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Dear Friends and Benefactors,

The month of April is dedicated to the Blessed

Sacrament, and in this issue of the seminary newslet-

ter, I would like to review some of the liturgical laws

which pertain to the Holy Eucharist and the Holy Sac-

rifice of the Mass. For when we consider the great

details legislated by the Catholic Church in the cel-

ebration of Holy Mass, the distribution of Holy Com-

munion, and the reservation of the

Blessed Sacrament on the altar,

we will have a greater apprecia-

tion for the theological axiom, lex

orandi - lex credendi, i.e. the law

of praying is the law of believ-

ing. Indeed, the Catholic Church

firmly believes the words of

Christ—This is My Body; this is

the Chalice of My Blood—and

Her laws are a constant reminder

of the Real Presence of Christ un-

der the species of bread and wine.

First of all, the Catholic

Church requires Her priests to

genuflect immediately before and

after they touch the Blessed Sac-

rament; furthermore, the very first

thing they do whenever they open

the tabernacle and the very last

thing they do before they close it

is to bend the knee in adoration.

This is a constant reminder to stay

focused on the Real Presence. Another rubric is that

once the priest has consecrated the bread into the Body

of Christ, he keeps the thumb and first finger of both

hands together so as to protect any Sacred Particles

on his fingers.

After the Consecration (whenever he places his

LETTER FROM THE RECTOR hands on altar), the priest is careful to keep his hands

over the corporal to once again safeguard any Sacred

Particles on his fingers.

Another consideration concerns the sacred ves-

sels used at the Holy Sacrifice of the Mass: the chal-

ice, the paten, and the ciborium. These must be gold

plated, for the Church uses only the most precious of

metals in the celebration of the Sacred Mysteries.

As the priest distributes Holy Communion, he is

required to be assisted by a server who holds the paten

under each communicant’s chin

lest the Sacred Host fall to the

ground. The faithful likewise re-

ceive Holy Communion on

bended knees in humble adoration

of the Eucharistic Jesus. The

Communion rail (in the Latin Rite)

and the iconostasis (in the Byz-

antine Rite) serve as a separation

between the sanctuary and the

nave of the church.

The tabernacle, which is the

Eucharistic throne of the Hidden

Jesus (as Francisco Marto re-

ferred to the Blessed Sacrament),

is placed in the center of the sanc-

tuary as the focal point of the

church.

These rubrics are excellent re-

minders for us to keep our atten-

tion on the Real Presence of Jesus

Christ and the reality of transub-

stantiation.

When the Angel of Portugal appeared to the three

children at Fatima (prior to the apparitions of Our

Lady), the angel’s message was two-fold—the impor-

tance of sacrifice for poor sinners and of reparation

to Our Divine Lord in the Blessed Sacrament. The

angel further taught them a beautiful prayer to the



Blessed Sacrament in which reference to the Real

Presence was reiterated: “I offer Thee the most pre-

cious Body, Blood, Soul and Divinity of Jesus Christ,

present in all the tabernacles of the world....”

These considerations should also reassure us that

the Novus Ordo “Mass” is nothing less than the “abomi-

nation of desolation” foretold by Daniel the Prophet

and reiterated by Our Lord in the Gospel of St. Mat-

thew.

When we think collectively of all the individual

changes introduced by the modernists into the New

“Mass,” we can readily see how these innovations de-

viated from the doctrine of transubstantiation and the

Real Presence.

Over the last forty years, what scandals to our

Catholic Faith have been the atrocities of the Conciliar

Church in its celebration of the so-called Mass: “com-

munion” in the hand, standing for “communion,” lay

people as extraordinary eucharistic ministers, “sacred

dancing,” secular music, applauding, and pagan

inculturization. These irreverences and sacrileges are

by no means limited to progressive Novus Ordo

“priests” and “bishops.” The Conciliar “popes” have

long set the example by their own particular scandals.

In addition to the usual Novus Ordo abuses, the late

John Paul II celebrated the New “Mass” with a top-

less woman (covered only with a grass-skirt) at the

lectern to read the Word of God; he was quite noted

for liturgical dancing at his so-called “Papal Masses.”

Benedict XVI celebrated the New “Mass” in Austra-

lia for the World Youth Day with the inculturization of

a procession of seminarians and a priest in grass skirts

and spears in hand up the aisle to the table.

Now on Youtube, we can see Francis I as “Cardi-

nal” Bergoglio celebrating a Youth Mass in Buenos

Aires with guitars, balloons, and a clapping, swaying

young lady as cheer leader in front of the table (not

altar) dressed in jeans and wearing a baseball cap.

What a travesty!

What is most apparent when we review the “cel-

ebration” of the New Mass is the lack of belief in the

doctrine of the Real Presence. How sad it is to see so

many modern Catholics act as if they were totally

Chanting of Tenebrae

Blessing of Holy Oils on Holy Thursday

Adoration of the Cross on Good Friday



oblivious of the doctrine of transubstantiation! They

have been dumbed down by years of attendance at the

Novus Ordo. How prophetic were the words of Car-

dinal Ottaviani and Cardinal Bacci in their letter to

Paul VI in 1969: “The Novus Ordo Missae... repre-

sents, both as a whole and in its details, a striking

departure from the Catholic theology of the Mass as it

was formulated in Session 22 of the Council of Trent.

The ‘canons’ of the rite definitively fixed at that time

erected an insurmountable barrier against any heresy

which might attack the integrity of the Mystery.”

Great is our privilege to still have the Holy Sacri-

fice of the Mass and the Real Presence of Christ on

our altars. Let us live lives of reparation by reverent

assistance during the Holy Sacrifice of the Mass, a

devout reception of Holy Communion, and frequent

visits to Our Lord ever present on our altars.

With my prayers and blessing,

Most Rev. Mark A. Pivarunas, CMRI

Blessing of the Paschal Fire and Candle

Frater Michael chants the lessons
for the Easter Vigil

Blessing of the Easter Holy Water
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Question: When a priest brings Holy Communion to a sick person, may he, on the same
occasion, administer the Holy Eucharist to the nurse or relative who is taking care of the patient and
who finds it impossible to go to the church for Holy Communion?

Father Connell Answers Moral Questions

Holy Communion for the Nurse

MATER DEI SEMINARY
7745 Military Avenue

Omaha NE  68134-3356

Answer:  On July 29, 1927, the Sacred Congregation of the Sacraments, in reply to the question whether on the
occasion of the administration of Holy Communion to a sick person those living in the house of the sick person may also
receive the Blessed Sacrament, answered in the affirmative, “provided the Ordinary of the place grants the faculty
according to the provision cited, namely for each case and by way of act.”

In an instruction of the Secretary of the Congregation annexed to this response it was stated that the Ordinary may
delegate this faculty to others, though he should be very careful to concede it only to priests who are sufficiently prudent
not to abuse this extraordinary privilege. For it must be remembered that it is a general law that, outside of the administra-
tion of Holy Communion to the sick, the Blessed Eucharist may be received only in places where Mass may be celebrated.
Hence, even if a priest has received from his Ordinary the right to give Holy Communion to persons who are not ill on the
occasion of Holy Communion to the sick, he should use it with great discretion. Certainly, if a priest is accustomed to bring
Holy Communion to a sick woman two or three times a week, it would seem to be an abuse of the faculty in question to
give Holy Communion on each occasion to her nurse or her daughter, just because this latter cannot get to church that day.
But I believe the faculty could be used for such a person once a month—for example, on the First Friday. Furthermore, I
believe that even a priest who has not received the required permission or delegation from the Ordinary might, by a
reasonable use of epikeia (an interpretation of law in a particular case against the letter of the law, but in accordance with
the spirit , as reasonable supposed to exist in the mind of the legislator), give Holy Communion in such circumstances to
one who is not sick, when he finds out about a situation justifying the exception only on his arrival.

The following statement of Father Sheehan in his doctoral dissertation is pertinent to this case. It must be remembered
that he is presuming that the permission of the local Ordinary or of his delegate has already been given for the administra-
tion of Holy Communion to one who is not ill, and he is concerned only with the place of administration. “Holy Commun-
ion should not be given in a bedroom, except to the sick. However, when in an exceptional case the one who cares for the
sick person cannot leave him to go to an oratory or to some other becoming place, epikeia can warrant the distribution of
Communion to the attendant in the bedroom of the sick person.”

Question: If a person is unable to receive Holy Communion under the species of bread, may he be

given the Blessed Sacrament under the species of wine?

Viaticum under the Species of Wine

Answer: The conferring fo the Holy Eucharist under the species of wine to the laity (or even to the priest outside of
the celebration of Mass) is strictly forbidden by the Canon which prescribes that the Blessed Sacrament shall be given in
Holy Communion only under the species of bread. However, a possible exception can occur when a person desires to
receive the Holy Eucharist as Viaticum and cannot swallow even a small portion of the consecrated host. Even in this case,
most theologians would say that the Holy Eucharist under the species of wine may not be administered to the dying
person, because of the strictness with which the Church forbids Holy Communion except under the species of bread.
Thus, Fanfani, O.P., says that the Church prefers that a person shall die without Viaticum rather than open the way to
abuses by dispensing from the law of Holy Communion under the species of bread only. However, other theologians state
that when a dying person is unable to receive the consecrated Host, he may be given the Viaticum once under the species
of wine. Thus, Cappello argues that in such a situation the divine law of receiving the Viaticum in danger of death takes
precedence over the ecclesiastical law requiring that Holy Communion shall be administered only under the species of
bread. Similarly, Iorio, while admitting the opposite as the more common opinion, believes that it is not improbable that a
person in danger of death who cannot swallow the sacred Host can be given Holy Communion under the species of wine.
It would seem therefore that this view could be followed in the rare instances in which it would be applicable—always
presuming that proper reverence is manifested in  the administration of the Holy Eucharist and that no scandal is given.
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