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Even the most :conseryative jand liberal ex.tremJSt,s, in
the.Church fifid themselves in unusual agreement on the.-
problems:. .mdny young people begin in high school to
chafe against fétter{ldig\g:Mass; “ohce they leave home] they
cease attendafice-altogether - whicly suggests that{ their
only motive
teinal: fear df parental sanctions or hurt feelings! Fur-
thermore, ma
any opinioh:of an_organized Chiirch as ipso |facto.
reactionary, i:rrelevant or old fa:shion‘ed’.‘

But have they really “left” the Church? One’s ba
doesn’t - disappear after so ‘many Masses missed] Ad-
mittedly, onelhas to continue ta pay His-dues at a country
club to; remain a member, arnd one would think a
Catholic Would have to reaffirmithe commitments of his
Baptism. at the Eucharist at least frequently (even if not
weekly) té beiconsidered-still a f;nemb:er.
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But we are nottalking about a club here; we are talking
about a family — the sons and daughters of God| The
criterion is not the paying of dyes. a%en’ if the son never
writes home, 'even if he ignores the needs of his parents,
he is still a son — however prodigal.. The nori-practicing
Catholic has not left the Church Any more than such a
son has left the family. The reason is simple: he cannot.

In the imhage of Oné who knows, they are naot ex-

members; they are strays, - v ... i

‘

Let us be rid-of .l;hps,e .cfubby, ins;ilutional, cor oraté
images which;seém to imply that if one does not aftend
Mass he is,no longer in the family. God created saints for

- thousands. of -years before Baptism.ot Mass existed, and

grace is' not given on'a .‘membefs only” basis. Hearing
that, however, many youngsters reply, “Fine! .If jgood
non-Catholicsican make it without Mass, s6 can I'} And
“make it” usually means merely avoiding a_(debatable)
hell way in the future;. This indicates, once again} that

-they, too; ‘have-limitedithemselvesi-to-the:institutional

images of . the' Christiaﬁ;CQMmunity;--c;!,pes. meetings,
memorized rules;exclusivity, blackballing” | = . <} |7 .
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-t as

sons and daughters,- or ‘a5 members. 6f the superjalive -
Bady of Christ, or as the communal Spouse of God.
Church¥pta
times, but, sofrichow théy never truly -,reg%
facter may. be. that' theireality théy encounter.in
everyday Chufeh’sob

They.do not seem to see{:lemsel"ves - in‘any wajl

Y

. those explanations so. much egrlier-
than they could undeérstand. tl{ém,‘-‘t{l;tat' they built..

~—+

ave
become meaninigful- Still another .teason: thay be. thiat,

despite thpse ejxplapatipns, theii:: parents-andipastors’ seg‘ )
only the institutional imyages [when it .came dowpn to

rh -ae,

“ actual practice: “you'll go tojhell,” /“what. will péople”

think,” “the pope says.” Hinallq,.'glet us all admit tha} the

institutional images are ‘far easier for.our pragmatic
N i

minds to deal with --lines.of authority, bylaws,.per ,altieg ]

— than- the.,,,see_minglyk more “airy™. i?{r’nages ot Peop 676
God, Body, Spouse. Memorizing. rules is | easier. thar
understanding the love ot God dnd n%‘i‘ghb‘or.f ) T

Most of the “stray” members of!our family still,de
believe in God. What they reject is not God but| the-
organized Church as a means to %explress;and enrich that
belief. They don't comprehend! the inexorable logical
consequences of that belief: graﬁitgde;‘r service; worship.
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r-worship.all along ‘has been sheerly, ex- -

tism

lies the X a:l.i,Aﬁéfhé%r factor may

_are disinterested in or-Openly host ile to -

This rejection results from a whole
comipléx of factors. — not merely from
the - disappearance of the catechism as a

- pedagogical tool nor from-the doctrinal flab-
biness.of religious educators.
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All would-agree that a major cause of the
disruption in the Church in recent years is

the disappearance of uniformity. There was :

a day when all priests gave the same doctrine-an

" penances, or they were silenced. Outside the home;’

primary focus of one's..identity was the]
neighborhood and parish. 1t was reassuringly clear

cut, simple, uncomplicated. 1

\

The major flaw in this nostalgia is that one can%f- 3

go home again. Even the prodigal sen returned home °

to a new situation. We can't recreate the Church of 1948 '\

or the Church of 8 A.D. simply because the world in
which the People of God must now work has changed
almost beyond recognition, just since the disciplined and
frugal years of World Warll. : )

We cannot deny the triumph over our children’s;minds
by materialism .and its salesmen, Who have billions of
dollars. for propaganda against our loaves and fishes.
They offer in our very homes - freely, without control,
every five minutes — promiscuity, self-aggrandizement,
and above all covetousness and greed. The Enemy is the
same as he was.in 1948, but now he has metamorphosed
into a very slick, powerful, attractive and omnipresent
Friend. He entertains:us each night — all for the small fee
of listening for two minutes out of every 15 to his doc-
trine of acquisitiveness.

If Booth Ta'r'i_cing{on wrote Seventeen today, he’d have

to. call.it Twelve. We are. dealing with. a very politely

skeptical group of youngsters now, who feel they've been

‘bamboozled once too'often’ - by their parents, presidents
" and popes: As a result, from puberty onward. a

teenager's greatest fear is being "uncool,” taken in,
“hoaxed.*And onéhas probleins getting a cynic to make an
* act of faith.. B

For better or ill, as.indi\\}idual_s and as a Church, we
have grown up. The warm ard reassuring Catholic

ghetto” is gone. For all' kigds of reasons -- some
“apostolic, sothe selfzserving e have -adapted to the

pluralistic society infhich we live.-On'the one*hand; if-
.. ‘'we had refused adaption for the sake of aloof uniformity,

the missionary Church would have been as apostolically
ineffective in America as the Hasidic Jews. On the other

- hand, though, our concessions to Caesar and materialism

even in our parishes and schools have threatened the
credibility of the root Christian Message; God is more

" imiportant thanany creature, and our brq_tl;fxers and sisters

-* aremore important than our own self-protectiveness.
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«  Orthodoxy is easier in an insulated ghetto. But wkien
- our Founder sent us out into the world, he sent us out to

+  cope with pluralism -- what the Hebrews coped with in

. Canaan and what Paul coped with in Corinth. Since the
*. morning: -of . Pentecost, the: Church has foresworn the
. coziness.of the enclosed Upper Room. . y
But in‘the de-ghettoized, pluralistic society to which we
are sent, one’s act.of faithtin Christ and His Church must
be freely and.autonomously chosen, or else it cannot
" survive "the assault 'of so -many other powerful and
,contrary pojnts-of view. One cannot survive in a debate
.at NYU jor- Berkeley with nothing mare than an un-
critically memorized.and accépted catechism of answers.
It -is.;nok; their: mémorized, literalist quotations of scrip-
tur.af‘chapt‘er‘s‘and verses ‘which make the fundamentalist
student-crusades so successful today: it is'the manifest joy
and-enthitsiasm of their lives and their love for Jesus.

" Whateber:brings ‘back- our “strays,” it. must be as
- poweEf

OWEf hem as:the.thousands of hours those same
-children-have béen: taught to. covet — beginning before

* “they were old enough to Tead. Is the love we show for

¢ structures.of religious.law. -

Jesus and his-Church a;s po‘lW',erful. as that?

", It, is toolish’ to blame this softness with pluralism on
Vaticar. . Wé-can “blame™only our Founder who sent us
oufinfe theincomfortably diverse highways and hedges,

~ andi.on St. Paul: who was. comfortable with “Jew or

‘Greek, male: or female, slave or free.”As long as one
grappled to himself the. heart of the Gospel, everything
else could: be- discussed, ‘even -- and especially — the

& other ‘major: »pi"olilé&m- which resulted from this
rgence from-theswomb.of Catholic uniformity is the
iloss-of :symbols. Our identity is predicated ‘not
olir-differences: 0

nas;<benedictions;copes,
w, -alas| these symbols
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of secondary|importance; what is primary is the-relation
of God .and his people. The Church. existed before the
symbols; the|loss of the-eld symbols-is not a-loss of the
reality they attempted to embody. ‘

However, |leaving behind our ‘old.-andgenuinely
lamented uniformity and clearly visible ideritity involved
a far mare setious loss: the “old" Mass was very often a
truly mystica) experience, for the individual and for the
group. It résponded to-a genuine awe angwonder within
us in the presence,of the. overwhelming:Go :
become jone of us. The Latin,~the thoirs; the rich| vest-
‘ments served & very real and upliftinig-function. But'here,
too, there were selfdeceptive ﬁa_ﬁvs. The Latin Mass was
uniformly uni t:elligiblg “all But a.few; the choirs ‘rnade
Mass an-essentially passive:experiénce;.therich vestments
belied the Message of its Foundeér,' who. was content with
a feedbox f.o;j:hié; first monstrance.” = -
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Many:fourd to thei?‘éﬁrpfise,ehqwévér;}t’hat-in making
the Mass intelligible, we have made 1t: -~ in’ vety many
instances -- dull.; Its effectiveness-now depérids not-on the
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