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= tional
# pleased with initiatives de-
g sigred to enhance rever-
#ence for the Eucharist.

Regréssive liturgical
changes rumored

j-; about a proposed new Vati-
i can document that was
# leaked to the press. It would
5 forbid the use of girls as al-
Y tar servers, except whern no

boys are readily available,

g and also prohibit applause

and dancing during liturgi-
cal services.
To be sure, someone in

may need to warn the pope
against any longer allowing

¥ the congregation to applaud
% him when preaching or up-
@ on entering and leaving St.
¥ Peter’s before and after
Mass — or anywhere else.

And if any of the African

§ bishops should propose hav-
€ ing another papal Mass in
8 the African style, complete
g with dancing and drums, the

;{ step in to forbid such un-
¥ seemly distractions from
5 the sacred rites.

Other reported items in

B the directive include the re-
B quirement of bowing just
8 before the reception of Holy
¥ Communion. One would ex-
¥ pect many so-called tradi-

Catholics to be

% There are ways to compen-

. sate for the added time.

8

They could follow the ex-

§ ample of their forebearers
# in the “good, old days” be-
% fore the Second Vatican
8 Council, and sit in the back
# pews for Mass, slipping
§ away quietly after the taber-
¥ nacle door has been closed
2 and beating the traffic out of

FatherRichardMcBrien

Essays in Theology

the parking lot.

Regarding the threatened
prohibition of altar girls,
many Catholics have ex-
pressed the fear that the
Vatican seems intent on
turning back the clock on a
change that has been gener-
ally popular. Giventhe trag-
ic sexual-abuse crisis, one
wonders how prudent it is to
seek to enforce a boys-only
policy for altar servers.

+ But why would the Vati-
can’s restorers of early-
20th-century liturgical cus-
toms stop there? Why would
they not choose to revive
several otherpre-Vatican I1

practices?
It could be mandated, for
example, that all new

churches have at least four
side altars for private Mass-
es, while older churches
could be given a reasonable
grace period for redesign-
ing their floor plans. Cathe-
drals, on the other hand,
would have at least eight
side altars, as in the early
decades of the last century.

Yet .another mandate

~ could restore the Commu--

nion rails to remind the laity
that their place is in the

pews, not the sanctuary.

Women and girls could
once again be expected to
have their heads covered
whenever in church. A
handkerchief pinned to the
hair would be allowed as an
alternative to a hat, but only
in cases of emergency.

Fo show the connection
between the Eucharist and
Mary, highlighted in the
pope’s recent encyclical on
eucharistic devotion, there
could once again be a public
recitation of the rosary dur-
ing the celebration of the
parish Mass on the week-
days of May and October.
(Pope Paul VI's discourage-
ment even of the private
recitation of the rosary dur-
ing Mass would be rescind-
ed.)

‘To speed up the process
on weekends, the distribu-
tion of Holy Communion
would begin, as in the pre-
Vatican 11 years, immedi-
ately after the consecration,
with the assisting priests us-
ing hosts reserved in a side-
altar tabernacle. Needless to
say, no lay people — and cer-
tainly no women — would be
authorized to distribute
Communion, much less even
touch the host.

~ Benediction of the Bless-
ed Sacrament would imme-
diately follow the last Sun-
day Mass, and be conducted
three times a week in every
convent chapel.

And these are just for
starters.

Father McBrien is a profes-
sor of theology at the Uni-
versity pf Notre Dame.

Column fails
Iogical review

To the editor:

Theresa Borchard’s col-
umn against premarital co-
_habitation (*First comes
love — then cohabitation?”,
Oct. 23) takes some pretty
shaky logical leaps. Per-
haps, as she says, cohabitors
do “value their individual-
ism more than do noncohab-
itors,” but that’s most likely
a value they brought with
them to the relationship. In
fact, it probably helped to
make them the kinds of peo-
ple who tend to cohabit in
the first place! Where is the

evidence that, by itself, co-

habitation breeds a sense of
individualism where it had
previously been absent?

Similarly, maybe “cohab-
iting couples (are) poor com-
municators, less effective at
conflict resolution,” but how
does merely living unmar-
ried together turn previous-
ly good communicators and
-conflict resolvers into poor
ones?

Are married couples any
better communicators and
conflict resolvers than the
unmarried? In the better
marriages, maybe, but we
all know “blessed” unions in
which both parties have
long since abandoned any
hope of resolving conflicts
and now live together in
separate shells that no rea-
sonable person could regard
as sacred. And I think most
of us know cohabitors who
seem to communicate far
better than certain mar-
rieds.

Oddly, nowhere in Ms.
Borchard’s essay does she
characterize cohabitors as
“living in sin,” a designation
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which not long ago would
have formed the first foun-
dation of any argument
against premarital cohabita-

tion.
Peter Dzwonkoski
Westmoreland Drive
Rochester

Wrong to
judge parish

To the editor:

Now that Thomas Horan
has raked over the parish-
ioners of St. Jude’s Church

for all the diocese to ridicule

(“Wasn't drive responsibili-
ty of everyone?”, Oct. 23), a
couple of comments should
be made. First, he complains
that, as a faith-filled com-
munity, 79 percent of the
parishioners did not con-

tribute to the “Partners in -

Faith” campaign. Evidently,
Mr. Horan does not really
understand how faith-filled
the parish community really
is. If he did, he would realize
that many parishioners see
the campaign as supporting
that which is alien to their
consciences. They know that
the sum of the funds raised
by the campaign will do
good, but they also know that
some of that money will also
be used for purposes which,
in their minds, are not good.
They are, then, obeying their
consciences.

To clarify this for Mr. Ho-
ran, allow me to use the
words of Bishop Raymond
Burke of LaCrosse, who, in
explaining his ban of the
Crop Walk in his diocese,
said, “It is important to re-
call that our cooperation
with another must be moral-
ly good in all of its aspects.”
To many in St. Jude’s parish,
financial cooperation in the
renovation of the cathedral
or donating to St. Bernard’s
Institute may very well fall
into that category.

The people of St. Jude’s
are good people, and they do
not deserve to be placed un-
der a magnifying glass to be
examined by the entire dio-
cese as to whether or not
they passed “God’s test.” It
is not for Mr. Horan to do
this, just as it is not for Fa-
ther Richard McBrien to de-
cide when and why the Holy
Father should resign. In this

~ respect, I felt that it was
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quite appropriate

¢ McBrien column an
£ ran letter should a
| the same page and

to one another.
George A. Go
Lare
R

Christ wi

'guide chi

To the editor:

In the October 2:
the Catholic Courie;
a column by Father
McBrien calling for
ignation of John Pai

I am appalled

" Catholic paper wot

an article such as tt
cially when two oth
papers — one seculi
rejected similar art
this same priest. He
mits this.

He claims, “If Joh
were to resign wh
capable of making a
and conscientious ¢
he could assume
among the truly gre:
of history.”

To millions of C
and Christians, Johr
is a living saint and
assue a place am
greatest Popes of
Does this man fory
the Pope is the visit
of the church on ea
that the true head
Church — Christ -
heaven? He is not ¢
let His Church be
“rudderless ship” t
some people think t]
Father should “throy
towel” and take it e
the rest of his life.

The article ends by
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