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CH,\PT~ IV 

LITURGY A.'1'.U> DOGMA 

The intimate union between 11turgioa and sacraments 

1n tlle eyes ot the Roman Church has been examined. It baa 

been stated that there 1a a d1reot relationah1p existing 

batween man. and liturgics which has its be.sis in the veey 

nature ot man. Moreover, the Roman l1turgiolog1st cle­

olares, as we have seen, that the proper re+at1onship be­

tween man and liturgy depends tor its survival on the 

proper relat1onsh1p between liturgy' and sacraments. Rome 

not·1 presents e. third relat1onsh1p upon ,1h1oh each of the 

t\10 former rest and depend. Thia 1a the relationship be­

tween 11 turgy anll d9.gma. 

A thorough understanding ot the Roman view ot these 

tl-10 concepts e.s they are co-ralnt1ve is necessary tor a 

~recise comprehension of the Roman -reaction to any Lutheran 

liturgical movement. In Juclging any 11t~g1oal movement 

extra ec91ea1am oatholicam .!l Anoato119am. she beholds 1t 

and examines it JDost tasticliously in the light of her own 

dog1112.tic assertions. 

Dogma is that which is believed to be true. Dogma 

requires aut~ority. Authority ~o the Roman Catholics re­

quires. Peter, and so, therefore, it can be asserted that 

the tundamental trouble with the liturgical movement is its 

source - an aot of open rebellion-against authority. 
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The trouble with liturgical movements outside the told 
of P~ter is their s~arting point. 

Ho,., co.n you retorJO a Church the.t has as its origin 
an act of 'ttiltul rebellion ega.1nat authority? What is 
there to stop its members tr9m going on reforming, 
once they are cut loose and are adrift 1n the currents 
and counter-currents of uer1od after ner1od? Unless 
you canonize the founder· and raake him- e. Rook - like 
Peter, or even our Lord Himself' - hot-r can you aho11 
that he w~s the ne-nlug-ultra of 1nsiBh,t into the 
.Spirit of Christ, His one and only chosen pro!)het? 

It, houeve.r, the reformer liimaelf' uas a. person like 
Luther or CaJ.vin who thundered against the See of 
Peter as• a piece of human arrogance and a mockery 
of Ohr1st•s real intention, then you must allow every 
Tom, Dick &nd Harry to go ahead with his Olm version 
of Christia gospel; beoau~e who are you to stop them?l 

Luther's rebellion negated Rome's certainty of sure 

knowledge and valid dogma~ This presents an insurmountable 

dift1oul ty, since 11 turgy, in the 11 tl'U8 11 sense ot the word, 

d.81:umds and necessitates and makes compulsive a faith 1n 

the Real Presence. 

In your studies, however, you must not overlook the 
tact or rather the purpose or reason ot these rites 
and oeremon1es. They are "ot merely a oustom or 
pract1ce to make the service beautirul. and please the 
esthetic taste of the woraluppar. The rites and 
ceremonies ot the liturgy have -as their purpose that 
ve may perform in a manner as perfectly and reverent­
ly end beautlrul.ly as we can the same tll1ng-our Lord 
Jesus did and oomme.nded us to do at the last SlWP&r: 

11Do this 1n commemoration of ma." ••• It there is 
no bel1et in the Real Presence ot our Lord Jesus in 
the Holy Euoha.rist ••• then the rites and ceremonies ot 
the liturgy have lost their meaning and purpose ot 
existence, tor they were only 1ntl'Qduoed 1n the course 
of the years by the Church to reverence and honor the 

lH. A. Reinhold, 11Extre.fuural L1 turg1aal Mover;ienta, • 
Orate Fratres~ XX (October 6, 1946), SO). 
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Son ot God present 1n the Euoharist.2 

The assertion that liturKf as such demands faith 1n 

the Real Presenoe oa,i, however, be misunderstood and there­

fore must of necessi,y be more definitely presented. It 

liturgy demanded merely faith 1n the "real presence" (what­

ever the def1n1t1on thereof m1ght be); then one could pro­

claim the soundness of' Lutheran dogma and liturgy 1n Roman 

eyes. However, such 1a not. the case, tor b7 the term 

"real presence" Rome means the Roman doctrine of transub­

stantiation. -Liturgy is the thread the.t binds us to history, 

and history demands h1sto1,1caJ. universal faith, and this, 

sqs Rome, in turn demands beJ.~et in transubstantiation 

ra.ther than in the new or~ation ot oonsubate.ntiat·ion which 

they firmly believe is maintained 1n the oontess1onal 

doctrine of Luthe.ranism • 

• • • it would seem rather :9.01ntleas to adopt a 
liturgy you are also pNpared to accept all its 
theological 1mpl1oations. Again I quote from' Luther1a 
Small Oo.teohism on· the Sacrament of the Altar, Page 
#193, question #254 (Luther1s Small Oeteohiam by J. 
A. Dell, D.D.). 

q. What do we receive 1n this Sacrament? 
A. Bread and w1ne; and 1n, with, and under the 

bread end w1ne we receive the body and blood 
ot our Lord Jesus Chria.t. 

Th1a reply indicates a compenetrat1on ot matter or a 
oonsubata.nt1at1on. However~ s1nce A~oatolic times 
until the Sixteenth Century, the orthodox interpre­
tation ot the ffords of Christ in instituting this 

2Letter (No. · 21) to author from the Rev. Lambert 
Brockmann, o.F.l,t., Movember 22, 1950. 

•. 
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Sacrament have al~qs been understood 1n the sense or 
tro.nsubstant1at1on. During the very early centuries 
ot Chr1st·ian1 t7 there were some te1-1 people who expressed 
contrary opinions but they were condel!b~ed by the total­
ity ot the Church. It 1s true that the word. 'rransub­
stant1at1on t:111 not b8 round until later centuries 
nevertheless the early Fathe~s and Doctors ot the 
Church always explained the Holy Eucha.rlst 1n the 
sense of T:i:-ansubatantia.t1on by i1hioh the substance 
ot bread and wine is changed into the substance ot the 
Body of Christ, with only the accidents of brea! and 
,,ine remaining after the wo~s of oonaacrat1on. · 

It is obv1oua therefore that,, in 't;he vielf!)oint ot the 

Roman Church, ceremony and ritual are of little or no ef­

fect without the funclamental doctrine of transub~tont1at1on. 

Any other theory or doctrine of the Real Presence 1s null 

and void tor the truth of the Sacraments is hinged to con­

cept as well as to the concept ot grat1e, 113t;uea and not to 

the evangelical concept ot tides cgnt1rm,ns. 

The ceremonies and r1tua1s of the mass are but a 
hollotr husk t-11 thout the Maas 1 tself, 1. a. 111 thout 
Tranaubstant1at1on w1thout the Sacr1f1ce. Neither 
can there be sacramental lite w~thout lite-giving 
sacraments, 1.e~ v1a1ble sign, which actuell.y give 
grace and not merel7 "awaken and conf'1rm faith in 
those who use them. 11 And to have. aacrrunenta it is 
necesse.ey to h..-ive those who have had transni1 tted to 
them in unbroken succession from the A1>ostles, the 
authority and the pol-rer to gi Ve the sacraments. 4 

Liturgy a..--id downa are Joined toge1:her by th.e bar ot 

truth an~ one ~annot rightly assert having the one w1thout 

the other. One lilq he.Ve 11 turgy Jin specie W ,mm Ml 

3tetter (No. 18), to author trom the Rev. Joseph x. 
Strenltert, Q.P., November 20, 1950, p. 2. 

4wtter (No. 22) to author trom the Rev. Aloys B. 
Dirksen, C.PP.S., November 19, 1950. 
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veritate. Purity of 11turg- demands and cannot rightly ax-

1st without purity of dOfu"llla. And purity of dogma, purity 

of teaoh1ng requ1r~s an absolute authority by whioh the 

dogma ma.y be retained in 1 ts :pr1st1ne purity, -and 1n tum 

the liturgy 1n like manner~ be retained. 

Liturgy 1s 1nsepa~ably bound \\..'0 w1 th Dogma. Our 
liturgy 1s ~1t1oent only because our Dogma 1s tull 
and rich. It had to ·be so; tor Ghrist built it upon 
a rock, oalled Peter, to whom He said: 

"I will give to you the keys of the kingdom of 
heaven , • • !i"'eed My Le.inbs ,. teed f.f.y Sheep • • • I 
lle.ve prayed for thee · th..r.t.t thl' ta1th tail not; and 
thou being converted; strepgthen t~ b~e-thren ••• •· 

~o His oftioial renreaentat1ves our Lord said: dDo 
t his 1n commemora.tlon of I-le • • • Wllose sins you 
shall forgive, they are forgiven • .- • He that hear­
eth you heareth. ~11e ••• Behold I am .:1th you all 
days even to the. oonsummntion of the world.~ 

Purity ot teaching demands a supreme living auth.Qr­
ity. Evidence the contrary and contl1oting _teach1ng 
,-ri thin 1;he countless sects l'1hioh have departed trom 
the Unity ,1h1oh Christ established and tor which He 
prayed and prov~ded ,1hen He said: u'l'hou art Peter, 
and upon th1e ro.ok I will bu1ld lq Cliure>4. 11 

To accept Obrist 1s to a.ocept the wbple Obrist. It 
He had slipped up on one s~ngle point, He would de­
serve t .o be 1gnored ~ntirel.y. God cannot err. 'i'he.re­
tore, it the CJathol1o Church has been 1n error re­
garding matters of faith or morals, obV1ousl.y Christ 
has not kept His 1'rom1se to reain with the Ohuroh 
till the conswamation of the world.5 

;rn v1etf o't this, therefore, . the Qhur~ of Rpme has 

approp~:\_.ated a~ its own pe~sonal, pr1v~te, non-trespaas,a.bl.e 

property the centuries ot liturgical traditions whio~ 

SLetter (No. ·2) to author trom the Rev. Venanoe Z1Dk, 
O.F.U., January 19, 1951, p. 2. 



21 

compr1se the so-called Western Rite. '.rhe Lutheran litur­

giolog1st, in the course ot his reaearoh, t1nds hi mselt 

stuq1ng 1n ettect the same traditions as the Roman litur­

t1olog1et. That this is so is neither startling nor sur­

prising since both churc~a a.re basically Western Rite. 

Hol·1ever1 the Roman Ohuroh1 1n viewing suoh resao.roh, 1n be­

lieving the western traditions to be hers lllone, and 1n 

viewing liturgy and dogma as inseparable, must be amazed 

at the one-sidedness of the Lutheran 11turg1ologiat. For 

here 1s a man steeped 1n 11estern tradition, lfho 1 neverthe­

less, reJects many Roman doctrines. 

May I reapeottu:lly suggest that instead ot stucq1ng 
the ceremonies ot the Church whioh have been retained 
throughout t~e centuries, that ¥OU make a serious 
stucly of the doctrines ot the Ohuroh whioh will re­
mo.1n the same until the end ot time; singe lm..KI. 
rounded 9.11 la 1nfe.111ble :tmm s.t God. Many modern 
Lutherans admit the error ot their tounder in his 
cardinal doctrine, 11 Justit1cat1on by faith alone,• 
but are untr1111ng to admit tbt he was wrong when he 
separated himself and his followers t'rom the Church 
founded by Obrist ••• tor the Mass and sacraments 
to be ettective, tlley must be validly adm1n1st.ered. 
All the 50Od will in the world 1:1111 not SU!>ply tor 
the laok of validly ordained priest, to celebrate 
Mass and administer the aaoraments.6 

Th1s rene,-1ecl interes.t on the part of the Lutheran Lit­

urgical 1-iovement in the lfestern trad.1 tions which they be­

lieve to be their heritage as well as the heritage ot the 

Roman Church must needs bring a ques·t1on to the front on 

· 6Letter ( No. 38) to author from the Rev. Ronald l•lJJ.rr&1', 
o.P. 1 October 11, 1950, p. 2. 
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part of the Romana. "\~ere will it -end?1 0tlhy acoept our 

traditions and not our dosma,s?o aw1iy?n 

Because it views itself, as was· said, as the righttul 

possessor ot these rites and v1etra in turn rites and dogma.a 

as inseparable, it 1s understa.ndable why such questions are 

asked on their pa.rt. 

And so there can be no doubt 1n our mind or. the deep­
seated need and of the salutal'J' effects or a fUlly 
developed liturgical life both in ourselves and 1n 
our people. And l1e feel tbe.t i:,hat is good tor Cath­
olics in this matter is - and 1 speak frankly - per­
haps even better tor Lutherans. 

Wey it is good tor L~therans is self-evident. But 
why I say that it is perhe.ps better for Lutherans than 
tor Catholics will need e:xnlanat1on. There can be 
no hen-and-the-egg question a.bout it; belief came 
first, and ritual folloi·red after, as an apt exterior­
ization of it. With this fact taken tor granted, the 
theological axiom legem gredendi la atatuat suppl1-
oand1 1s used to indicate ho1f 11 turgt might be re­
sorted to as a oonf1rmatory source of -revelation in 
matters of faith. 

Should any religious ~dy I therefore,· repudiate or re­
linquish liturgj' l1ketr1se? For then liturgy no 
longer has apy real s1gn1ticance. .And should any re­
ligious boey reaaswne liturgy it must also reaf'tirm 
dogma; otherwise such liturgy 1a nonsense. Hence it 
seems to me, n Catholic, tha:t the development ot the 
Lutheran Liturgical Revival is an especially good 
thing because it seems to indicate a ' rebirth ot be­
lief in dogma - not any dogma at all, but in certain 
Catholic ones, such aa the existence ot Purgatory, the 
perdur1ng Real l.>resenoe in the So.orament ot the Altar., 
and :i;,erhaps oth(irs a.a trell. Or am I misunderstanding 
completely what · I ~ead? In any case, I think I mq 
safely say this, t~at any eld:,st1ng Catholic interest 
in the Lutheran Liturgical Revival 1s prompted chietlY 
by implications aucll as these. That there be one fold 
and one shepherd ~,as the 11111 ot H1m Who redeemed us 
all; and ~18 Catholics oan neither disregard that ideal 
nor be 1nd1fterent to any non-Catholic movement which -
to our eyes, at least - -seems to be bringing Protes­
tants closer to vho.t they once were, Oathol1oa. 
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Hence it seems to me that n1et the rule tor pi-ayer de­
termine the rule ot belietH io an ax1oci which, 1n 
your case, is baing carried out literally and 1n tact, 
1.e. Liturgy ia actually determining (or re-deter­
mining), not merely confirming, Creed. And the cardi­
nal res.son why I consider that a good th1ng 1s be­
cause the l,!a oredend1 herein involved seems rea.l.ly to 
be a part ot the lex Qatholica gredandi. The questions 
1n my mind, however, are these: i:1hen and where is 
the Lutheran Liturgical movement going to call a halt: 
whare is it going· to drai:·r the line. Only t11th "the 
use ot the rosary, the Oor,Pus Christi procession, and 
Benediction ot the Blessed Sacrament?" - it I mq use 
some words ot the Una. Sanota. Antl 11hy should 1 t atop 
at these?? 

That these questions are asked is due to the tnct that 

Lutheranism is regarded as a piece ot truth that cut 1t­

selt ott trom the ~ouroe ot truth but 1s blindly striving 

tor truth. In the so viewed one-sided litur~oal movement 

extant 1n Prot~stantism a~d especially 1n Lutheranism, 

which seemingly strives attar. the rites ot Rome ,11thout the 

dogmatioal requisites ot Rome, Rome can only hope that this 

rather 1llog1oal progression w111 one dq be replaoed by 

one raore log1.cal and: pleasing to her. 

P1us XI sa1d on one occasion that the p1eoes ohip:>ed 
oft this Rock st1ll oon~a1ned some of the veins. or 
precious ore they had in common with us. It is 
therefore a great Joy to aee that the Lutheran Ohuroh 
in this country hP.s notr e. small group ot ministers 
and fa1thtul 1rho do not tl\ke twentieth century Protes­
tantism tor granted and begin to search tor a richer 
version or their fa.1th end lite. It is only natural 
to look be.ck to the 11heroic age 11 ot their Church. 
But what a Catholic aees here 1a exactly wh..~t vas said 
above: Where are the7 going to stop am'l l.-rhat is to • 
constitute the brdtes ~hich tdll make them stop Just 

?Letter (No. )4) to author tram the Rev. Ernest Tyler, 
S.J., Hovember 3, 1950, p. 3. 
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outside the gates ot RometB 



OHAPTTi;R V 

LUTHI!-:R .\MD THE S.I\C!:t.\lOOJTS 

In examining the Roman Catholic reactions to the 

Lutheran Liturgical Movement, 1t ha.a been pointed out that 

there are some prime and fundamental considerations to be 

taken into account before an obJeotive presentation of such 

a aubJeotive opinion can be set forth. The r1rat funda­

mental consideration 1a the nature and purpose of litur­

gics. In accord with this are the nature and purpose of 

man 1n the light of liturgics. and the 1nterrelat1on ot 

11 turgy and dogma l'tith tlle ex1stenc;,e of one determining 

the validity ot the other .. Yet two more points are in 

·need of consideration. 'rhe first of these 1s the consider-

ation ot Blessed Martin Luther end the sacraments. 

Again must it be stressed thnt the Roman Church looks 

upon 11 turgy and dopa as a wedding ,.,h1oh man must not put 

asunder. Therefore; the Lutheran Liturgy must be and is 

Viewed bJ' the Romans in the_l1ght ot the proximity ot its 

adherence to the Latin Rite; and 1n the light of 1ts ad­

herence to Roman dogma, In view 9t the :raot that the 

Lutheran 1,1 turs;r is wedded to Lutheran dogmai it become& 

necessaey to investigate Romeie view of Luther and the sac­

raments. 

The initial point then to be considered 1s the view 
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th~t Luther removed his followers from the Ohuroh. 

Looking at ~he beautifully bound oop1es ot YD!: Sanota, 
published by the Lutheran Una Sanota Preas ••• I 
cannot help teel1ng sad. You cannot avoid feeling 
sad, beoauee you see how muoh our Church lost 1n the 
sixteenth century when Luther took all northern Euro~e 
out of the told ot Peter. It makes you sad to see 
how this new communion lost substance and was drained 
pale by ali the subsequent movements and ravaged by 
p1et1sm, puritanism and finally bourgeois rational­
ism. There seem to be underground aonneot1ons with 
the Mother Church ot Rome, a.a it were by a system of 
oommunica.t1nr; tubes or a kind of ep1ritue.l osmosia •. l 

Luther took his followers out ot the Church when he 

himself left the craurch. This is the initial consideration. 

But ,-,h.'l.t, in the Roman view, 1s this 11Churoh?11 It is the 

Church rounded by Jesus Christ upon the rock ot st. Peter. 

Since the sub-apostolic period of history, the Church has 

been 1nv1sioned and figured by various and sundry torms. 

One ot these is . the t1gure of a ship. Like all ships, the 

Church too must, in the course of history, pass through 

storms and galls of dispute and conflagration. But, Rome 

claims, the tund.~ental tault with Luther wee that he 

deserted the ship, leaped from it never to return. 

The Catholic Church is founded by our Divine Lord, on 
Bt. Peter ••• 1Thou Peter and upon this rock ••• • 
And the actual Pope 1a the 262nd aucaeaaor ot Peter ••• 
without any missing link, enJoying the same authority 
and privileges, because succeeding at the head of the 
same body or Church as established by 9hr1st. 

The Lutheran Ohuroh was histor1oally started by Luther 
•. •• a Oatholio priest married to e. Nun; and this 

1H. A. Reinhold, "Extramural Liturgical Act1vit1ea,• 
orate Fratres. xx (October 6, 1946), 504. 
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Fountler was right in some t1ay to thunder against the 
then prevailing abuses. In the course of centuries 
there a.re naturally . ups and do1-ma among the dieQ1ples 
of Christ, and the Ship of the Church is often tempest­
beaten by immorality or un-::>eliet or rebell1o~a; but 
the 8h1p is alwccy-s carrying the LQrd t!.i'ld the Ship 
cannot flounder; after the storm and destruction and 
victims oomee tranquility up to the following dis­
turbance, suoh is the lot ot the Church during the 
crossing up to eternity. During the storm of the 
16th oentury, Luther 11ent out ot the Sh1p. He shoul.d, 
like the Diao1plea, on the lake of Genesareth, have 
fallen at the feet of the Saviour ond cried out: 
"Lord, save us, we are being drowned. 112 

Another symbol tor the Ohuroh of Obrist 1a that ot the 

v1ne and branches. Christ 1a the true vine and believers 

in Him are the branches. Hera is a unity and oneness 

which can only and does only exist when faithful and firm 

adherence to ~he true is maintained. If then there 1s only 

one true vine, then a vine developed bJ a branch broken 

from the true vine and divorced from it cannot be valid. 

For if validity is one, validity cannot be t wo. Luther 

and Henry VIII broke trom the true vine. But though t his 

new vine might resemble and be as l arge as e.nd ot the same 

cloth as the truo vine, it can be no more than a resem­

blance. 

Luther, besides depriv~ng his followers of the Maas 
and the sacramental syatem, broke the bond ot unity 
with the Church of Christ arid condemned his followers 
to live an artificial life, separated from the true 
Vine. To enJ07 the supernatural life of the Church 
it is neoeesa.ry that Lutherans admit the tolly or 
their rounder and return to that Un1ty of Faith 

2Letter (No. 4) to author from the Rev. Guy Beaudoin, 
December 1, 1950, p. 1. 


