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i h ^ ^ S i l ^ i ^ V ^ T ^ ' C M i o n W"pointedlip the 
™5^! , !Sf !^_^^. •*_ « » »«* difficulty fojtibe priest of proclainv EwAarifttc Prayersftf to* section 
nfL-jUtf 4fa§sjjalli§^ttMbZCaiiott 

"Three alternatives tothe Venerable 
Soman eocharlsUe prayer^were vt* 
leased by the Vatican on May 33, 

Canon that isthe sameHay after day. 

words 
after. 

of institution, some 

(d) The-Hstr'Of'faints is too long 
and not sufficiently universal— 

"prayers of-grateful praise-tor Cfod for 

-axMipr-̂ in^Ghrist.-t . < • - - • 

?X 

.::: 

— 

• 
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; ; » _ ^ - ; L ^ : 
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iBewMe of t their diversity, com­
parative brevity, newness 0 f phras­
ing WA; richness of expression, 
they should move priests and peo­
ple a step further toward under-
standablejsj* effecUveLcelefaraUon -, 
of the Eucharist _ _ _ 

The following notes (the first of 
a series^ the Courier Journal will 
present)-wewglprepared by tin* 

V 

Even tfie^redtation o£ something 
sacredlcan become monotonous. 

_«"•_,. _ , , , v N - ( e ) TJiefcL_iaran-exaggerated and 
_ ~^e_Eu<3«arisl^3""gr]eat mys- repetitipus emphasis on "theofr tery. lis meaningfulness cannot be 

exhausted in any .one- Eucharisic 
Prayer, however beautiful. Hence a 
plurality of Eucharistic Prayers is 

^JLesirableu^ach one-give'-a new-in=-
-sight, a new perspective mto the 

- mygtery.~~^= ——— 

fenng of the gifts which tends 
w _ t(L obscure -tlurfact that what ,,-

we offer in the Mass is Christ \ 
our Lord and ourselves with 

— Him. 

III. Basic Structure! of the New Eu-
'•.'.. charistlV Prayers: -•»•-

-frTtfeface(not' so much ah intrc?-
ductiph;~but ff pTOClaftaaon—praef' 
fatiumh-Arhymn^f^gratefill -praise-
offered to Gwi-for-Jwhat-He-has^one.-

, 5. The Memorial acclamation—the 

Acclamations -are extremely useful 
ig helping the people re-focus their 
attenii6n. They also enable the whole 
assembly'to participate 4ihore active­
ly in tiie prayer, The acclamation, is 
a conscious.- statement, of-the assem­
bly'^ Faith, i , : -

3. The Roman Canon — venerable 
and traditional though it is — has 
certain limitations. — — 

' II. General Notions on the New 
Eucharistic ̂ Prayers 

DlocesafitTl^turglcal - CSmHIssron 
for the U i y s broader appreeta. 
^ M p P i l ^ "are' I* 

trodueed in parish worship. _ The 

(a) It lacks unity: i t gives the im-
—dBSg^S^^^-gXflfcprayers 

put together rather tfiah-a-sih7 
gle .prayer. • 

1. Designation of the New Prayers: -
They are not called new "canons." 

;T^e^r4--canon?ldmeajttSra^3£ed^0^e=== 

2. Sanctus — the f fist acclamation 
pi the people. ., '.;. 

. 3. The Consecratory Invocation r-
-asking-God-to^ess-and -consecrate-
the g i f t . - - - ' v •'•--

This Work oft "sanctifying'.', the 

NEW JEUCHABISTIC PRAYERS 
I. Reai»nf^fj#~ flew Eucharistic 

^tcit invocatioirot"" 
' lesis^coins=== 

to be followed—Since the-EuchlMtK'-

"only one form, such a designation is 
inaccurate. The wora,'can6n,'lfiay be 

Tretaihed for" Roman Canon, which is 
^Q^^alled^lSuehaipistt^r^er-t.^^^^ 

gifts and t hose W h o - s h a m m ' them-fa 
the-worfc^f^e"B^y^Splrit^ar«idhe 

^epiclesis^fe^n^expMcit^e^uestr-tor 
the Father to send His Spirit -upon 

. the gifts. • '— . - - ^ - -

2__ffi^JisJte3Btili£Bidejtr^tst.usx;.;, 
proclaim the mysterjyjrf faith." * 

Acclamation of the people: "Christ 
his died, Christ is risen, Christ-will 
come again^' 

67~The Memorial Prayer (anam­
nesis) and the offering — we have 
the .cQmlftand,/"Do.ihis»liri-memoa5L;-^. 
of me^-and the offering (of Christ • 

==3Hdnjf^rarsete55)7"^—-•:--—^- - — = — 

fruit of Chfist'f §acriffoe is"his Spirit. 

ture there should come the'prayer ------
^or a fruitful cpmmunion,_namely the -, 
second pajt_ofJihe_epicle>is (invoca­
tion). • \ \->. ; "• \ . 

_'./' Normally this -epiclesis bfees-ifte.^ r_ 
•Eorm of, a prayer, that the Holy Spirit 

; might transform those who communi-—-— 
" eate-in^e^fferttg^h^-so^feey-mayrr-
venter more fully into the-mysterjror 

Christ1s-death and resurrection which 
are being celebrated. It̂  is" through 
this integration mtcTthe mystery of"" 

"; "CfirtsTT -thatTTur_TecorictH?flon with" 
the Father is expressed and achieved, 
and this, is why we often find an ac-

-cent-on-uni^y-ln the"^pidesls.- -:;x-: 

Kijirt^tfe* ) i^S i^a^B 

- > 1 

— In^-ebedienee—to—the-eommand~ of 
Christ,, the -Church presents to the 

IFather the memoriaL-of XJhrisfs-sav» 

i ; ^ ^ i i ( ^ b j f the vernacular in the. 

monr iarisjto^ Trt u r-g? c a l 
anaphoras^ 

-(c) The various intercessory pray-
,!ers are arranged in an unsatis­
factory way: some before- the 

2. they are ̂ sometimes called 
"anaphoras'̂  (Gk. layyig on, le;,tthe 
laying of the gifts on the altar.) 

3. The best term for .these- pray­
ers Js "Eucharistic Prayer." They are 

.^LTheJLnstitationJSfarrattve-twhich 
at-the-^irection-of^Pope EauL will 
be the same in the .three new Eu­
charistic prayers. The words are com-" 
monly referred, to as the words of 
consecration. However we should not 
ignore" the consecratory nature-Ofthe-
eucharistic prayer as a whole. 

ing work: it is the objective re-pre-' 
sentation of his. sacrifice of himsell 
for man, his death, his resurrection, 
the whole paschal mystery of Christ's 
passing over from death to life. 

7. The Communion htvocatioir^==-
ffering-this-sacrifice,, the Church 

_desires to share in its fruits and the 

—STTBg Intercessions •••**•• for-the-
-Ghur^hj-fOBr-the-dead- (No specific 
pause to remember the living and-
the dead is indicated, but this may 
be done.) -.. -

\ 

9. The Commemoration of fhe~ 
saints-=-shorter ahdlmore generai;.: 

10. The Concluding Doxology .— 
same-fp.r all four .Eucharistic Pray-

-ersV-The ''Allien1'- after the doxology 
is the third acclamation of the peo­
ple. 

$£*'.. 

raw-

Ah ifiquiring reporter outside any 
parish church inithe. diocese after Sun­
day 'MasirwQ4ild readily disoover^that 
reactions td thelocal liturgy are neitfieF 

-t^aa-reepvering from an operation 
and am home, but as usual, am late 

ship experience less inspiring than they 
had been led .to hope by the reformers. 

.The. ajrival and the fdrm ;bf TOO new 
-=T>rayers carry out a basic principle "Of 

-opinion- Gontrary—to-his-own, -whether. 
he is another layman, or a priest^or 

- .A^i^SPl-
^rWfcs to XefosTT can send you 

a copy of my letter to America. It 
was an objection to a""jmide letter 
mocking the Scriptural RosaryrBook-

°. let advertisement. "ThT letter was 
also printed in bur own Courier-

i>py nor Wt<nMiBWBr~-
There are individuals in every parish 

who dolefully criticize every, step of re-

Rome is not deaf to the laity's di-
-^ided feelings; even-Uiougli it seems 
slow in permitting ffieT step? many deF 
sire to bring an-actual and theological 

newal attempted by their pastors in 
line with the Vatican Council decisions. 

^Tlie—tl^aditionalists- are-still—unperv 
suaded. • 

animation7fo^ReywrwFflturgyrButit 
has pledged .itself to ""no ihnovarions 
unless the goooTorthe^Church genuine­
ly and, certainly require the 

the post-Council Hturgy^texts-and-rites-. 

faith and should encourage active par-
"ea^S6n~witlrnuiid^^n^"^roicerThe7 
~new prwer§,"says-6¥e!Mcpert, {<¥re de. 
signed to shine "forth in atrue mood of 
simplicity and clariry- and-ihllerms of 

spiritual-excit 

with my Christmas cards. I saw a let- i„„».n!,i 
ter~you have -written' in AMERICA ™r— w u m a i -= 
some monthi ago and' disagreed most The" points 

-vehemently with you, but didn't-have an irritation at the letter scoffing 
ime-tff^wgtB—Snrtm-Tlay 1 hope to" at the ScrMuM^iarXLJX^ ̂ geep-

merging Laymen, the JChurch still 
biesses*the'rosary and other- devo­
tions to Our Lady, The Church en­
courages visits; to the Blessed Sac­
rament and private prayer. The 
Church teaches that the Sacrificial I'A 

embraced were:—it 

. look" it up | again and lell you why. 

Therevare also inatviduals who dis-
, .^^ i„ J ^ T « * « +i,»i. « « • — ' reluct. 

yestigation that is "theological, histori­
cal and pastoral" justifies them. (Con^ 
stitonLit. art. 23). ' 

nient." 

"Life- keeps ^having its ups and"^ 
downs. One of my ups was the CCD-
cohference at Bridgeport in~August. 
Fantastic! I am now principal of one 
of' puiTtSuT^ehools~ofTelrgion in the 

-parish-wth—2&_teacheis and—about_ 
_I5iLpupUs 

ticism that charity". motivated that 
letter: 3) the example of a thirtyish 
professional woman whorwrgl 
rosary_has been a special devotion^ 
of mine for years. But the"ScHplur¥F 
passages bring a light so beautiful 
that- it is; almost-a brand- new- dis-

- -covery . . ' =—-—-——-*.-' — 

Banquet is truly a sacrifice. 
"A few months ago I read "The 

Spirit of Renewal", pubhshed. by 
the NGGM. It is "utterly ancTsub-
mergingly slanted. The whole book 

Ts-^otzfiirjiigft^with^-querulc^n^^ 
"It so completely submerges___thej' 
'T;mircTr's"~te"acTung "that the Mass is 
a sacrifice as well as a banquet, that 
to me it reads^like a denial^Of »re-

Junedi-J!athbJiic teaclinTg l̂ThTs l̂booK: 

It may be some weeks before the par­
ish missals contain the new Eucharistic 

t̂ancfeftb move faster in bringing more ; 
lay activi^niodern musical fonus-and-
meanmgfulfeeUngto-parlsh worship; 
:The^aMhlWiird7^f!6jaer-p^^ 
^hic3ej^B|ssJy.C„tiJaajthjtot^_^^ 

The4argei^ffdle^grwp^FparisbP^ 
"ioifers^would^proibably .apeaJr^Nm^ 

provement Tn' ffielr iji 
. . — '- Saerifie»^iih'L_ ___. 

altar was turned around, f 

j_J^^|i^titsMB-i^1^1* ^ey 
- s i ^ a - B f e ^ d ^ ^ f e ; ^ like 
thfeGlorirand Creedtogether/that lay-
mjti read the Epistle and youth gets an 
occasional chance, for. ft>lk-song. They 
passively, accept what the'priests 

-decide • -whilflF--admitting that the 

Prayers'or pastors have them mimeo­
graphed forll&Sut there should be no 

This w<*k into this condlUon of 11-
targlcaf''1 passivity and restlessness 
comesJsol ingwei^ttre^^ delay mihe"duty OfThe^parishpriestr 
charistk Prayers »nd eight n«w Pref- to provide explanatipn of these new 
»ce»Jiiake*debntmW»ariihilturgy. variations ofthe Roman Canon. 

^tlioTeifiH^^min?C^ttWi(^feomposcd- renewed Intellectual part in the par-
,pefore 600 AJ). and since abont JlOO' - ish community's worship wlU need to 

rs teach 

Janine has always challenged my 
soul to debate. So I wrote with a big, 
smile, which i hope she will recog­
nize in the letter. —-

- -Deair-Janitte;— . "'"" 
"Do" I sense in your letter that 

subtle hostility of the Submerging 
taa-with^whieh I am-somewliat-

liturgy renovations seem contrived, the 
JLexts monotonous afad the whplĉ wor̂ -

will be supplemented (but not eliffil-
- . na ted) . ' • . ._ ...7_. 

The official reasons "given *6r this 
notable advance are intriguing: the 
new Eucharistic Prayers ("canon'* is 
put) are^ered^b«K»userof^monotony 
of repeUtton^'^antidote for e.xperi-' 

• menUtion'V^^teexh^ustibleinystery-

=&Tn!BSr3=A=^bmer^f^ 
define-as^—an emerged-layman^who 

-_JKOJald_sjtt3k_^eryone jurhaJholds .an 

"Now, I know your competence 
and your faith. That you should be 
the principal, of a -C^D. school' in-

. dicates that you are using your tal­
ents. I consider CCD one of the 

_ first needs of the contemporary 
_ TRurch. »"• .'• 

Howevery^your avb'̂ ed vehemence, 
^ presumably about the rosary, makes 

—me-̂ wonder-:-— • 

isimpart of CCD literature! 
"I am sending you Iwo books'^s 

a gift. Qne is the "Scriptural-Ro­
sary." If the rosary—has-lost—its-de*— 
votion for yourself, at least you as 
a teacher will be able to help those 

~whondo love it. 
"The^econd is new: /Ts.Tt the 

Same Church?" by Frank -Sheed. 
Please read the last ^chapter first. 

——- -- . . . . s 7 7 3 H — : •—=•• •— - y r . fi'̂ '-^Trxn— 

'ilf—'your QCD_ program is true 
renewal I-am-glad-lf it entertwiiiel 

It is entitled, "Sunrise or Sunset", 
and I think you will liave sympamF 
for the bookF^ , 

of, theijiudiartst" and "defects in the 
. Roman Canons — ^ ^ ^ 

tarnish 
beauiifulJewltHeme^ 
and praise, and provide concepts of-
memorial and petition we have so. 
long disregarded in the old Canon. 

In themselves the new canons-majr-
seem as.change-just for-the-sake-of 
cbangerJButrthey are "a hlstoric"forwaTd 
step for individual _Christian„uhder-

-standiBg—as well' lis for community identity with the loving. Saviour whom 
-we-offer=to=God at eadrM; 

r -

Moon Vdyage aiiit Youths' Revolt 

L 
% Father P. David Finks 

On Friday^ DecT* 27, 1968,- the 
names "of MaacdTPoTo, Christopher 
Columbus and Terdinand Magellan 
were::d^opped^dbwh three spaces in 
Who's Who Among World Explorers 
.to accommbdate^Uie moon voyagers, 
Franfc-Borinan; Jamefr Loyell, and' 
WilUahi Anders. 

Everyone is aware that there-is a 
sizeable minority o f young people 
caught up in ja" serious revolutionary^ 
ferment Organized and unorganized, 
they are visible and audible and 
frightening W established Society -

_frem^Ja1?an7to-Mexicorf^romrPrague— 
to S,anvFrahcisco. \_ • 

|efer--*eservatipns tyft B j ^ 
fc" — havs^^lwuV^aw^ploration prioriT 

V.Tj*rtx in the social sciences say 
that this phenomenon cannot be dis-

Their whole lives have been lived 
under tber^adow"of~thennonuclear 
destruction. • 

The Church, leaders and faithful 
laity, is massively ignored by the 

^lite^FTanr^yolMahfeople. Onr ec* 
-cleslastical concern with quantity in 

church attendance and numbers of 
r e n i n s lfocattonsj both decreasing, 

-still-hidesHfroin ns the mpre^gerions 

,1 

m. 

thrffl 
{uWTheTtrii__t . . -
is a sign of hope^in-tiie^uman-spirit. 

M a n e * year beglh»; I think that 
w e should evaluate the youthful 
revPlution JST our society with the 
same enthusiasm and pride as the 
fantastic loyagesOf Apollo 8. — 

^i^ssed=«=the-age-old^emporary? re-. 
,raye men -^gfliotishe^m-pHhTTher^is 

i0^^—?mlHe^r^ind^eteiininationr"about~ 
basic human valuesHh^isHfar-deep-' 
e^ ttan^ra^tipnalnsrowing-Tjains 
and idehtity'prbblemSr,.---. ^ ; . 

The young American^radicals have s 
for the nibst^part^lSeeh-brbught Up 
in tt^ddleKjiaas, p^»st-war affiaence. 

loss of ihe brightest and the best of 

—it%ey=charge-us-with-hypoerisy-and 
^condemn ug~by^tiieir—indifferenceir 
,TH0yuhaveLTio-,o:uarrel witlr^udaeO' 

CfirlS^l^Wues: They are wnunilr 
ted to these values of human love 

" aiid freedom, iifieniipiriof the per-. 
son, individual rights and -trust in 
onci's-fellowmah. They hear ehttrch-

. me|ntfinr~anwi,t ilrese ^ u e | r t t t t * 

..cahBot^see the-.church^^ctiagapn^it& 
cOhcern^bhi-D.-Rockef eller HI In 
atreceht^i i^-- in ^ttuiday^Bjsvlew: 
quotes' a young man as saying: "There 

^^^^iijiu.)>^gRniiinft=^iiiaous^ravival g^ " , —,.L-.i 

onrrb«t^the?^h^chH i s niiSjttngbggE: 
bliti" 
. The young radical sees the Church 
as the chaplain of the establishment 
paralyzed with institutional anxietiesr 

'^difeTaul has named Bishop Joseph Hoeffnter of Muenster as coadjhtor, 
""' " ~ :<^lffgheT^^ir-^ncceed-

J»oi«plrCardtaal-Frlngs upon his-retirem 
-n rf - a ^ / - requested- Vatican pe] 

to pfa^iefcandtw^rshipjffk^ -
pert aha~ctergŷ .--arê ^ unvidllmg to put 
theirif U y # " I M feptiwtions oh the 

- '#i#t<*;enjinge a jSocJeiy^wb^h ignores^ 
the poor, the Blacks, the migrants, 

L™: Jii^y^^S^e^mfWm by war~ 
al Frings has already twice ahl c^Meroial c^lojayisnl 

for retirement 
tomr^wlBianchTl^s^esTgi^ 
Kong because of health reasons, He h»d withdrawn his resig-
nation list"yeirlo_bJe~vvitti~fiis^dfocete-~when Communisl 
inspired disturbances broke out s A ^ father Edward S. 
SnrtaTsJ^_ha* t>«m awarded ttc-AmencanjCathoIic Assp 
ciation'stop prize for scholarship for his book "The WorkT 
and Days ofTTohn Fisher'' T^. The use, oTTewislTreligious 
. j y ^ l s ^ h ^ f e f p ^ i J ^ t a ^ cdii^ 
demned by the Americah J(ewi«|( Congress as "offensive""' ^ " 

J^^tfie_!eMmoy|nflsl£|howahat: 

ofoujf, felKiwman as are our youlg 
<ndttiĉ V-Pi#̂ ttien' iWill there be the 

lillH^^ic^wns^fcniatuffc 
J»erieiclr#lttt ?<#tiMul dynamism', 

~^po|plia* se#^# r iMs e with. -ntoral^ 
" ^ ^ ^ i i ^ ^ Inistitufidnal'•'. power as. 

'^^^"^iEl^^^fofe-social:. 

\pi Archbishop James P. Davis of iSan l̂ to, NM, has endorsed . -exDWe^iie^lliB^'^ •'• 
, — - ^ •. i . . ^ . ^ • o ^ W » i ^ n i & 8 t e a 
a proposal forInstate income tax surcharge tq^aid the Al- r'., ^»&:-0j0^mM:^^^Al^^M^ 
buqucrque public achool .ystcm . , , Le-ard H. Skoglond ^ i ^ M ^ ^ ^ ^ M ^ ^ 

•xrwlisi'"---^•-..'.•. \ „ v . •••'"' --i -?'i''r' -\'~ :},• 
I v <- . •• f . ' .'^ . - ^ v . -. j j v .. *•,,•',,• .-. •? 4- v ! A, 

Cardfcaal 

___ JW»P J j r ^ yj£ presideirt of annwwhl«i"too1 a<ceasorier5ttisin 
Jois bean elected head'of the, 43,CKXHnembei„Notre Dame Alumni Association., 

,ij»_4~—t ^ _ — _ - , — , — t o - _ ^ J } . , „.i>..,-f,1, . .„•.. , 1 -^ . . . . . ,...,-,1 

;; .'/- Drif% Pepsj: cold^thg-cblder the better. Pepsi-Colas'taste 
was created lor thec6l37That spep ;f tpsi taste coimel 

^ J - j l g l j y ^ tasteihat never 
T - ^ i y e s ' o y t before your thirst gives in. Pepsi pours it on 

-m. . V » r v i y r t - ' » w 

0t»^Mr.bv-iP«B*i-C6la C o 

W': ^^-\V-¥ V 

! : M . 

/ • • • ' 

! • / 

ids of Elri»Tr<| fmd.Rocliaster'urKJer appoi^m^nt from Pepsibo.1. ihc'l NtfwVo.-kVN.Y.v • f-1 
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