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Hello Everyone and welcome back to Sleight of Hand Reception 
Deception.

I'm your host, Michael Voris.

As we’ve shown, Communion in the hand sprang up as an abuse 
against Church law during the latter 1960s in Belgium, Holland and 
Germany.  Rome ordered this abuse be stopped but their admonitions 
were just ignored.

Pope Paul VI, after futile attempts to stop the abuse, vacillated 
momentarily.  He briefly gave in to the insistent requests from the 
Episcopal conferences of the Netherlands and Germany.  He granted 
permission for them to continue distributing Communion in the hand.

But before this exception actually went into effect, he changed his 
mind again and reversed himself.  He wanted someway to stop this 
abuse.  He did not want to legally white wash this abuse by granting 
them an exception to deviate from this law.  His biggest concern was 
not the disobedience of the prelates.  His major focus was our Lord 
being mishandled at Holy Communion.
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Five days after the suspension, the Consilium, a liturgical commission 
set up by Paul VI, sent out a memorandum to the Holy Father and 
recommended that, quote,   

“... Each episcopal conference should discuss the problem and come to 
a decision by a free and secret vote, the results of which should be sent 
back to the Consilium.”  END QUOTE

Later that year the Consilium met with various Vatican departments to 
discuss the issue.  They recommended that QUOTE,

“... the practice has started and is difficult to stop... The dangers:  
weakening of worship of the Eucharist;  danger of profanations; 
yielding to a practice imposed from below.”  END QUOTE



the Eucharist;  danger of 
profanations; yielding to a practice 
imposed from below.”  Consilium 
ibid p. 77

Keep in mind that Rome viewed Communion in the hand in the 
Netherlands and Germany as 'a practice that is difficult to stop'.
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After the meetings the document Memoriale Domini was issued by the 
Congregation of Divine Worship.  A very important phrase was used in 
this document - the phrase is “prevailing custom”.  What the phrase 
means is if bishops of some country wanted to get permission to 
distribute Holy Communion in the hand the practice must already be 
wide spread and seen as a prevailing custom that is difficult to stop. 

Rome agreed that the views of the bishops should be solicited to help 
Rome better understand the issues.  This would assist Rome in 
addressing the problem.

So the Consilium drafted a letter to be sent to all Latin rite conferences 
in the world.  
[FULL SCREEN] 
This letter was personally corrected and annotated by the pope himself.
Archbishop Annebale Bugnini, the secretary of this commission, 
commented in his memoirs, QUOTE,

“The variations introduced by the pope indicate the care and interest 
with which he had been following the whole matter.”  END QUOTE
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Then this letter was sent out in 1968 to all the bishops' conferences of 
the Latin rite.  The content of the letter was most telling.

It referred to the manner in which communion was distributed to the 
faithful as one of Rome's most sensitive and pressing concerns at that 
time.  It related that the Holy Father looked on the possible innovation 
of Communion in the hand with obvious apprehension.

This letter contained the following reasons against offering an 
exception to distribute Communion in the hand.  One of the reasons 
given was, QUOTE, 

“...this new practice, introduced here and there, is the work of a small 
number of priests and lay people, who are trying to impose their 
viewpoint on others and force the hand of those in authority.  To 
approve the practice would be to encourage these persons who are 
NEVER satisfied with the laws of the Church.”
END QUOTE

We learn much about Paul VI from his use of the the word “never” 
here.  The original draft used the word “not” as in “they are not 



satisfied”.  Before this letter was sent out Paul VI personally changed 
this word 'not' to “never” as in “they are never satisfied”.  So at least 
we know he was not naïve in regards to people... it would seem he was 
annoyed by dissident reformers.
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The letter went on to say, QUOTE,

“The greatest thing to be feared is a lessening of respect for worship of 
the Eucharist.”  END QUOTE

It then spoke at length about the probable loss of fragments of the 
sacred species saying, QUOTE,

“One must ask with anxiety whether the fragments of consecrated 
bread will always be gathered up and consumed with the full respect 
they deserve.  If even now, when a communion plate is used, it is so 
easy for fragments to fall and to scatter, what will it be when the 
particle is placed in the hands of the faithful, of whom not all will have 
the sensitivity and attention for gathering them up promptly?”  END 
QUOTE

Wow!  Right here, is THE game changer in the whole debate for or 
against Communion in the hand.  Right here the mind of the Church is 
saying loss of particles is a huge concern.  With that, what else needs to
be debated?

Dominus Est... It is the Lord.  No one has the right to treat our Lord in 
such a careless manner.  If you don't believe... then you don't receive.  
It's as simple as that.  But if you do receive, do so in such a way as to 
ensure no loss of particles.

Like we said before, the only way to deal with brazen disobedience is 
to call out those responsible and relieve them of their positions of 
authority.  In the 1960's, Rome, along with society, was changing in 
how they used their God given authority to direct and correct others.  
But this did not mean that Rome agreed with those who chose to 
disobey their directives.  It simply meant those in authority were less 
effective in dealing with the ones who were staunchly disobedient.

A final concern expressed in Rome's letter to all 2,150 Latin rite 
bishops was that, QUOTE,

“By yielding easily on this point... there is danger that the audacity of 
overly daring 'reformers' will be directed to other areas, which will 
bring irreparable harm to Eucharistic faith and worship.”  END 
QUOTE
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GX  1. “Do you think that 
attention should be paid to the 
desire that, over and above the 
traditional manner,
the rite of receiving holy 
communion on the hand should be 
admitted?

2. Is it your wish that this new rite 
be first tried in small communities, 
with the consent of the bishop?

3. Do you think that the faithful 
will receive this new rite gladly, 
after a proper catechetical 
preparation?”  ibid p.82

In the last forty years since Rome gave in to the disobedience that 
fostered Communion in the hand, we have seen changes by innovators.
These changes range from tabernacles moved off into corners to 
balloon masses going on.  Thus we can safely say Rome's concerns in 
this regard was not an exaggeration by any means.

Paul VI wanted a ballot enclosed with this letter asking the following 
three questions, QUOTE,

1. “Do you think that attention should be paid to the desire that, over 
and above the traditional manner,
the rite of receiving holy communion on the hand should be admitted?

2. Is it your wish that this new rite be first tried in small communities, 
with the consent of the bishop?

3. Do you think that the faithful will receive this new rite gladly, after a
proper catechetical preparation?”  END QUOTE

To each of these questions the majority of the bishops responded, 
“No”.
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GX  “How does it remain secret?”
[And further adding], “Who 
collects the ballots?”  ibid, p. 82

GX  “One.  Rome could close the 
door to every concession regarding 
Communion in the hand.  The 
majority of bishops were FOR this 
solution.  However a violent 
reaction in some areas where the 
abuse prevailed was feared along 
with extensive disobedience in 
these areas.
Two.  Rome could simply allow 
both forms of distribution, on the 
tongue and in the hand.  But the 
majority of the bishops were 
AGAINST this.
Three.  Allowing the concession 
only where the abuse was already 
started and it was difficult to stop.”
ibid,  p.  pp. 85-86
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We also learn from Bugnini that Paul VI wanted this to be a secret 
ballot going so far as to ask,  QUOTE,
 “How does it remain secret?”  And further adding, “Who collects the 
ballots?”  END QUOTE
This seems to indicate that Paul VI was not naïve of real world politics.
He was only soft hearted in dealing with it.

After bishops returned their ballots and all episcopal conferences had 
voiced their concerns three options were noted: QUOTE

“One.  Rome could close the door to every concession regarding 
Communion in the hand.  The majority of bishops were FOR this 
solution.  However a violent reaction in some areas where the abuse 
prevailed was feared along with extensive disobedience in these areas.

Two.  Rome could simply allow both forms of distribution, on the 
tongue and in the hand.  But the majority of the bishops were 
AGAINST this.

Three.  Allowing the concession only where the abuse was already 
started and it was difficult to stop.”  END QUOTE 
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GX  “We hope that from now on, 
with the new regulations... this 
craze of experimentation will come
to an end.  Until now, the bishops 
were allowed to authorize 
experiments, but sometimes these 
went beyond the limits of that 
authorization, and many priests 
simply did what they pleased.  In 
this case, what happened at times is
that they forced their own way. 
These unauthorized initiatives quite
often could not be stopped because 
they had spread too far.  In his 
great goodness and wisdom, the 
Holy Father frequently gave in, and
often times against his will.”
Ibid, p. 88

GX  “We are referring above all to
that mentality of many who receive
with displeasure anything that 
comes from the ecclesiastical 
authorities or what is laid down by 
law.  This is why in liturgical 
matters even the episcopal 
conferences, on their own 
initiative, sometimes end up going 
farther than what is right.  It also 
happens that arbitrary experiments 
are conducted and rites are 
introduced which openly contradict
the norms of the Church.”  ibid, 
p.88

This third option was the one chosen.  It would be included by the 
Congregation of Divine Worship in their instruction, Memoriale 
Domini.

Cardinal Benno “Goot” was prefect of the Congregation of Rites, 
which became the Congregation of Divine Worship in 1969.  This 
congregation was entrusted by Paul VI with writing the instruction 
Memoriale Domini.  This was the document used by Paul VI to attempt
to contain Communion in the hand.  

Two months after this instruction was issued, Cardinal “Goot” gave an 
interview where he said, QUOTE

“We hope that from now on, with the new regulations... this craze of 
experimentation will come to an end.  Until now, the bishops were 
allowed to authorize experiments, but sometimes these went beyond 
the limits of that authorization, and many priests simply did what they 
pleased.  In this case, what happened at times is that they forced their 
own way.  These unauthorized initiatives quite often could not be 
stopped because they had spread too far.  In his great goodness and 
wisdom, the Holy Father frequently gave in, and often times against his
will.”  END QUOTE

To that end Paul VI some months prior had this to say, QUOTE,  

“We are referring above all to that mentality of many who receive with 
displeasure anything that comes from the ecclesiastical authorities or 
what is laid down by law.  This is why in liturgical matters even the 
episcopal conferences, on their own initiative, sometimes end up going 
farther than what is right.  It also happens that arbitrary experiments 
are conducted and rites are introduced which openly contradict the 
norms of the Church.”  END QUOTE

We see now the Church was absolutely against Communion in the 
hand.  It was started by disobedient clergy experimenting with the 
liturgy.  These same clergy were not willing to stop the abuse when 
repeatedly directed to do so by Rome.
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The prudential judgments of the pope of course are not infallible.  This 
includes the choices Paul VI made when responding to these abuses.

We are not here to defend the Holy Father's specific choices in this 
matter nor explain why he wasn't more of an authoritarian.  Our task, 



as stated earlier, was to show that the pope did attempt to stop, or at 
least contain, Communion in the hand to a very small sector of the 
Church.

The meekness of his human nature, like another Moses, was pitted 
against the iron will of those who chose to disobey him.

Seeing the heavy burden which Paul VI had to bare, let us not be too 
harsh in our judgment of him.

God love you.  I'm Michael Voris.


