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Cardinal Ratzinger: We have not published the whole secret of Fatima
http://www.onepeterfive.com/cardinal-ratzinger-not-published-whole-third-secret-fatima/  
By Maike Hickson, May 15, 2016 (All emphases theirs)
[UPDATE: The Vatican has responded to this story with a direct denial attributed to Pope Emeritus Benedict XVI himself. You may read their statement and our response to it here.] (See page 3)
Today, on the Feast of Pentecost, I called Fr. Ingo Dollinger, a German priest and former professor of theology in Brasil, who is now quite elderly and physically weak. He has been a personal friend of Pope Emeritus Benedict XVI for many years. Father Dollinger unexpectedly confirmed over the phone the following facts:

Not long after the June 2000 publication of the Third Secret of Fatima by the Congregation for the Doctrine of the Faith*, Cardinal Joseph Ratzinger told Fr. Dollinger during an in-person conversation that there is still a part of the Third Secret that they have not published! “There is more than what we published,” Ratzinger said. He also told Dollinger that the published part of the Secret is authentic and that the unpublished part of the Secret speaks about “a bad council and a bad Mass” that was to come in the near future. 
Father Dollinger gave me permission to publish these facts on this High Feast of the Holy Ghost and he gave me his blessing.

Father Dollinger was ordained a priest in 1954 and served as secretary of the well-respected bishop of Augsburg, Josef Stimpfle. In God’s providence, I met this bishop once when I was not yet a Catholic, and I was deeply touched by his humility, warmth and welcome. He invited me to visit him once in Augsburg. When I was in the process of conversion, I did reach out to him, but then, to my chagrin, I discovered that Bishop Stimpfle had already passed away. (He is greatly missed.)

Father Dollinger was himself also involved with the German Bishops’ Conference’s discussions concerning freemasonry in the 1970s at the end of which came the statement that freemasonry is not compatible with the Catholic Faith.

He later taught moral theology at the seminary of the Order of Canons Regular of the Holy Cross which belongs to the Opus Angelorum. Bishop Athanasius Schneider, auxiliary bishop of Astana, Kazakhstan, is member of that same Order of Canons Regular of the Holy Cross. Most importantly, Father Dollinger had Padre Pio (d. 1968) as his confessor for many years and became very close to him. Dollinger is also personally known to one of my beloved family members.

This sensitive information pertaining to the Third Secret, which has been circulating among certain Catholic groups for a few years now, has now been personally confirmed to me by Fr. Dollinger himself, at a time in history where the Church seems to have fallen into a pit of confusion. It might help explain, at least in part, why we are where we are now.

Importantly, it shows the loving mercy of the Mother of God to warn us and to prepare her children for this battle that the Church now finds herself in. In spite of the decision of those in responsible places within the Church, She has made sure the fuller truth would still be revealed and spread.

This information also might explain why Pope Benedict XVI, once he had become pope, tried to undo some of the injustices that are directly related with this Dollinger revelation, namely: he freed the Traditional Mass from its suppression; he removed the excommunication of the bishops of the Society of St. Pius X (SSPX); and lastly, he publicly declared in 2010 in Fatima: “We would be mistaken to think that Fatima’s prophetic mission is complete.” 
He also added these words in an interview during his airplane flight to Fatima:

As for the new things which we can find in this message today, there is also the fact that attacks on the Pope and the Church come not only from without, but the sufferings of the Church come precisely from within the Church, from the sin existing within the Church. This too is something that we have always known, but today we are seeing it in a really terrifying way: that the greatest persecution of the Church comes not from her enemies without, but arises from sin within the Church, and that the Church thus has a deep need to re-learn penance, to accept purification, to learn forgiveness on the one hand, but also the need for justice.
With this statement, Benedict XVI effectively contradicted his own earlier words of June, 2000, where he had stated:

First of all we must affirm with Cardinal Sodano: ‘… the events to which the third part of the ‘secret’ of Fatima refers now seem part of the past’. Insofar as individual events are described, they belong to the past. Those who expected exciting apocalyptic revelations about the end of the world or the future course of history are bound to be disappointed.
All these actions of Pope Benedict XVI show that he must have known, in his conscience, that he somehow had to correct certain injustices and confusing ambiguities of the recent past. He defended the traditional Mass, he gave back dignity to the SSPX, and he re-inserted the importance of the Fatima message. Additionally, he also tried to deal with the mystery of Vatican II, although, it seems, in too vague of a manner.

In this context, it might be worth mentioning that my husband and I were both together told by a priest who had met privately with Pope Benedict XVI that Pope Benedict himself considers Archbishop Marcel Lefebvre “to be the greatest theologian of the 20th century.” My husband and I both vouch for having heard these exact words directly from this priest — words which were allegedly spoken by Pope Benedict in the context of the pope’s proposal to re-introduce Marcel Lefebvre’s teaching more widely into the Catholic Church.

While we contemplate the gravity of the cumulative omissions and delays concerning the actual release of the full Third Secret, and when heaven had asked us to do it – namely, not later than 1960 – we are grateful to the Holy Ghost that He has seemingly made possible now this affirmative telephone conversation today on the Feast of Pentecost. May the true message of Fatima – together with the recent revelations of Fr. Brian Harrison and Dr. Alice von Hildebrand about what it also contains – spread far and wide and thereby help free all faithful Catholics from any bondage to half-truths and deficient loyalties. May we all freely and fully adhere to the full Truth of the Message of Mary’s Mercy – which will surely, under grace, help to set us free!

8 of 599 readers’ comments
1. If you read this article it will help you realize that Sr. Lucia never ever stated that the 3rd Secret was ever revealed, but rather there are fraudulent letters and attributions being circulated, created by Fr. Fox and Fr. Kondor, publicly accused of doing so and who have never defended themselves from the charge. http://www.fatima.org/essen...
2. The unsigned computer written letter from Sr. Lucia has long since been discredited.

Of course there is a conspiracy involved with Fatima. People lie. It happens. Sorry if it scandalizes you. Bad folks exist. People conspire against the Church. Bad guys are inside and outside of the Church. Good, but misled folks are inside as well. It's just reality.

The facts and evidence for a remaining unreleased portion of the third part of the secret are overwhelming. Anyone who has actually looked at the evidence agrees. I'd bet a nickel that if you actually looked at the evidence, you'd agree too. 

3. Go and check out the facts and you cannot but help note the grave discrepancy and the fact that the promises attributed to the Consecration never occurred and in fact have gotten worse. So either our Lady lied (unthinkable), or you join the chorus of certain people whose opinions were that Fatima was bogus (also false), or admit the obvious that the Popes didn't consecrate Russia, with the world's bishops but rather the world by the Pope alone. Something Lucia continuously said needed to be done according to the instructions Mary gave to her which is why it was attempted multiple times and all failed for the same reason. Does the biography you read explain this inconsistency? If not, why not? Did Sr Lucia just change her mind and make a mistake? If she could be considered reliable at all? Would God choose such an unreliable prophet? No, we are left with either Fatima is a hoax and Sr. Lucia is an agent of the devil, or the Popes did not carry out the Consecration.

As for the 3rd Secret, one need only to note the pattern of all the 3 secrets. The first the vision of Heaven & Hell, followed by the words of Mary explaining what the children saw. The second about the end of the First World War and the beginning of the Second one which has the words of Mary explaining it. Now we get the 3rd secret, but we only have the first part - a vision of the Pope - but where are the words of Mary explaining anything? Where are her words beginning with "In Portugal the dogmas of the faith will always be preserved..."? Why did Pope Benedict XVI allude to words spoken by our Lady on his last visit to Fatima in an interview where he said in the 3rd secret...?
"That is, it is true that beyond the moment indicated in the vision, it is spoken, it is seen the necessity of the passion of the Church...and therefore are the sufferings of the Church that is announced.”

BEYOND the Vision? Where is the text beyond the vision?

It is SPOKEN? Where are the spoken words? Who could be speaking? Except logically our Lady who is showing the children these things?

If Pope Benedict XVI lying now? Or was he lying then as Cardinal Ratzinger whose hand was supposed tied and forced to participate by his superiors?

Also in the past, then Cardinal Ratzinger said that the message revealed at Akita, Japan was the same as Fatima. Go read what Mary said in Akita and compare that to anything supposedly revealed in the 2000 document that alleges to be the whole 3rd Secret. The mental reservation Louie and others speak about is that as far as the architects of this cover up are concerned that the 3rd Secret was revealed (The Vision) but they didn't see the need to give us the words of our Lady explaining it. So too if Akita's revelation is the same as Fatima's then Mary herself already revealed the punishments awaiting us, which many have said would cause the world to repent and fill the Churches for confession, and which was alluded to by the witnesses of the Miracle of Fatima where the Sun hurled itself at the people terrifying them which lines up with something john Paul II said that if we expected to hear about the world being burnt and being covered by water and catastrophe then we apparently already knew about the 3rd Secret, which he also alluded to in Fatima to the tail of the devil which threw down the stars of heaven, which exegesis of Scripture refers to the Devil corrupting the clergy, the lights that are supposed to lead us to Heaven.

Are you able to explain this? Does the biography you read explain all this inconsistency? How then can you dismiss the weight of the evidence so casually as mere 'feelings' and accuse others of not doing enough research? If you have done the research and can answer the above questions, then please go ahead.
4. Whatever happens in the future will happen and your salvation doesn't depend on how involved you were with regards to Fatima so long as you do follow the precepts of the Church, but it does help to set the right perspective with regards to what is occurring in the Church and the world right now, and therefore is worth knowing. When God goes out of his way to perform the most spectacular miracle ever seen since the time of Joshua, and then entrusts His Church with a message and task to be delivered to the entire world publicly for the sake of your salvation, then it would definitely fit the criteria of something you ought to pay attention to, especially if as John Paul II suspected, Fatima might've been a fulfilment of what is contained in the Book of Revelation, which is part of the Deposit of Faith, and especially if Fatima led to Pope Pius XII infallibly defining and binding you, a Catholic, to the dogma of the Immaculate Conception. Therefore Fatima is important in a way that no other apparition or private revelation is, given it's public and prophetic character, which is precisely why God didn't tell Sr. Lucia to tell us the 3rd Secret, but entrusted that duty to the Pope and His Church to officially make known because it is more authoritative coming from the Pope than it is from Sr. Lucia.
5. Saint Bernadette of Lourdes was once asked about secrets, she didn't have any, she was pressed about the situation with Prussia at the time she was not afraid. She was asked what scares her the most she answered "Bad Catholics". Saint Padre Pio was restricted from saying mass and hearing confessions he took this on his shoulders, he did not start attacking cardinals and bishops.

You know that the dots are aligned for a chastisement and I will agree through a feeling or impression but our faith is not built on feelings or impressions it's built on the rock of TRUTH however remember that from Adam and Eve, Solomon, King David and Saint Peter our humanity has failed to satisfy what God asks of us. Saint Peter denied Christ three times and was still saved, Saint Paul had a history of involvement with persecution of Christians and was still saved so in reality mass, confession, prayer and penance is how many of us can play active part in defeating the scum bag satan, the 100 years are up!
6. This is a SATANIC LIE. Sr. LUCIA actually said the opposite!! It was Sec. of State, Cardinal Sodano, and his subsequent replacement, Cardinal Bertone who propagated this LIE. Actually, Sr. Lucia was SILENCED for 45 years, from 1960 to 2005, the year she died, and could not speak to ANYONE on the subject. Not EVEN HER Jesuit CONFESSOR and Spiritual Director, Fr. Aparicio from 1926 to 1938, could talk to her!!!!! Now this is a prime EXAMPLE of the kind of JUSTICE, LOVE and MERCY as executed by the POWERS controlling the Vatican apparatus during that sad, sad time. Now you have a glimpse of the kind of CATHOLICISM AS PRACTICED BY THE HIGH PRELATES OF THE TIME!! "The smoke of Satan has entered the Church" since 1960, the year the 3rd. Secret was supposed to be divulged publicly, as Our Lady asked.
7. Incorrect. It is not a fact that Sr. Lucia stated anything of the kind. She has only done the opposite throughout her life with regards to the Secret and the Consecration of Russia which was never done. Plenty of people have documented this evidence. This begins with the fact that nowhere in the 2000 Vatican release do you find the words SPOKEN by Our Lady that begin "In Portugal, the Dogmas of the faith will always be preserved..." This is a FACT. And it is a FACT that the Vatican 2000 alleged release does not contain this. As well Pope Benedict XVI himself on a recent trip from Fatima as the article outlined above notes, contradicted his past testimony and even himself referred to words spoken by our Lady when he declared that the prophecies of Fatima were unfolding today and refers to sin within the Church and can even be seen in the sex abuse crisis. Even Antonio Socci, who originally conducted an investigation to defend the Vatican and debunk the Fatimists was persuaded by the evidence to accuse the Vatican of a cover up instead, which can be found in his book 'The Fourth Secret of Fatima.' I recommend looking at all this evidence and not blindly follow the mainstream Catholic publications who defend the curia not matter what. You'd think Catholics would've learnt by now...

8. Yes John, either the Sisters of Coimbra are liars or they are themselves deceived, or they have been coerced into putting out such shady revisionist history by particular persons in power who wish to see Fatima buried.

"‘Enlighten especially the peoples of which, You Yourself are awaiting our consecration and confiding." - Pope John Paul II, after consecrating the world on March 25, 1984, acknowledged before about 250,000 people in prayer at St. Peter's Square.

Sister Lucy was asked if the Pope fulfilled the request made by Our Lady at Tuy when he consecrated the world on March 25, 1984.

Sister Lucy answered: ‘There was no participation of all the bishops, and there was no mention of Russia.’

The interviewer then asked, ‘So the consecration was not done as requested by Our Lady?’

Sister Lucy answered: ‘No. Many bishops attached no importance to this act’," - in the September 1985 issue of Sol de Fatima

Here is some free information for you to look up and contrast it with the biography you read, see if you can discern who is telling the truth:

Chronology of a Cover Up
http://www.fatima.org/essen...
Conditions for the Consecration of Russia
http://www.fatima.org/news/...
On Fatima story, Pope Emeritus Benedict XVI breaks silence
http://www.onepeterfive.com/on-fatima-story-pope-emeritus-benedict-xvi-breaks-silence/   

By Steve Skojec, May 21, 2016 (All emphases theirs)
Today, May 21, 2016, the Holy See Press Office has released, in its daily bulletin, a statement attributed to Pope Emeritus Benedict XVI. The statement categorically denies the affirmation, reported here, from Fr. Ingo Dollinger, which speaks of a private conversation in which then-Cardinal Ratzinger spoke to Dollinger, a personal friend, about there being more to the Third Secret of Fatima than was published by the Vatican in June of 2000. Here is the full text of the Vatican statement:
Communiqué: on various articles regarding the “Third Secret of Fatima”
Several articles have appeared recently, including declarations attributed to Professor Ingo Dollinger according to which Cardinal Ratzinger, after the publication of the Third Secret of Fatima (which took place in June 2000), had confided to him that the publication was not complete.

In this regard, Pope emeritus Benedict XVI declares “never to have spoken with Professor Dollinger about Fatima”, clearly affirming that the remarks attributed to Professor Dollinger on the matter “are pure inventions, absolutely untrue”, and he confirms decisively that “the publication of the Third Secret of Fatima is complete”.

[00855-EN.01] [Original text: Italian – working translation]

As the Publisher of OnePeterFive, I wish to respond to this statement. One cannot take lightly a rebuttal from someone of the stature of Pope Emeritus Benedict. It is noteworthy that — to our knowledge — this is the first time since his abdication in 2013 that the Pope Emeritus has issued an official statement through the Vatican press office. With all that is currently troubling the Church, with all the confusion that now assails the faithful, this is the story which has prompted Benedict to break his silence. Clearly, this is a matter of unusual importance in the eyes of the Holy See.

This statement is received by us with filial respect and love for the Pope Emeritus. And yet, it presents a problem. It conflicts directly with statements we have reported, and accuses us of false “attribution” and “invention.” It also flatly contradicts our source, Fr. Dollinger, not offering the possibility even of a misinterpretation, but rather, an accusation that the events he recounts are completely fabricated.

It is, in itself, a strangely perfunctory communique, and is presented in a way that prompts questions about its provenance and completeness. It is not a full, unabridged statement from Pope Emeritus Benedict; nor does it bear his signature. We are presented instead with pull quotes attributed to Benedict, and lacking the full context in which they originally appeared. Neither is it given to us to know who conducted this apparent interview with him, or how the questions were phrased.

We are, in other words, asked to take it on faith that the statement contains the authentic, complete, and ratified sentiments of the Pope Emeritus on the matter.

It is noteworthy that when we presented the words of Fr. Dollinger as reported by Dr. Hickson, we were accused by some of reporting unverifiable hearsay. But now we are given partial statements attributed to Benedict by an unnamed member of the Vatican communications staff — statements which implicate us, and also Pope Benedict’s old friend, Fr. Dollinger, in willful deception — and we are asked to believe that the matter is therefore settled?

I hope you will forgive my skepticism.

I have two questions about the semantics of this carefully-constructed statement. I believe they merit consideration.

First, I would like to draw attention to the portion which states, “the remarks attributed to Professor Dollinger on the matter ‘are pure inventions, absolutely untrue’.”

Dr. Maike Hickson, who personally called Fr. Dollinger, attests to the truth of what she recounted from that conversation. Inasmuch as the Vatican statement accuses her of “attributing” statements which are “inventions” to Fr. Dollinger, it is false. She did not imagine the conversation she had with Fr. Dollinger, she reported it, and I stand by her testimony with full confidence in her integrity, both as a journalist and as a faithful daughter of the Church.

Further, this morning Dr. Hickson telephoned Father Dollinger with the news of the Vatican statement, and at that time he again confirmed to her emphatically and clearly his previous remarks. In other words, he stood by his story.

We must also reiterate that Dr. Hickson’s original conversation with Fr. Dollinger could not have been an “invention” inasmuch as it was not original in its content. It was not an attempt to break news, but rather to seek direct confirmation of a story that had already been attributed to Fr. Dollinger years ago. As stated in Dr. Hickson’s original article, “This sensitive information pertaining to the Third Secret, which has been circulating among certain Catholic groups for a few years now, has now been personally confirmed to me by Fr. Dollinger himself…”

The first published account of Fr. Dollinger’s testimony (of which we are aware) appeared in an interview with Fr. Paul Kramer in Fatima Crusader in May of 2009. It has since been referenced in various Catholic publications and venues. Anecdotally, one of our commenters on the Fr. Dollinger story recalled that as a Brazilian, he had heard this same story from a priest who was a student of Fr. Dollinger in 2003 or 2004. (Fr. Dollinger was the rector of the Institutum Sapientiae in Brazil, where he taught moral theology.) The only thing new about our report is the direct confirmation made by Fr. Dollinger (in German, his native language) to Dr. Hickson, which she sought in an attempt to gain clarity on the matter.

Second, the communique quotes Pope Benedict as saying that “the publication of the Third Secret of Fatima is complete”. This is very cautious language, in a legal sense. If the Vatican has already published all that it intends to publish about the Third Secret of Fatima — even if there is more that they do not intend to publish — one would be technically correct in saying that “the publication is complete.” It does not in any way dispel the notion that a text written by Sister Lucia at the prompting of Our Lady as a means of interpreting the symbolic import of the Third Secret may yet exist.

As I stated in my follow up to our original article*, one needn’t assume that the popes who have potentially concealed additional information relating to the Third Secret have lied to us; if they fear that the information it contains will cause severe damage to the Church in some way, they may be using broad mental reservation in their concealment of the portion of the text in question. There is also the issue, raised by Marco Tosatti**, of internal questioning within the Vatican apparatus about which portions of an additional explanatory text, if it exists, can be attributed to Our Lady, and which to Sister Lucia. If there were sufficient doubt, one could conceivably conceal such a text while remaining technically correct stating that the full secret (i.e., the portion that they were confident came from Our Lady) had been revealed. The legalistic sense, therefore, is noteworthy in this regard.

I believe that beyond the questions raised by the text of the communique, there are other known facts which simply do not add up in this statement as attributed to Pope Benedict. The language is strong, even harsh, and it seems uncharacteristic in that regard. Benedict has a reputation for kindness and gentleness, and the source of the information he is refuting comes from a long-time friend – a friendship that his statement does not deny.

The statement also appears to close the door emphatically on the question of any further undisclosed import in the Third Secret. And yet Benedict’s own position on this issue has seemingly evolved over the past 16 years, and it would be difficult to characterize it as a settled matter. On June 26, 2000, when the Vatican announced the text of the Third Secret of Fatima, it was accompanied by a theological explanation by then-Cardinal Josef Ratzinger, Prefect of the Congregation for the Doctrine of the Faith. In it, he said:

And so we come to the final question: What is the meaning of the “secret” of Fatima as a whole (in its three parts)? What does it say to us? First of all we must affirm with Cardinal Sodano: “… the events to which the third part of the ‘secret’ of Fatima refers now seem part of the past”. Insofar as individual events are described, they belong to the past. Those who expected exciting apocalyptic revelations about the end of the world or the future course of history are bound to be disappointed. Fatima does not satisfy our curiosity in this way, just as Christian faith in general cannot be reduced to an object of mere curiosity. What remains was already evident when we began our reflections on the text of the “secret”: the exhortation to prayer as the path of “salvation for souls” and, likewise, the summons to penance and conversion.
But as Pope Benedict, Ratzinger travelled to Fatima in May of 2010. And at that time, he offered a somewhat different interpretation. From his airplane on May 11, 2010:
I would say that, here too, beyond this great vision of the suffering of the Pope, which we can in the first place refer to Pope John Paul II, an indication is given of realities involving the future of the Church, which are gradually taking shape and becoming evident. So it is true that, in addition to the moment indicated in the vision, there is mention of, there is seen, the need for a passion of the Church, which naturally is reflected in the person of the Pope, yet the Pope stands for the Church and thus it is sufferings of the Church that are announced. The Lord told us that the Church would constantly be suffering, in different ways, until the end of the world.
Two days later, at a Mass at the Shrine of Our Lady of Fatima on May 13, 2010, Pope Benedict said:

We would be mistaken to think that Fatima’s prophetic mission is complete.

Christopher Ferrara, a noted expert and author on the topic of Fatima, recounted the following earlier this week, related to Antonio Socci’s book on the topic:
[I]t should be said that, in fact, the Popes themselves have not told us that the Message has been fully revealed. The vision pertaining to the Secret was not revealed until 2000, after which John Paul II observed a conspicuous silence concerning the controversy over the completeness of the revelation. And in 2010, as Socci has put it, Benedict not only declined to say that all had been revealed but rather “reopened the dossier” on the Third Secret by alluding to contents that clearly do not appear in the vision. Further, Benedict sent Socci a note thanking him for publishing The Fourth Secret of Fatima (which I translated into English), even though it accuses the Vatican apparatus of concealing a pertinent text.

For his part, in a blog post dated May 12, 2007, Socci relates that he keeps

the letter Benedict XVI wrote to me about my book, thanking me “for the sentiments it inspired in me.” [per i sentimenti che l’hanno suggerito]  Words that comfort in the face of insults and accusations…

The inspiration for Dr. Hickson to seek out confirmation from Fr. Dollinger came, in part, from the new testimony of Dr. Alice von Hildebrand, who recently published formerly private information*** regarding an additional portion of the Third Secret which indicated an “infiltration of the Church to the very top.” This information, according to Dr. von Hildebrand, was revealed to her and her late husband in 1965 by Monsignor Mario Boehm, a former editor of the official Vatican newspaper, L’Osservatore Romano.

Is Dr. von Hildebrand also to be accused of inventing her story? 
What of the late Cardinal Ciappi, the papal theologian to Popes John XXIII, Paul VI, and John Paul II? It is Ciappi who is widely credited with the public revelation of the information that Alice von Hildebrand has now confirmed: “In the Third Secret it is foretold, among other things, that the great apostasy in the Church will begin at the top.”

There is a great deal that does not add up. There are many questions left unanswered. We offer our sincere prayers for the Pope Emeritus Benedict XVI and our gratitude that he broke his silence to address this open question.

At the same time, we are being asked to believe that we are being lied to by our sources. That we are being deceived by individuals in the last years of their life, with nothing apparent to gain. Individuals who have established strong reputations as noteworthy and orthodox Catholics, and whose reputations have now been put on the line by presenting an alternate version of events.

This is a great deal to ask, and we must respectfully request, therefore, that we be given a complete response — a full, unaltered, and witnessed statement from the Pope Emeritus himself. The filtered words of the Vatican Press office do not suffice.

9 of 336 readers’ comments

1. Deacon Augustine: This just proves that you hit on the big story that scares some people in Rome.

Nobody bothered to deny he told an Argentinian divorcee that "a little bread and a little wine can't hurt." Nobody bothered to deny or correct all the other blasphemies and insults against the Holy Ghost which emanate from Casa Santa Marta on a daily basis. But this one has them running around like frightened rabbits.

Well done, Mr. Skojec. Keep pushing on this one. They are taking notice.
2. I agree with the assessment of Deacon Augustine: Why is the Vatican frightened about this particular reporting from 1Peter5? I think you touched a nerve! Keep going.
3. We're standing behind you Steve. The late Fr. Gruner could tell you many a tale of being on the receiving end of unknown, unsigned non official sounding statements coming from undisclosed persons in the Vatican accusing him of vague misdeeds in vague language with vague veiled threats from persons of dubious authority.

We're approaching the centennial year of Fatima. The Devil isn't going to make it easy!

I wonder if this accusation against you and Fr. Dollinger can lead to a canon trial. Maybe that way we can put Benedict in the dock and finally get him to clarify a good many things in public, on record.

4. "It is noteworthy that when we presented the words of Fr. Dollinger as reported by Dr. Hickson, we were accused by some of reporting unverifiable hearsay. But now we are given partial statements attributed to Benedict by an unnamed member of the Vatican communications staff — statements which implicate us, and also Pope Benedict’s old friend, Fr. Dollinger, in willful deception — and we are asked to believe that the matter is therefore settled?"

And there is our answer! So, Dollinger, a lifelong friend of Benedict, in fact DID meet with the Pope and has faithfully recorded what Benedict said. Which is the same as what he said in previous years about Fatima - not all of it has been revealed.

It is common knowledge that the Vatican is a nest of vipers surrounding both popes with Satanists running much of what goes on there.

No need to fret or worry. The Vatican communique is a lie and we are all well aware of it.
5. Hello One-Peter-Five,

Permit me to buttress your view with my personal presence next to the Vatican on the Piazza Risorgimento at Fr. Gruner's Fatima Center office on Monday - June 26, 2000.

In the 2PM hour, 'Bruno' the Belgian journalist walked in and said 'Hey American howzit?' He then proceeded to converse 
in Italian with Fr. Gruner’s manager Alessandro Fuligni, so I offered to get some drinks for the three of us. When I returned, Bruno was leaving and bid me 'Ciao' as he headed out the door.

Alessandro spent several minutes typing on the computer and checking his written notes. Finally turning to me he held out a single sheet with the admonition "This should answer a lot of questions." I read and re-read it several times, knowing that I would repeat the contents at some future date.

Bruno - "This morning I attended the release of the 'Third Secret of Fatima' at the Vatican Press Office and was surprised that we the Vatican Press Corps were forbidden to ask any questions during the presentation.

Also, the presence of several politicians celebrating the tenth anniversary of the death of Vatican secretary of state, Cardinal Agostino Casaroli the architect of the Vatican's "Ost-Politic" was significant. They included former presidents Valéry 
Giscard d'Estaing of France, Mikhail Sergeyevich Gorbachev of the Soviet Union and Carlo Azeglio Ciampi of Italy.

Several powerful Prelates of the Church were also in attendance, including Cardinals Godfried Danneels of Belgium, Carlo Martini of Milan, Angelo Sodano, current Vatican Secretary of State and Achille Silvestrini of the Curia.

After the presentation, I walked up to a Cardinal and asked: Your Eminence, how would you answer the criticisms that this is not the ‘third secret’ and the charge already leveled at the Vatican by Fr. Gruner among others that the 'consecration of Russia to the Immaculate Heart' has not been accomplished?

He replied: "Without going into the problems with Fr. Gruner's ministry; his people are in anguish over these matters, and though their hearts are pure, their methods of achieving 
this are not appropriate! They must be obedient to the Magisterium to decide the best time to do this [the Consecration] and in any event we must all be patient at least until the canonization of the Shepard children.”

So, in two sentences the Cardinal rather deftly explained the situation and the solution being pursued by the Vatican. 
Your readers are naturally interested to know the Cardinal’s name – Joseph Aloisius Ratzinger.
It is obvious, to me anyway, that the “Canonization of the Shepard children” has been derailed into some Roman
alley and the “Consecration of Russia”, which promised a “certain period of peace to the world” is probably in the same alley.

I don’t think Pope Francis will be the man to Consecrate Russia, but he is probably the Pope of the ‘vision of the Third Secret’ released on that June day. YES, Pope Francis is the:

“ . . . Bishop dressed in White 'we had the impression that it was the Holy Father'.

Other Bishops, Priests, men and women Religious going up a steep mountain, at the top of which there was a big Cross of rough-hewn trunks as of a cork-tree with the bark; before reaching there the Holy Father passed through a big city half in ruins and half trembling with halting step, afflicted with pain and sorrow, he prayed for the souls of the corpses he met on his way; having reached the top of the mountain, on his knees 
at the foot of the big Cross he was killed by a group of soldiers who fired bullets and arrows at him, and in the same way there died one after another the other Bishops, Priests, men and women Religious, and various lay people of different ranks and positions.

Beneath the two arms of the Cross there were two Angels each with a crystal aspersorium in his hand, in which they gathered up the blood of the Martyrs and with it sprinkled the souls that were making their way to God.”

And where will Pope Francis offer his life as a martyr? In 
the “big city half in ruins” which is Jerusalem. Pope Francis will make his sacrifice for the conversion of the Jews!

By this means they will be converted to the Holy Roman Catholic faith and Pope Francis’ successor will then be able to Consecrate Russia to the Immaculate Heart and the Russians will also be converted to Holy Mother Church.

PS. The four pages released by the Vatican on that June day are from the Diary of Sr. Lucia describing events and visions of Fatima, which include the 'vision of hell', the 'children's arrest and jailing by the mayor of Orem.' or the 'Holy Family on October 13th.' as examples.

Our Lady began "The Third Secret of Fatima" with the words "In Portugal the dogma of the faith will always be kept . . ." and it fills a single piece of paper in letter-like format. Hence the 'two envelopes of Fatima', one containing the 'Secret' the other the 'Diary'.

6. Card. Ratzinger said: "Akita's and Fatima's messages are "ESSENTIALLY THE SAME".
The official text of the 3rd Secret as released in 2000 has nothing in common with the apocalyptic facts and catastrophes everybody can read in the messages of Akita.
Therefore one may easily draw the conclusion that the Vatican didn't release the full stuff.
7. Note that the citation is very indirect. Howard Dee said Bishop Ito had it confirmed by Cardinal Ratzinger.

"Howard Dee, former Philippine ambassador to the Vatican, said in a 1998 interview with Inside the Vatican magazine: "Bishop Ito [the local bishop, now deceased] was certain Akita was an extension of Fatima, and Cardinal Ratzinger personally confirmed to me that these two messages, of Fatima and Akita, are essentially the same."

8. If Fatima is so valuable, why all the discrepancies, conspiracy theories, and so on? They are not a good sign at all. The talk of secrets is reminiscent of Gnosticism - one of the marks of Christianity is that everyone who professes it shares and has access to the same doctrines; there are no secrets that are hidden from the many, and are revealed to a privileged few alone. It is not at all clear that the Church has not been divided and wounded by all this speculation, that in the nature of the case is impossible to verify. The fruits of making such a big thing of the alleged apparitions and alleged messages and their consequences, seem in large part not to be good :(

If the Popes thought the Third Secret mattered, why did they ignore it in 1960? Does a Saint ignore a message from Heaven? So either John XXIII is not a Saint, or he thought Fatima was no big deal. Public revelation is over, closed and finished, so while private revelations like Fatima or Lourdes may be interesting, they are of no theological or pastoral importance, can add nothing to the Faith, and only those receive them need bother with them. One is no more Catholic for accepting them, and no less Catholic for paying them no attention. 

9. Did you ever know what is "modernism"? The holy Pope Pius X said that it is the "synthesis of all heresies".
Every pope since John XXIII has been contaminated by the modernist ideas.
Fatima is the synthesis of anti-modernism. No wonder why it must be silenced.
*The Fatima controversy is a mirror of the Church
http://www.onepeterfive.com/the-fatima-controversy-is-a-mirror-of-the-church/    

By Steve Skojec, May 18, 2016 (All emphases theirs)

On Sunday afternoon, we published a report about Cardinal Ratzinger’s alleged admission that there is more to the Third Secret of Fatima (page 1) than was revealed by the Church in 2000. Since that time, the post has been viewed nearly 70,000 times by visitors from around the globe — a testament to the relevance of this topic, almost a century later. It has been re-reported in German, Portuguese, Spanish, French, Polish, and Italian publications. Among the Italians who have mentioned it are no less noteworthy figures than Roberto de Mattei, Marco Tosatti, and Antonio Socci — the first having written one of the definitive critical accounts of the Second Vatican Council, the latter two having both published books on this topic.

It is on Socci’s commentary — left on his official Facebook page — that I would like, for a moment, to focus my attention. 
I do not have a good English translation of it, so for the purposes of this blog post, I will work with the imperfect machine translation provide by Google rather than troubling one of our very busy translators in Italy. We should be able to understand, more or less, its meaning:
THE FOURTH SECRET OF FATIMA

In 2006 I published “The Fourth Secret of Fatima” (Rizzoli), where I presented the (many!) Evidence of a not yet published the Third Secret of Fatima, on the day.

Bid Today’s article OnePeterFive, commented by Tosatti, who brings a testimony that would confirm the existence of this part of the Secret not yet published.

But invite you to consider everything very carefully. I have many doubts and many doubts about the phrase attributed to Ratzinger …. I do not seem credible … [Steve Skojec: He’s saying he does not find the attribution credible, in his opinion]
Moreover, it seems to me that he – beyond any words spoken in private – has already spoken clearly and officially as Pope Benedict XVI, in pilgrimage to Fatima on May 13, 2010.

On that occasion he stated that the Message of Fatima was not concluded with the events of the twentieth century, but which also concerned the near future and this message warned not only to persecutions of the Church from its external enemies, but also from great trials and persecution from within …

The Pope added:

“We are realists in expecting that evil always attacks, attacks from within and without, but which always forces the goods are present and that, eventually, the Lord is stronger than evil and our Lady is for us the visible, motherly guarantee of God’s goodness, which is always the last word in history.”

It’s a rough version, but you get the gist. This is, as far as it goes, a fair thing to say. It is a warning for caution, a suspicion that Father Dollinger’s statement is incorrect. It is not, in any conceivable sense of the term, an argument to the contrary. When it comes to Fatima, unfortunately all of us who question the official story have been relegated to speculation, suspicion, and the testimony of those closest to the people with a front-row seat to these events and the information that surrounds them. Often, all we have to go on is our gut. Our intuition. And I will not fault Mr. Socci for expressing his. In fact, I’m grateful that he is bringing this conversation to a wider audience. All that should concern us is the fuller truth behind the secrecy.

In an ironic twist, the same day that Socci published his comment, I received his book, The Fourth Secret of Fatima, in the mail. I have always had a healthy respect for the major approved Marian apparitions of the 19th and 20th centuries (Lourdes, Fatima, and to a lesser extent, Akita), and an innate sense that they are true. That said, I have not studied them in great detail. My purchase of the Socci book was intended as part of a larger effort to begin doing just that.

But as I opened it this morning, I found that Socci makes — immediately, in his introduction — the precise argument that animates my willingness to publish statements like those of Fr. Dollinger. Socci speaks of how, in 2005, just two days after the death of Sister Lucia, he sat down to read an article about the secrets discovered in her room. This article was penned by the respected Italian journalist, Vittorio Messori. Socci’s response to this was as follows:

I reacted to the new article by Messori with a journalistic polemic in which I defended with a sword the rightness of the Vatican (ungenerously above all toward the traditionalists), attacked the writer and liquidated all of his “dietrologies” (An Italian idiom for conspiracy theories that look behind [dietro] events for hidden plots) concerning unpublished documents. Certainly, I knew that after the fateful revelation of the Third Secret in 2000, doubts, suspicions, rumors, and critical observations had begun to circulate within the curial environment, and that they had found public expression in traditionalist circles. But I had never paid attention to the traditionalist publications because I believed that they originated from a burning disappointment over a Secret that negates all of their “apocalyptic” forecasts.

[…]

The traditionalists’ disputes with the Vatican on the revelation of the Third Secret (of June 26, 2000) have never been analyzed, confronted, and confuted by the ecclesiastical party and are unknown in the lay world — perhaps because their publications circulate almost exclusively in their own environment.

To me the choice by the Curia and the Catholic media to ignore and say nothing about them did not seem right, especially after having read the extremely harsh tone of their accusations against the Vatican.

[…]

Analyzing this literature — besides that circulating on the Internet — it occurred to me that throughout the Fatima affair, there are so many questions without answers as to color it a “detective story.” Perhaps the most fascinating and dramatic detective story of our times because it involves not only the Vatican, great powers and their secret services, as well as certain obscure apparatuses of power, but also each one of us, and the proximate destiny for all humanity and for the Church.

[…]

I tried…to understand the Vatican’s position in order to counter the accusations of the “Fatimists.” I investigated the concrete and reliable elements of criticism in the traditionalist literature, unfortunately buried in a mass of theorems, invective, absurdity, and unconfirmed hearsay. I caught certain of their contradictions, dismantled some theses, but in the end I had to surrender — thanks also to the revelations of an authoritative witness who furnished invaluable information. I had not expected the discovery of a colossal enigma, of a mystery that spans the history of the Church of the 20th century, something unutterable, something “chilling” that has literally terrorized different Popes who succeeded each other in mid-century, something that certainly regards the Church, but also the proximate future of us and our brothers.

Socci begins his narrative with a concession: that the evidence was such that it “contradicted [his] initial convictions, and surprised and impressed” him. There is something more going on that has not been revealed. There is an import to Our Lady’s message at Fatima that has caused it, in part, to be hidden, avoided, and shrouded in secrecy by the highest powers in the Vatican.

I look forward to the rest of his book, even if his presentation of the facts contradicts my own initial convictions. But what I am certain not to be disabused of is the very idea that we are being deceived in some way; that there is something Our Lady (and by extension, almighty God) thought important enough to warn us personally about. Something that, for human reasons, has been kept concealed.

It is in part for this reason that I do not want the discussion to remain circulating “almost exclusively” in the traditionalist “environment.” We have sought to confirm information that was already in that environment in the hopes it would reach new audiences. It is the message that matters far more than the messenger.

Some Catholics forcefully reject the implication that there is more to the story than we have been told. They do not like this assertion because they think it makes popes into liars. I don’t believe that this is a logical consequence of secrecy. It is possible for broad mental reservation cover a multitude of sins. No doubt fear — fear for the reaction of the faithful to what is contained in the full secret — plays a role in the suppression of information about the warning. But even if it does make them out to be liars, is avoiding such an unfortunate thought more important than the discovery of the truth? There is no charism of the papacy that prevents those who hold it from speaking falsehoods. And in any case, such a sin can be forgiven.

The confusion and debate I have seen in our comment boxes over the past few days makes clear why it is so important that the full truth be made known. Whenever the impression is given to people that they are being misled, or that those leading them are not trustworthy, it is human nature to begin filling in the missing data however possible — even if by imagination. It is this tendency that gives rise to conspiracy theories. And wherever multiple conflicting accounts exist — put forward by credible witnesses on all sides — the conditions are perfect for wild speculation of this kind.

Only the whole story has any hope of putting this controversy to bed. People are hungry for this information. Nothing we’ve ever published has garnered so much attention so quickly. Sadly, we are forced to wait, and to hope, and even to pray that someone like Pope Emeritus Benedict will come forward to set the record straight and to explain away the discrepancies. And the odds of this happening are decidedly slim.

All of this is, in reality, a facet of the larger problem in the Church.

I had a conversation with my wife today, and she, as a convert, expressed her frustration at the way Catholics fight amongst themselves. “I’m used to Protestants,” she says, “who are far more inclined to help each other.”

I reminded her that in contrast to this or that Protestant denomination, ours is a universal Church in chaos, struck by Satan and thereby divided. It is almost impossible to believe how so many otherwise very intelligent Catholics are unable to recognize that the post-conciliar Church has brought about the near-total gutting of Catholicism. It is an unqualified, unmitigated, disaster. The number of people who profess to be Catholic and still believe in essential Church teaching is such a tiny minority, it’s staggering.

The problem with Fatima — just as with the larger Church — essentially boils down to a crisis of confidence. The Church was once eminently credible, but through the actions of those who have led it these past decades, it has squandered much of its hard-earned regard. (Changing the unchangeable tends to do that.)

There are those who oppose Church leadership because they have strayed too far from the mission Christ gave. There are those who oppose Church leadership because they haven’t, in their opinion, strayed far enough. Oddly, these two groups (for brevity, let’s call them traditionalists and progressives, respectively) tend to see the problems in the Church the same way. Both groups agree, for example, that Amoris Laetitia opens the door to communion for the divorced and remarried. One sees this as a catastrophe, the other as a positive and long-overdue development, but there’s little quibble between them about the new reality on the ground.

It is the third group in the Church, therefore, which is the most troubling. These are the extreme loyalists, those so dedicated to their confirmation biases that they refuse to see what is staring them in the face. Colloquially, we can call these the “conservatives”, though it’s an odd turn of phrase when one considers that the only thing they seek to conserve is the new, late 20th-century ecclesiastical paradigm, all while typically glossing over the conflicts this presents to the Church’s previous 19 centuries. I call this phenomenon, “the Magisterium of the now.” This is the group that believes (to the extent they have been taught the truth of it) what the Church believes; they follow the pope and love him (to a fault); they attempt to grow in a true spiritual life, they receive the sacraments, they honor the moral teachings of Catholicism, they teach their children the same. These are good people who love God, but they are deeply deceived. If a pope or a council changes a thing, in their view, then that’s the new reality, and we just have to go with it and find a way to re-interpret our understanding of the Church “in light of” that new thing (rather than vice-versa). A good example of their attitude can be found in a comment I recently saw on Facebook from Dan Burke, Executive Director of the National Catholic Register:


This is a snapshot of a much longer conversation, but I think it stands on its own merits. This is the kind of inscrutable thinking the “conservative” Catholic mentality leads to. The idea that anyone who wants to restore what was good and retract the recently-added bad from a divinely inspired — and thus, immutable — religion is nonetheless somehow harmful or out of tune with reality. Later in the discussion, he doubled down: “Looking back is a practice of wound-lickers,” he said, “who are paralyzed in the past and do nothing to work to bring about the kingdom of God now.”

It’s a contemptuous statement, and it, too, is deserving of contempt.

How can the Church continue with such a dichotomy in her midst? How can Catholics continue to be so diametrically opposed in their fundamental understanding of what Catholicism is and what Catholics are supposed to believe, and how they are meant to worship? How can those who recognize the severity of the wounds in the Mystical Body of Christ work together with those who think they are merely superficial, or perhaps even an improvement?

Meanwhile, as so-called “conservatives” clash with so-called “traditionalists,” the so-called “progressives” are using every opportunity they can to exploit their new found power and expand it, with the aim of producing “irreversible reform.”

Ultimately, we all need to be able to trust that Rome has our best interests at heart. For “progressives,” this is something to aim for, even if they’re repeatedly told “no”. For “conservatives,” it is impossible to conceive of any other reality — even if it’s right in front of their nose. For “traditionalists,” it’s complicated; we believe that God has our best interests at heart, and that He leads His Church, but that it has fallen into the hands of bad shepherds. We believe He will eventually sort it out according to His own plan. But as we look around us and see the incalculable damage that has been wrought under the watch of those who should have protected and preserved our treasures, we are filled with righteous anger and fear that it will only become worse. We understand the boundaries that the progressives fail to acknowledge (i.e., that the Church has an authority that comes from God and that there is no democratic revolution to be had); we also recognize the reality that the conservatives turn a blind eye to (i.e., that infallibility and the promise that the “gates of hell will not prevail” is not a blanket guarantee of good leadership free from egregious error in matters of discipline and governance.) But we are left with a decided inability to trust those responsible for placing us in this dilemma, awaiting a divine solution when no human one seems possible.
To continue to deny this situation is foolhardy. As I said in response to a commenter earlier today:

The post-conciliar Church is a massive and demonstrable failure. It represents a deviation from the mission the Church had for nearly 2,000 years. It called into question — and continues to do so — a number of fundamental doctrinal points that previous popes and the entire Magisterium agreed upon.

The Catholic Faith under the leadership of the conciliar and post-conciliar popes has taken humanly irreparable damage. Belief in the Real Presence is decimated, as is (unsurprisingly, considering the previous fact) Mass attendance. Most surveys indicate over 90% of Catholics engage in contraception, and a similar number support same-sex relationships. Church doctrines on topics as diverse as religious liberty, ecumenism, inter-religious dialogue, the necessity of the Church for salvation, the indissolubility of marriage, the just use of capital punishment, just war theory, and the prohibition against those not living in the state of grace receiving Holy Communion are all under attack from within.

The Church has been infiltrated, and yes, it is a satanic detour from what Our Lord intended and the Magisterium had always been at pains to preserve.
Which brings us, in this moment, back to Fatima.

The popes of the past half century, whose job it was to preserve and defend the Church from this devastation, are the very same who have assured us that the Fatima message (which they originally suppressed, against Our Lady’s wishes, in 1960) has now been fully revealed. A message that, according to multiple credible accounts, predicted the very destruction that took place on their watch.

It doesn’t take a veteran detective to find motive there. Those who ask that we simply believe we have been told the whole truth in this matter ask too much.

Fatima matters because it is inextricably intertwined with the ecclesiastical crisis it so narrowly pre-dates. It is often dismissed as only private revelation, but that is not entirely accurate. The nature of the warnings that apparitions like Lourdes and Fatima contain make them something more. As Dietrich von Hildebrand wrote, “They are great miracles – in part miraculous healings, in part supernatural warnings – but they represent no additions whatever to Revelation in the strict sense of the word, which terminated with the Apostles. Not private revelations, as in the case of the holy mystics, for their messages were directed to all. The persons who experience them have more the character of a mouthpiece…”

A mouthpiece for Our Lady, who was, in turn, a mouthpiece for our God. As I look to the confusion and chaos around me, driven straight through the heart of the Church, I want to hear everything they have to say that could help us sort out this mess.

I want to know the whole Fatima story. I want to never have a reason to doubt our bishops and popes again. That seems a lofty goal, all things considered, but clearing up the questions around the Third Secret would be an incredibly important first step.

3 of 225 readers’ comments

1. To a follower of Jesus only moving toward Him, striving to become more like Him, can be considered as positive movement. Moving toward that which is an abomination to God, is a regression.
Can't Jorge Bergoglio see that the more "forward" he pushes the Church, the farther away from God he directs it?
2. Christopher Ferrara: A great piece. But it should be said that, in fact, the Popes themselves have not told us that the Message has been fully revealed. The vision pertaining to the Secret was not revealed until 2000, after which John Paul II observed a conspicuous silence concerning the controversy over the completeness of the revelation. And in 2010, as Socci has put it, Benedict not only declined to say that all had been revealed but rather "reopened the dossier" on the Third Secret by alluding to contents that clearly do not appear in the vision. Further, Benedict sent Socci a note thanking him for publishing The Fourth Secret of Fatima (which I translated into English), even though it accuses the Vatican apparatus of concealing a pertinent text.

What is missing, clearly, is the Virgin's own explanation of the vision, without which we were left in the absurd position of being informed by the Vatican that Cardinal Sodano would interpret it for us. And it is he and his successor, Cardinal Bertone, who have promoted the party line that the Secret pertains only to the 20th century events recounted in the second part of the Great Secret, which would make the third part (i.e. the Third Secret) redundant.

The massive evidence that this is a cover-up is explored in my The Secret Still Hidden, which received a personal endorsement by the late Archbishop Pietro Sambi, former Apostolic Nuncio to the United States, as reported in Inside the Vatican magazine by Bob Moynihan (his personal account). So, this story has spread beyond traditionalist circles, but this article is an important contribution to keeping it there.

3. Steve Skojec: Thanks, Chris. These are helpful data points.
**The Fatima controversy is a mirror of the Church
http://www.onepeterfive.com/interview-vatican-expert-marco-tosatti-on-fatima/
By Maike Hickson, May 19, 2016 (All emphases theirs)

Editor’s Note: Marco Tosatti, Italian journalist and Vatican expert, wrote in Italy’s La Stampa concerning Dr. Maike Hickson’s recent article on Fr. Ingo Dollinger, Cardinal Ratzinger, and the Third Secret of Fatima. Dr. Hickson then reached out to Tosatti — himself an author of a book about Fatima — who agreed to the following interview.

Maike Hickson (MH): You have written already in 2002 a book on the Third Secret of Fatima, entitled Il Segreto Non Svelato (“The Unrevealed Secret”). The title itself indicates that you had already then come to the conclusion that the full Third Secret of Fatima was not published in June of 2000. Is this true?  Do you believe that the text that was actually published in 2000 is an authentic part of the Third Secret of Fatima, and if yes, why?

Marco Tosatti (MT): Yes. I think that what we have read is authentic; it seems to remind us that Sister Lucy in person acknowledged the authenticity of the pages we have seen. And precisely from what we have seen we can still have some doubts.

MH: What are the main reasons why you came to the conclusion that the full Third Secret has not yet been revealed?

MT: In the document we have seen, at a certain point the narration stops with an “et cetera.” First, it seems strange to me that the Virgin would use these words. And then we have never seen the part of the Secret to which the “et cetera” is related.

Then there is the problem of the envelopes; it would be too long to enter in this issue now, but there are problems either with the measure of the envelopes sent from Portugal to Rome, and then with the envelope on which Pope John XXIII wrote his personal comment on the Secret, after having read it.

And then there is a conversation had by a scholar, Solideo Paolini, with Archbishop Capovilla, who was the personal secretary of Pope John XXIII. Solideo Paolini declared:

“I met Archbishop Loris Francesco Capovilla on July 5th 2006 in Sotto il Monte [name of a town] at his house. Since this very first meeting, during our private conversation, he made me implicitly but unequivocally understand something about the existence of two texts, or at least about certain things not being revealed regarding the Third Secret. When I asked him the question [about the Secret], he literally answered: ‘No, look, since it was officially revealed, I must abide by what was declared in the official documents, even if I may know something more.’ And at that point, when he said those words ‘even if I may know something more,’ he smiled ironically. Since I was there, I was able to see from his gestures that it was clear: there is something more than what was revealed during the Holy Year 2000 [by the Vatican]. But what Archbishop Capovilla said to me during a phone call was an even more dead giveaway. When he sent me his answers [by mail to questions I had sent to him], I called him on the phone, and he gave me the answer to a question of mine which literally was: ‘So, Your Excellency, as regards the two dates in which Pope Paul VI (would have) read the Third Secret, March 27th 1965 and June 27th 1963, which are confirmed by different sources, are they both correct because, in fact, there exist two texts regarding the Third Secret?’ I asked him this point-blank. He remained silent for a moment, thinking about it, and then he said to me, literally: ‘Precisely so (Per l’appunto)’. This is the most explicit confirmation that anyone could give.” 

These words seemed to me a confirmation of what I had written in my book.

MH: You yourself reported recently on my own report about Father Ingo Dollinger who claims that then-Cardinal Ratzinger told him that he did not publish the whole secret. Would you have any possible explanation as to why they did not publish the full text? Could there be some kind of mental reservation involved?

MT: I will tell you what the personal secretary of Saint John Paul II [Archbishop Stanislaw Dziwisz] told me once, when I asked about Fatima. He answered: “The problem is to understand what the Virgin said, and what Sister Lucy said.” 
My personal opinion is that all the problems related to Fatima, the Popes, the Vatican are centered on this question. Did Sister Lucy add, even involuntarily, something to the message? And what? I think that is the element which has made so many people in the Church wary about the global phenomenon.

MH: Do you yourself consider it important still for us Catholics today to find out the full truth about the Third Secret?

MT: Yes, of course. When you have a revelation supported by such facts….

MH: What is your own finding about the possible content of that part of the Third Secret that is still unpublished?

MT: Really, I have no idea.

MH:  Do you have any idea of how we could achieve that Rome finally releases the full secret?

MT: I think that, as far as the Holy See is concerned, the problem is closed. I do not expect in my lifetime to see anything more on the part of the Vatican.

8 of 59 readers’ comments

1. "“The problem is to understand what the Virgin said, and what Sister Lucy said.” My personal opinion is that all the problems related to Fatima, the Popes, the Vatican are centered on this question. Did Sister Lucy add, even involuntarily, something to the message? And what?" 

Ah yes, this old excuse. but pardon me, but would God spin the Sun in the Sky and convert entirely the Nation of Portugal and topple Communism and protect Portugal from World War and precisely predict the end and beginning of world wars and the reign and name of the yet-to-be Pope of the time, entrusted to the Vatican so that they themselves could verify these things only to have His chosen seer screw up and add her own words to the words of Mary explaining the Vision of the 3rd Secret? The math doesn't add up here.

Especially considering Benedict XVI himself said on his last trip to Fatima that in the 3rd Secret there was seen something Beyond the Vision with spoken words that could only be from Our Lady.

But the Secret was so disturbing to the modernists and the ever optimistic John XXIII that in order to escape it and carry out their plans, they had to somehow REINTERPRET the words of our Lady and apply the good ol critical-school thinking applied to Scripture to assume that it didn't mean what it said or that Sr. Lucia added things to embellish the Secret just as modernist scholars think occurred to the holy Bible texts?

Would the little seer who saw HELL itself and did penance to such an extent that even the Mother of God told her to take it easy, and who herself was so frightened of the Secret that she couldn't bring herself to write it down without divine aid, would then go and dare to add her own opinions into the Secret??? Really???

Considering every rotten thing we see occurring in the Church these days, Sr. Lucia's testimony that certain dark forces tried to bury has only been vindicated. No way would she have contaminated the Secret she under orders from God entrusted to His Church to reveal publicly.

Frankly if it's so frightening we'll probably all wish we hadn't heard it, but let's be frank here, this is simply disobedience towards God, and the only losers will be us.

2. Why do Popes, and anyone else who actually read the Third Secret of Fatima, feel compelled to secrecy when Our Blessed Lady asked for it to be revealed in 1960? Is their obligation to the Pope of the day seen as more important than compliance with the will of Christ's Mother (& ours) or are they all in Satan's grip? Their collective complicity in this disobedience would lead one to believe that they are all Satan's men - even the canonised & blessed.

3. Yes, even back in the early days of Fatima the hierarchy's disobedience to Heaven led to WW2 and communism spreading throughout the world. And it continues.

4. Deacon Augustine:

I suspect it is for reasons similar to those why prelates covered up clerical child abuse - they are more concerned about protecting the reputation of the institution of the Church than they are concerned about doing what is right.

I don't know when John XXIII read the secret and whether it was before or after he had decided to call a Council. However if he had already made his decision and the message did warn of a "bad council", then one can understand the human inclination to want to hush it up. It would not be right, but it would be understandable.

5. Fatima was the trigger that personally made me coming back to the Faith.
The main thing I keep currently from it is what the Cardinal Ciappi, personal theologian of Pope JPII said, and it is terrible for us Catholics: "The great apostasy in the Church will begin AT THE TOP."
Who can deny that this prophecy is precisely and tragically what we are seeing unfolding under our eyes?
6. Regarding the full extent of the third secret is really a simple conclusion in my opinion. It would reveal to the entire world the destruction caused by the post-conciliar popes, their bishops and all the reforms. There can be no other reason. The modern popes consider the third secret to have scandalous consequences for the Church (scandalous in the sense that it would severely undermine them, the dreadful reforms, and cause mass division and ultimately schism), something that they have chosen to avoid at all costs. The third secret is the anti-aggiornamento of our times, never to be revealed.
7. The 100th Anniversary of our blessed Mother’s appearances in Fatima, are now a fw days less than a year away....May 13th, 2017 and wonder what may then occur?

8. "What may occur"? Like the King Louis XVI who found no interest in consecrating his kingdom to the Sacred Heart of Jesus though Jesus required this in 1689, exactly 100 years before the Revolution began: He was jailed and beheaded 4 years later. 2017 is a crucial year for the Church.

MARIE-JULIE JAHENNY FRENCH STIGMATIST AND VICTIM SOUL-HER LIFE AND PROPHECIES 
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***Alice von Hildebrand sheds new light on Fatima 
http://www.onepeterfive.com/alice-von-hildebrand-sheds-new-light-fatima/
May 12, 2016 (All emphases theirs)
Introductory commentary by Fr. Brian W. Harrison, O.S.

Owing to a lack of clarity and specificity in Chapter 8 of Pope Francis’ Apostolic Exhortation, Amoris Laetitia (AL), mutually contradictory views are circulating as to what it means for Catholics living publicly in objectively sinful relationships. Has the present Holy Father broken with his predecessors, who never permitted any of these folks to receive Holy Communion? Some say Yes, some say No. The distinguished German Catholic philosopher Robert Spaemann, a friend of Pope Benedict XVI, has not hesitated to affirm in a recent interview that with the promulgation of AL, “chaos [has been] raised to a principle by the stroke of a pen”, and that “the consequences are already foreseeable: uncertainty and confusion, from the bishops’ conferences to the small parishes in the middle of nowhere.”

This critical situation invites further reflection on the message of Our Lady of Fatima, as we begin this Friday (May 13, 2016), the 100th year since her first appearance to the Portuguese shepherd children. Back in 1980 the one surviving visionary, Sister Lucy, wrote an important letter to Monsignor (now Cardinal) Carlo Caffarra. After Pope John Paul asked him to begin a new Pontifical Institute for studies on marriage and the family, Caffarra wrote to Sister Lucy, simply requesting her prayers for this venture. He has recently made known his surprise at receiving “a very long letter with her signature. . . . In it we find written: ‘The final battle between the Lord and the reign of Satan will be about marriage and the family. Don’t be afraid, because anyone who works for the sanctity of marriage and the family will always be contended and opposed in every way, for this is the decisive issue.’ And then she concluded: ‘however, Our Lady has already crushed its head.’”

This reassurance is encouraging, because fifteen years after Sister Lucia wrote that letter, Cardinal Luigi Ciappi (1909-1996), personal theological adviser to five popes, made a stunning disclosure about that part of the Fatima secret that the Vatican has never released (and which is evidently referenced by the enigmatic word “etc.” in the published part of Our Lady’s message). His Eminence, one of the few persons who had seen the complete secret, wrote in a 1995 letter to Professor Baumgartner of Salzburg: “In the Third Secret it is predicted, among other things, that the great apostasy in the Church will begin at the top.”

Such a shocking prophecy would explain why Sister Lucy herself confessed to being traumatized by it, why Pope John XXIII decided not to publish it on schedule in 1960, and why Cardinal Alfredo Ottaviani of the Holy Office, in answer to a reporter’s question, stated acidly that the Third Secret had been relegated “to the bottom of the Vatican archives – and that’s where it deserves to stay!” (A priest who as a young man was living in Rome in 1960 has told me he distinctly recalls reading these words of the cardinal in a newspaper report.) 
As the Church’s top doctrinal watchdog, Ottaviani might well have judged that such an appalling message might unsettle the faith of many Catholics in the See of Peter, the ‘Rock’ on whom Christ built his Church.

The foregoing observations should help to set in their context the following testimony from Dr. Alice von Hildebrand, whom I have been privileged to know for about twenty years. It provides clear corroboration of what Cardinal Ciappi said about the secret, but was made known to her and her late husband, the renowned philosopher Dietrich von Hildebrand, a full thirty years before Ciappi wrote his letter to the Austrian professor. In a private email at the beginning of May Dr. von Hildebrand told me about this 1965 conversation in Florence. I asked her whether she would allow this to be made known to a wider audience, and after consulting with her spiritual director, she replied that he had given her permission to do so. (Msgr. Mario Boehm, whose testimony she records here, was a leading member of the editorial staff of the Vatican newspaper L’Osservatore Romano during the 1930s and 1940s, when the editor-in-chief was Count Giuseppe Dalla Torre. Boehm retained high-level contacts in Rome after his retirement.)

Dr. von Hildebrand added that it would be good for this account to be accompanied here by that of another similar conversation she and her husband had in the 1960s with the former communist agent Bella Dodd.  I personally find these testimonies linked to the Fatima message deeply consoling at this time of increasing confusion and profoundly disturbing change emanating from the highest levels of Church authority. For they indicate that Heaven has not only foreseen this great crisis, but has forewarned us, in order to reassure Catholics that, whatever may happen in the immediate future, Christ is still the unassailable Head of his Church, and that the Immaculate Heart of his most holy Mother, Queen of the Holy Rosary, who to Satan is as “terrible as an army set in battle array”, will triumph in the end.

Dr. von Hildebrand, in her 90s, now finds some difficulty in writing by computer, so I have slightly edited her original email for greater clarity. She has approved the following version and graciously given her permission for it to be posted on the OnePeterFive website:

(Email to Fr. Brian Harrison dated May 6, 2016):

Dear Father,

I think the following two conversations, which I recall very well from the 1960s, are of particular interest now, in these deeply troubled times half a century later. For they apparently corroborate Cardinal Ciappi’s testimony that part of Our Lady’s Fatima secret was the shocking prediction that the great apostasy in the Church would begin “at the top.”

The first conversation was In June 1965. We were in Florence in the house where my husband was born, and where I spent my first sabbatical. 
My husband invited a priest named Msgr. Mario Boehm, whom he had met in Rome shortly after his conversion, and who had been one of the top editors of L’Osservatore Romano for many years. 
The topic of Fatima came up. My husband raised the question, “Why was the third secret of Fatima not revealed?” For the Holy Virgin had said it should be shared with the faithful in 1960.

Don Mario: It was not revealed because of its content. My husband: What was so fearful about it?  Msgr. Boehm (as a well-trained Italian) did not say that he had read it, but intimated that the content was fearful: “infiltration of the Church to the very top”. It shattered us but confirmed my husband’s fear that the way Vatican II was interpreted was going to expose the Church to terrible dangers. Alas, this fear was well founded.

The second conversation is one with Bella Dodd that I have already spoken about on previous occasions. We met her in the Fall of 1965 and she visited us here at New Rochelle, NY, where I still live, either in 1966 or 1967. She had been an ardent communist from her student days at Hunter College – a hotbed of communism. (That is why I was systematically persecuted there, as recounted in my book, Memoirs of a Happy Failure.) Bella had sown the seeds of this diabolical philosophy at Hunter, but converted in 1952 under the guidance of Archbishop Fulton Sheen. Let me repeat the conversation between her and my husband (Dietrich von Hildebrand):

DvH:  I fear the Church has been infiltrated.

Bella: You fear it, dear Professor; I know it! When I was an ardent communist I was working in close contact with four cardinals in the Vatican working for us; and they are still very active today.

DvH: Who are they? My nephew Dieter Sattler is a German stationed at the Holy See.

But Bella, who was under the spiritual guidance of Archbishop Sheen, declined to give him this information.

The only recourse we have now is prayer, and the firm conviction that the gates of hell shall not prevail. St. Matthew ch. XXIV has warned us.

In union of ardent prayers.

I am, dear Father, respectfully yours in Christ,

Alice von Hildebrand

1 of 321 readers’ comments

1. It is rumored that there are several chastisements in the Third Secret and that the apostasy in the Church is the backdrop of the Third Secret, but is not the main part of the secret. Fr. Malachi Martin said in a radio interview before his death that "it would give a shock, would terrify people, would fill confessionals on Saturday night, would fill the cathedrals, the basilicas, and the churches with believers on their knees, beating their breasts.” People wouldn't react that way over apostasy. Not over an apostasy beginning at the top, and over the apostasy of a Pope. The apostasy at the top, is a very serious spiritual chastisement, but there has to be a material chastisement in the Third Secret that terrifies the Churchmen who read it****.
[+ Lots of interesting comments concerning ex-Jesuit priest Fr. Malachi Martin who, on his request, was released from the Order by Pope Pius VI and became a staunch Traditionalist.]
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