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The process was “set in place by an ecumenical
council, not by a group of radical individuals.”

Archbishop Weakland points out that Pope
Paul VI personally was very concerned about the
implementation of the council and he followed its
course very carefully. The pope “made it clear over
and over again that the revision in progress was a
revision of the Latin or Roman rite. It was not to
be conceived of as a new or parallel rite.” Pope
Paul VI was convinced, however, that “two Latin
rites would only be divisive in the church.” The
archbishop comments: "How right he proved to
be!”

Archbishop Weakland admits that after the
council, liturgical abuses arose throughout the
church as a result of "excessive zeal and
exuberance.” But, in his opinion, these had begun
to disappear by the early 1980s, by which time the
essentials of good liturgy were being emphasized
and “"the needed sense of the sacred was being
reestablished.” What totally derailed the liturgical
renewal, in the archbishop’s view, was the decision
of Pope John Paul Il to grant in 1984 the indult that
allowed the Tridentine usage to flourish again.

"Since that time,” he states, "the liturgical renewal
in the United States has been in disarray.”

The one point of agreement between
Cardinal Ratzinger and Archbishop Weakland is that
the liturgical life of the church today is in crisis.
Beyond that, it would be difficult to reconcile their
positions. The tendency to take sides is tempting,
but, in my opinion, it should be suspended.
“Progressive” advocates of ongoing liturgical reform
would wisely consider the merits of Cardinal
Ratzinger’s assessment, and proponents of
“conservative” liturgical directions would do well to
consider Archbishop Weakland’s point of view.

With Cardinal Ratzinger, is it not time to ask
if the process of postconciliar liturgical renewal was
not too drastic, an excessive severance from the
immediate past, too much the work of scholars
bound by the time-conditioned convictions of the
1960s? Were mistakes made in the postconciliar
reform process that we can only now see? Many
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