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The Convenor of the “Forum for CATHOLIC Unity” is NOT a Catholic
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Forum for Catholic Unity logo and Mr. M.G. Devasahayam
Mr. M. G. Devasahayam is a retired officer of the Indian Administrative Service [IAS].

As per the geographical location of his residence, he belongs to the parish of Annai Velankanni church, Besant Nagar, Chennai [archdiocese of Madras-Mylapore]. Here are two recent news articles citing him:
Faithful ponder post-Benedict era

http://www.thehindu.com/todays-paper/tp-national/tp-tamilnadu/faithful-ponder-postbenedict-era/article4405902.ece 
A Staff Reporter, The Hindu, Chennai, February 12, 2013 EXTRACT
The Catholic community in Chennai expressed shock at the sudden decision of Pope Benedict XVI – formerly known as Cardinal Joseph Aloisius Ratzinger – to resign from the helm of the Catholic Church citing health and age. The Pope’s resignation is said to be the first such instance in 600 years.

According to M.G. Devasahayam, Convenor of Forum for Catholic Unity, Joseph Ratzinger had taken a wise decision. "He has acted fairly by deciding to pass on his position to another cardinal, possibly a younger person, who could take up the heavy work load of the church. He seems to be physically and mentally tired," he added.

Laity forum hails Pope’s decision

http://newindianexpress.com/cities/chennai/article1459787.ece** 

The New Indian Express, Chennai, February 12, 2013 
The historic decision of Pope Benedict XVI to step down from the top job in the Catholic Church has earned the appreciation of some lay people in Chennai. 
"We should appreciate him. He has been frank in saying that he is not able to discharge his duties," said M G Devasahayam, Convenor of the Forum for Catholic Unity, an organisation that has taken on the local diocese for its alleged irregularities in maintaining church properties.

Putting the resignation episode, the first in the last 600 years, in perspective, Devasahayam said the church has been facing a plethora of problems and the pope was not able to give proper direction.

Apart from pointing out that the Church has been veering away from the core Christian values in the last 30 years, it has been caught in many controversies. The religion declined sharply as corruption and debauchery set in, Devasahayam said.

Even Pope Benedict’s predecessor, Pope John Paul II, during his 26-year tenure, was not able to stem the rot that had set it. Within the Church he did not put in place any mechanism to address grievances, he said.

When Pope Benedict XVI took over, he was not able to give a new direction to the church. As a highly conservative cleric, he must have been deeply worried about the financial bungling by the Bank of Vatican and other controversies that broke out like the child abuse scandal in several countries, Devasahayam said.

He pointed out that continents that were the bulwark of Catholicism, particularly Europe, have been slipping out of Vatican’s control with Church attendance going down over the years.

For one who remarks to the secular press about "Church attendance going down over the years", one would expect that he himself is a church-goer. But Mr. M.G. Devasahayam unequivocally stated that one does not have to go to church to be a Catholic, proudly boasting that he didn’t attend church and that his home was church. He declared this during his address made at the December 30, 2012, Christmas celebrations of the Federation of Catholic Faithful at which he was the chief guest. Over fifty Catholics from different local parishes heard him say this. A few minutes earlier, I had received the completely unexpected honour of being draped in a traditional Tamil shawl for my work to expose New Age and other spiritual error within the Church, but when I heard Mr. Devasahayam attack the Catholic Church, I let myself out.
This was not the first time that I had heard -- and objected to -- anti-Catholic pronouncements from him.

A couple of years ago, at a meeting of the same Federation of Catholic Faithful at which I was present, Mr. Devasahayam had called for the abolition of the Catholic Church’s Code of Canon Law. When I immediately raised an objection to his being allowed to talk such rubbish, he took exception and turned angrily on me.

While there is no law against criticism of the Church or her leaders, the tone and language used by Mr. Devasahayam when referring to the then archbishop and Church authority were harsh and derogatory.
For a man who has held senior posts in government and is a consultant in his retirement, he should be aware that just as governments have laws and Constitutions, so does the Church for the welfare of its faithful.
One who puts himself outside Canon Law, calls for its abolition, and abstains from the Church’s communing membership having denied any necessity for it, can in no way be deemed to be a Catholic. 
Mr. M.G. Devasahayam therefore abjures any right to identify himself as a Catholic, to head a forum with the term "Catholic" in its name, to address fora that are faithfully Catholic, to write letters to the archdiocese of Madras-Mylapore claiming to represent Catholic interests, to file criminal cases against the bishops and priests of the Church in the archdiocese of Madras-Mylapore [which he has done in association with others] and to comment on behalf of Catholics about the institutions and hierarchy of the Church to the media.
Catholics expect the archbishop of Madras-Mylapore to check with the parish priest of the Annai Velankanni church if Mr. M.G. Devasahayam fulfils his Sunday obligation and the requirements of the precepts of the Church in order to ascertain if he can licitly call himself a Catholic or not. There is always the possibility that he has protected himself against such a situation by registering himself as a parishioner and making his monthly contribution either in his name or through a family member, while staying away from Sunday Mass. 
If the inquiry confirms the suspicions about his Catholic credentials, the archdiocese should issue an advisory to the media that he does not represent Catholic interests and refuse to dialogue with him. 
Though there are other lay Catholic organizations in the city, it is a matter of both regret and surprise that the reporters of two leading dailies contact only Mr. M.G. Devasahayam for a Catholic opinion when he, by his own standards, has disqualified himself from being recognised as one.
The fault lies partly with the local Church and its traditional denial of proper recognition to the laity.

Those with connections, money, power, influence and status have easy access to the senior hierarchy, but they are concerned with their own interests, mostly commercial. Those genuinely concerned about pastoral and other issues that affect the welfare of the faithful find it impossible to get interviews. This ministry failed, despite many attempts, to obtain a single meeting with the former archbishop during his entire tenure of seven-and-a-half years, or to get a single response from him to postal letters and emails.
The fault equally lies with the laity for many reasons that, if detailed here, will tire the reader. 

One reason can be arrived at through the following observation made by me. Mr. M.G. Devasahayam convenes a group of Catholics under the name of the Forum for Catholic Unity [FCU]. An October 27, 2009 letter from the FCU leveling corruption charges against the then archbishop of Madras-Mylapore lists names of "elite" Catholics as its signatories. The FCU is a sort of exclusive club. Apparently not any one can join it nor will the FCU members become members of any other pro-active lay Catholic group in the archdiocese though it might serve the other’s interests to share inside information and plan strategies which is exactly what is happening, if one gets the point. My interaction with such groups is that while they may be zealous to fight corruption in the Church and in her educational institutions, or even on the rare occasion protest on a matter of perceived error in teaching, they are either lacking in knowledge of the Catholic faith and the teaching of the Magisterium or led by dominant persons like Mr. Devasahayam who do not practise the Faith. Being allied with such people -- even for a worthy cause -- is a risky proposition. Forum for Catholic UNITY?
**I posted this comment February 23, 2013 at http://newindianexpress.com/cities/chennai/article1459787.ece:
Mr. M.G. Devasahayam has no business claiming to be the voice of Catholics when he is not a Catholic. A human being does not become an automobile by being born in a garage and being fitted out with an engine and auto accessories. Devasahayam might have been born and baptised in the Catholic Church but he has revoked his membership in it by demanding the abolition of Church Canon Law and by ceasing to be a member of the church community when he decided that he did not need to go to Church and attend Mass to be Catholic. By definition, a Catholic is one who believes in and holds to ALL the tenets of the Church, without exception. If someone rejects even one of them, he is technically not Catholic. Mr. Devasahayam is not one either. –Michael Prabhu
