Et Disciplina Sacramentorum
Roma, 18 ottobre 1999

Prot n. 1411/99

Responsio generalis ad epistulas receptas
Quae Riposte Ufficiali Congregationis de Cultu Divino
Diei 3 iulii 1999, Prot. 1411/99 spectant

1. Missale Romanum, ex auctoritate Pauli pp. VI
Constitutione Apostolica Missale Romanum die 3 aprilis 1969 pro-
batum et promulgatum, unica est vigens forma Sancti Sacrificii iuxta
Ritum Romanum celebrandi, secundum generale ius liturgicum.

Idem valet, servatis servandis, de aliis libris liturgicis post
Consilium Oecumenicum Vaticanum II probatis.

2. Usus formae quae antecedit renovationem liturgicam
postconciliarem Ritus Romani (etiam “traditionalis”, “antiquae”,
“S. Pii V7, “classicae”, “tridentinae” nuncupatae) concessus est,
terminis descriptis in Motu Proprio Ecclesia Dei adflicta, person-
is et communitatibus, quae huic formae Ritus Romani adhaerent.

'Haec facultas speciali indulto cancedxtur, quod minime tamen sig-
mﬁmt duas formas panter v:ge:e i :

S Dol taalts Mo Peoaelo Huclode Db Abilichicn
_cesso gaudet, hbene hac forma uti potest privatim vel publice in
eclesiis et horariis fidelibus expresse designatis.

% Cum hodiernus celebrandi modus iuxta Ritum
Romanum communi normae liturgicae congruat, ne verbum fiat
de “ducbus ritibus” aut “biritualismo”. Concessio ex Motu
Proprio Ecclesia Dei adflicta data, sensibilitatem liturgicam sacer-
dotum et christifidelium huic modo antecedenti assuetorum tue-
tur, minime tamen hos in “ecclesiam ritualem” constituit.

5. Suadet Sancta Sedes episcopos ut erga christifideles, qui
iuxta antecedentes libros liturgicos sacram liturgiam participare
desiderant, magnopere sint longanimes eorumque sensibilitatem
prae oculis libenter habeant. Hi christifideles, ex parte sua, doc-
trinam Concilii Vaticani Il teneant et item legitimitatem et
cohaerentiam cum fide orthodoxa textuum liturgicorum post ren-
ovationem liturgicam promulgatorum ex corde agnoscant.

6. In dioecesibus, iuxta diversa rerum adiuncta, benignitas in
christifidelibus excipiendis qui formae antecedenti adhaerent
exprimitur sive per assignationem in eclesiis quibusdam horarum ad
liturgiam celebrandem accomodatarum, sive per indicationem
alicuius ecclesize, quae his fidelibus praesto sit cura rectoris seu
capellani, sive quandoque etiam per erectionem paroeciae personalis.

7. Cum sacerdotes, qui hoc indulto gaudent forma
antecedenti utendi, in ecclesiis tamen seu pro communitatibus hodie
vigentem formam sequentibus publice celebrent, hodiernos libros uti
debent, accurate praescripta hodierni Ritus Romani servantes.
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8 Compexenua, nempe Sanctae Sechs auctoritas in com-
munitates, quae indulto antecedentem formam Ritus Romani
sequendi gaudent, ad Pontificiam Commissionem Eeclesia Dei
| spectat. Relationes vero harum communitatum cum Ecclesiis par-
ticularibus, quoad liturgicas celebrationes, comptetentiae
Congregationis de Cultu Divino et Disciplina Sacrementorum
subiiciuntur, aliis Dicasteriis, quorum interest, auditis.

9.

ciariorum Motus Proprii cum ecclesiis particularibus, in qmbus
Sacram Liturgiam ipsi celebrare destderant.

10.
antiﬁcia Com‘missione consulta et consentiente.

]':‘x Aedlbus Vaucams, d:e 18 octobns 1999

Georgms Card Medina Estevez
Franc;scus Plus Tambnrnno
M@mpwa&mm o
: :ﬁb@@

Congragauon for Dmne Wershlp and
the Discipline of the Sacraments
-ane, October 18 1999 .

Prntocol # 14 11!99

General :eply to leteers received whsch pemm to the "Oﬁiaal

Protocol 141 1/99.

general hturgtcal law. The same ho}ds true, wn:h appropmﬂe

the Semnd Ecumenical Council of t.heVauczn

no means s:gnlﬁes that the two fonn.s are. equally aut.horxtamfe

| "The Afflicted Church of God" can freely use this form in private

| faithful.
| 4. Since the contemporary manner of offering [Mass] according to

Replies” of the Cﬂngte@.ﬂon fnr Dmne Warsh:p dated ]uly 3, 1999, .

- or in pubhc in churches and chapels expressly designated for the |

.
1

Hace explanationx’s mittuntur et publici iuris ﬁum:

the Roman Rite is in mnformty with the general liturgical norm,

| let there be no talk about "two rites" or "biritualism.” The con-

cession granted on the basis of the Mot Proprio "The Afflicted
Church of God" protects the livurgical sensibilities of priests and

faithful accustomed to this previous manner; however, it by no

means establishes these persons asa riruai Church

: S - A 1 5:The HolySeeurges bxshopstobe morepauenttowardt.he
Responsa Officialia (Riposte ufficiali) a Congregatione faithful who wish to participate in the sacred liturgy according to
de Cultu Divino publici iuris factae die 3 julii 1999 (Prot. N.
1411/99) minime derogant concessionibus Motu Proprio Ecclesia
De: adﬂzcta datis, sed pressius determinant rectas rationes benefi-

the previous liturgical books, and to keep their sensibilities will-
ingly in mind. Let these faithful, for their part, uphold the teach-
ing of the Second Vatican Council and also recognize with sincer-
ity the legitimacy of the liturgical texts promulgated after the
Ilturglcal renovation and r.hexr conformltyvm:h the orthodox fan:h

6. In dmceses, makmg allomces for dlffcrmg cucumstanoes,
kindness in receiving the faithful who are attached to the previ-

~ous form is expressed either by the designation in certain church-

es of times appropriate for cefebranng the liturgy, or though the
designation of some church, which may be available to these faith-

. ful under the direction of a rector or chapla.m, or even on nccasmn

2. The use of the form Whld’.l preoedes the pestconmlmr liturgical
renovation of the Roman Rite (also called the "traditional” [form],
the"old" [form], the [form] "of St. Pius V," the "classical” [form],
the "Tridentiné" [form]) has been granted, under terms set forth |
in the Motu Pmpno "The Afflicted Church of God," to persons |
and communities who are attached to this form of the Roman -
Rite. This faculty is granted by special indult which, however, by |

13.A person who enjoys the prmlege granted in the Motu Propno I

- thmugb the r.:teauon of a personal pansh

e prevmus form offer [Ma.ss} pubhcly in chumhes or for communi-
o tes which ﬁ_)llow the form in force today, they shouid use the ¢ cnn -

o nf the Roman the, belongs o the Ponuﬁca.l Commmsmn .

| "Ecclesia Dei."

| particular churches, so far as pertains to liturgical celebrations, are

 under the jurisdiction of theCongregation for Divine Worship and

- ': the Discipline of the Sacmmems in consulumun wlth othcr dlcas-_
termaspemnent .

‘But the relatmns of these communities with the

A The Ofﬁclal Replws ("Oﬂic:al chhes“) pubhshzd by th: _
'--Cnngregauon for Divine Worship on July 3, 1999 (Protocol #
| 1411/99) by no means detract from the concessions granted in the

": Motu Proprlo "The Afflicted Church of Goci," but define more
allowances, in regard to the other liturgical books a.ppmved after

precisely the particular relationships of those benefiting from the

| Mot Proprio with the particular c churches in wh:ch thcy desire m

celebrate the Sacred Lmn'gy

10. These explanztlou.s are serlt-a.nd are puhllshed:aftet musulmuon
with the Ponnﬁcal Conmsss:on Ecclesla De1 and with its consent.

]Drgc Candinal Medina Estevez, Prefcct . .
Archbxshop Francesco Pio Tamburrmn, Secnetary




'T;;__bér:e:r understand what points of .view are involved in this
affair, it is helpful to realize that, in France, a great deal more

weight is given the common celebration according to the same

Missal by a bishop and his priests. The French Fraternity mem-
bers in their letter gave two examples of why they want to cele-
brate according to the revised Missal: to concelebrate with their
bishop at the annual Chrism Mass during Holy Week, and also to
“be available to help priests in their geographic region who need
help in making Mass available to the people in that region, the
majority of whom are familiar only with the revised Missal. The
Fraternity Superiors, on the other hand, are mindful of the pur-
pose for their being, the celebration according to the older norms
for the benefit of the people who prefer them. Cardinal Estevez

of the Congregation of Divine Worship is not really breaking any

new legal ground when he affirms that the Fraternity priests have
the legal right to celebrate the new order of the Mass. As priests
of the western Church, they are entitled to the normative way of
celebrating the Eucharistic hturgy in the western rite of the
church. During the 1995 LLA convention, a representative from
the Fraternity acknowledged this in response to a question. But
he also unmedmt:ly descnbeé the issue as one of discipline w:th-
whxch used the old_er stsal expect:d that its members would use
this form of liturgy exclusively. We might also note that the
Fraternity uses the older form of the Divine Office in its daily
prayer, and also administers the Sacraments according to the older

norms. The question ‘of the seminarians, and the discussion of
the Protocol, are only concerned with the manner of celebratmgf
' Mass. The larger issue of how priests, who are members of insti-

tutes which use the old liturgy in their common life, are to sup-

plement this focus with an additional apostolate to the Church at

_iarge, is not _bﬂng conmde:ed here Perhaps thisisa quesuon t.he

mdumwsedeai Thedxﬁierenoelsdic“nmaluse employed,_

thc chmce ofthe 1962 or 1970 edmons ofthe Romsn stsai

'-Issuﬂiczem armnuon:sbﬂngpmdmthespeaalconm ofateia—_
tively new religious order, the Fraternity, that has been in existence |

for only eleven years? Will the criteria that might be useful for
assessing other orders with other apostolates be appropriate here?
Some other questions come to mind. Although we are not particu-
larly familiar with the pastoral needs of French bishops, we wonder,

from our vantage in North America, why it might be so expedient
'forxe]anvelyfewpnutsmbemade available as auxiliaries for dioce-

san duties. If the priests do not regularly celebrate the Novus Ordo,

what does a single annual observance mean, for those who have not
been called upon to assist using the Novus Ordo elsewhere during
the course of the year? A few of the Fraternity priests have indicat-
‘ed an interest in concelebrating the Chrism Mass. Others, who
affirm its validity; are not so interested in this level of participation.
Would it not be appropriate for them to attend in choro? Surely the

presence of priests in the sanctuary can be a sign of ecclesial unity.

‘We know that shortages of clergy in France, as elsewhere, can by try-
ing, but is it necessary to call upon a limited number of priests who
have as their special apostolate a different ritual use of the Roman
Missal? 'Why would this small number of priests be required to assist
the church at large when there seems to be no reciprocal arrange-
ment, out of mutual pastoral concern, for other priests to assist them-
by celebrating according to the 1962 Missal if need should arise? It
is not so easy as one might expect for the typical priest to move back
and forth between Missals, as some of the clergy in the LLA will
attest. The difference in the prayers and ritual gestures of the 1962
Mass can be trying for the typical diocesan or religious priest who is
learning them. It would be equally trying for the priest who would
have to learn to omit them. There was a proposal ten or more years
ago for the erection of a separate Tridentine ordinariate. The pro-
posal, at least in the United States, received considerable support in
petitions that went to Rome bearing many signatures. From a pure-

ly pragmatic point of view a decade later, it would seem that this

would have precluded some of the issues that have arisen this past
summer. If such an arrangement had been made in France, for
example, a bishop would be asking another ordinary for arrange-
ments for sharing priests, without any questions regarding proof of
loyalty. This would be similar to the roles that some priests have

_ where they; for example, serve both a diocese and the U.S. military
| ordinariate. If priests feel 2 need—perhaps a spiritual as well as a pas-

toral need—to celebrate the Mass according to the revised liturgy in
addition to their order's stated purpose, Tridentine, are they perhaps
looking for a vocation which awaits them elsewhere? In the United

States, the Canons of St. John Cantius, Chicago, have declared an |

intention to serve the needs of the faithful in the revised Roman,

 Tridentine, and even Byzantine modes of Eucharistic and ather

sacramental administration. Could this be a guide for a similar new
organization of priests in Eumpe? Agam, these are just oonjemses
ofalay bystande:. Ean e :

- To summarize, we are hopeful that éppropnate acuonwﬂl
bctakenmthmgmﬂmthermcollfthosemnwmﬂirmlmwhat.
adssuncuvcblesswgthe'lhdenunefonnomeumdmsewho
pmferltandthespeaalmns;dcrmonsmqmmdmmmmwthe
needs of this segment of Catholicism. We pray for an outcome that

 safeguards the special mission of the Fraternity and indeed all reli-

gmus who have chosen to serve the needs of traditional Catl:mllcs

LETTERS TO THE EDITOR

: LA-afwa}u‘, letters 1o the editor of the L.L.A. Newsletter are wel-

come. We especially invite our members to contribute local news abous

Latin-liturgy-related events and their views on matters of interest to our
membership. There are many talented specialists in our Association:
liturgists, musicians, and educators, including Latinists. We hope to

hear from you.
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